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Abstract

We present a quantization of the functions of spacetime, i.e. a map, analog to Weyl map, which
reproduces the κ-Minkowski commutation relations, and it has the desirable properties of mapping
square integrable functions into Hilbert-Schmidt operators, as well as real functions into symmetric
operators. The map is based on Mellin transform on radial and time coordinates. The map also define
a deformed ∗ product which we discuss with examples.
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1 Introduction

Dirac, Weyl and Wigner [1–3] introduced the procedure of quantization, which associate an operator to a
function of classical phase space. The starting point is the standard commutation relation [p, q] = i~. The
procedure has been widely generalised and is very fruitful for both physics and mathematics. The inverse
procedure, where a classical function is associated to a quantum operator, is called dequantization. The
most common quantization scheme is associated to the name of Weyl, and the inverse process to that of
Wigner. There are other schemes and we will comment on them later.

According to a widespread belief, the small scale coarseness of spacetime should manifest itself through
a set of noncommuting operators which play the role of the quantum analogue of coordinates of the
classical phase space. This is the point of view of noncommutative geometry, where the elements of a
noncommutative algebra are interpreted as functions over a quantum space [4–6]. Among the proposed
models of noncommutative spacetimes, the one known as κ-Minkowski [7–9] is of particular interest. The
algebra of this quantum spacetime is generated by the non commutative coordinates {x0; xi}i=1,2,3 with
commutations relations given by

[x0, xi] = i
1

κ
xi, (1.1)

where the real number κ has the dimension of inverse length and sets a scale.
Although the noncommutative geometry of these models has been widely investigated both in the

physical and mathematical literature [10–35], not much has been said about how it relates to the problem
of quantization.

In the present paper we will consider Dirac and Weyl’s approach, i.e. the association of operators to
classical quantities. We will consider, as is done for ordinary quantum mechanics, different orderings. In
particular we present a proposal of a Weyl-like quantization scheme that associates quantum observables
over κ-Minkowski spacetime to classical quantities. Recently [28, 36], three of us have shown that the
Mellin transform plays the same role of the Fourier transform in ordinary quantum mechanics for the
κ-Minkowski, since it provides the unitary transformation of the Hilbert space that allows to pass from
the eigenbasis of the position operator to the eigenbasis of the time operator. This suggests to consider
a quantization procedure à la Weyl based on the Mellin transform rather then the Fourier transform. At
the same time the algebra of operators obtained through this procedure is generated by the commutation
relations (1.1) rather than the canonical commutation relations. Implicit in a quantization procedure
there is a notion of star product, and we will discuss the product coming form our procedure. The first
attempt to describe the algebra of the κ-Minkowski space through a star-product was [37]. In [38, 39] a
family of star products written as a formal power series was considered. Other star-product realizations
of κ-Minkowski are [40, 41] and [42–44]. More recently, a notable approach was that of [45, 46].

The aim of this paper is to work in analogy with the well-established theory of Weyl quantizations. In
particular we characterise the quantizers which send real functions over the classical space into symmetric
operators, hence associating (up to the choice of a suitable self-adjoint extension) classical observables with
quantum observables. Then we deal with the spectral properties of these objects, showing that square
integrable functions are sent into Hilbert-Schmidt operators. Finally we compute the dequantizers that
provide the inverse Wigner maps with respect to the quantization procedures that we are studying. The
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combination quantizer-dequantizer defines a ∗ product which we discuss in the last section.

2 Quantization and dequantization schemes.

Weyl’s quantization map provides the standard rule of quantization in classical quantum mechanics, i.e.
the one defined by the commutator [q̂, p̂] = i, and it is given by:

ΩWeyl : F(R2N) → Op(H)

f(q, p) 7→ F̂ (q̂, p̂) =
1

2π

∫

R2N

dηdωf̃(η, ω)ei(ηq̂−ωp̂). (2.1)

Here F(R2N) denotes a suitable class of functions over the classical phase space R2N and f̃(η, ω) is the
(symplectic) Fourier transform of f(q, p). Where it not for the hats over p and q the expression for F would
just be the original function. The procedure is based on the presence of the operator ei(ηq̂−ωp̂), which in
this case is a function of (η, ω). We call this operator the Weyl quantizer :

Q̂Weyl
F

: R2N → Op(H)

(η, ω) 7→ ei(ηq̂−ωp̂). (2.2)

More generally, in a space of coordinates z, we call quantizer Q̂ : Rn → Op(H) an operator-valued function
and the map (up to normalization constant which could be absorbed by the measure)

Ω :F(Rn) → Op(H)

f(z) 7→
∫

Rn

dµ(z)f(z)Q̂(z) (2.3)

the quantization scheme associated to the quantizer Q̂(z).

Remark 2.1. : Sometimes it is not sufficient to consider operator-valued functions, which we will use to
define a quantization scheme. For sake of simplicity, we will mostly think to the quantizers as operator
valued-functions and we are going to explicitly specify when they are given by distributions.

In the Weyl map defined by (2.1), the Fourier transform appears under the integral, rather than the
function f(q, p) itself. In this case in fact the variable z = (η, ω). This is just a convention, the quantizer
may as well be expressed in term of p and q. It suffices to rexpress f̃(η, ω) as the symplectic Fourier
transform of f(q, p) to obatain:

F̂ (q̂, p̂) =
1

2π

∫

R2N

dqdp dηdωf(q, p)e−i(ηq−ωp)ei(ηq̂−ωp̂). (2.4)

From which one can read that

F̂ (q̂, p̂) =
1

2π

∫

R2N

dqdp f(q, p)Q̂(q, p) (2.5)
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with
Q̂(q, p) = dηdωe−i(η(q−q̂)−ω(p−p̂)). (2.6)

More generally, given Q̂ be a quantizer, if there exists another quantizer (in Fourier transform space)
Q̂F such that, for every f with Fourier transform f̃ , one has

Q̂(f(q, p)) = Q̂F (f̃(η, ω)) (2.7)

we call Q̂F the Fourier transform of Q̂.
To this extent first use the Campbell-Baker-Hausdorff formula to express the quantizer as the product

of two exponentials:

Q̂Weyl
F

(η, ω) = ei(ηq̂−ωp̂) = eiηq̂e−iωp̂e
i
2
ωη = e−iωp̂eiηq̂e−

i
2
ωη (2.8)

Notice that
Q̂Weyl

F
(η, ω)∗ = Q̂Weyl

F
(−η,−ω), (2.9)

where the ∗ on the left hand side denotes the adjoint operator. It is known that the Weyl quantizer sends
real functions into symmetric operators. An immediate consequence of this is the fact that any polynomial
in p and q is sent to a symmetric polynomial of p̂, q̂. Different orderings are possible, for example we could
order all p̂ to the left, or the right, and they would be given by the quantizers

Q̂L
F (η, ω) = ei(ηq̂−ωp̂)− i

2
ωη = eiηq̂e−iωp̂

Q̂R
F (η, ω) = ei(ηq̂−ωp̂)+ i

2
ωη = e−iωp̂eiηq̂ (2.10)

The Fourier transforms of these operators are simple distribution valued operators:

Q̂L
F (p, q) = δ(p− p̂)δ(q − q̂)

Q̂R
F (p, q) = δ(q − q̂)δ(p− p̂) (2.11)

Intermediate orderings are also possible, and we define the γ ordered quantizer, in Fourier transform, to
be the operator:

Q̂γ
F

(η, ω) = ei(ηq̂−ωp̂)+iγωη (2.12)

In the following similar definitions will be provided when dealing with quantizers and their Mellin
transforms. It is often desirable that a quantization scheme maps real functions into symmetric operators
on H. Let us recall some well known results about quantization of classical observables.

The quantization scheme associated to the quantizer Q̂ sends real functions into symmetric operators
if and only if Q̂(p, q) is a symmetric function of (p, q) ∈ R2N . In this case we say that Q̂ is a symmetric
quantizer. Moreover the following holds:

Q̂F ((η, ω)) = Q̂∗

F (−η,−ω) (2.13)

This follows from

F̂ =

∫

R2N

dqdpf(q, p)Q̂(q, p) =

∫

R2N

dηdω

∫

R2N

dqdpf̃(η, ω)Q̂F(η, ω)ei(ηq−ωp) (2.14)
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and

F̂ ∗ =

∫

R2N

dηdω

∫

R2N

dqdpf̃ ∗(η, ω)Q̂∗

F(η, ω)e−i(ηq−ωp) (2.15)

as well as the property that symmetric quantizers send real functions into symmetric operators.
A second remarkable property is that Weyl quantization maps L2(R2n) functions into Hilbert Schmidt,

in a such way that the norm is preserved (up to a constant normalization factor). The Weyl map is
therefore an isometry. Moreover this gives an isometry.

In the next sections we will be also interested in defining a dequantizer for κ-Minkowski spacetime.
Losely speaking, a dequantization map is expected to do the inverse job of a quantization map, hence
sending operators into functions on a classical phase space. Let us recall Wigner’s dequantization map,
which is the inverse of Weyl’s map (2.1):

ΓWigner : Op(H) → F(R2N)

Â 7→ Tr
(
Âei(ηq̂−ωp̂)

)
(2.16)

for a suitable class of operators, which includes trace class . As before, we define the dequantizer as the
following operator-valued function:

D̂Wigner
F

:R2N → Op(H)

(η, ω) 7→ ei(ηq̂−ωp̂). (2.17)

Remark 2.2. Like before, the subscript F suggests that we are using the Fourier transform: in particular
the function resulting from (2.16) will be the Fourier transform of a function on the classical phase space.

Like before, we define D̂ : R2N → Op(H) be an operator-valued function, we call the following map

Γ : Op(H) → F(R2N) (2.18)

Â 7→ Tr
(
ÂD̂(x)

)
(2.19)

the dequantization scheme associated to the dequantizer D̂(x).
A pair quantizers/dequantizer define a quantization/dequantization scheme. When no confusion arises

we shall simply say that D̂ is the dequantizer of Q̂. Weyl’s quantization map and Wigner dequantization
are paired in this sense. It is a well known fact that the operator-valued function (2.17) works as its own
inverse1 when used as dequantizer. This is not true for a generic ordering.

3 κ-Minkowski spacetime and the Mellin transform.

It has been noted in [28, 36, 41] that the κ-Minkowski commutation relation (1.1) can be written in polar
coordinates as

[t, r] = ir ; [t, f(θ, ϕ)] = 0 (3.1)

1Up to a complex conjugation, depending if we are in Fourier transform space or not. And whether factors of 2π are
absorbed in the measure or not.
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where to ease notations we indicate x0 by t. The polar coordinates r, θ and ϕ have the usual meaning,
and we have chosen units in which c = κ = 1. We will see below that the expression of functions in polar
coordinates is crucial for the construction of the quantizers based on Mellin transforms. In what follows ~
plays no role, since our aim is to quantize spacetime only, this justifies the fact that we have an operator
corresponding to time. The commutation relation (3.1) indicates that t̂ acts as a dilation operator on the
functions of r:

t̂ ψ(r, θ, ϕ) = i

(
r∂r +

3

2

)
ψ(r, θ, ϕ) (3.2)

where the 3
2

factor is needed to make the operator symmetric. The (improper) eigenfunctions of the

dilation operator (3.2) are monomials of the kind r−( 3
2
+iτ), they play for this case the role played by plane

waves for the Weyl-Wigner case.
In the previous section p̂ and q̂ and their respective representations were related by a Fourier transform,

the relation (3.1) suggests t̂ and r̂ are connected by a Mellin transform, which take into account the measure
r2dr for the integration of the radial variable. Since the radial variables commute, the corresponding
operators are central, and we do not consider them further.

The equivalent of the Fourier transform between eigenfunctions of the position and time operators are:

ψ(r) =
1√
2π

∫
∞

−∞

dτ r−
3
2 e−iτ log rψ̃(τ)

ψ̃(τ) =
1√
2π

∫
∞

0

r2dr r−
3
2 eiτ log rψ(r). (3.3)

We will seek a quantization procedure based on the Mellin transform/antitransform, in analogy of what
we did in the previous section with the Fourier transform. From now on, by f̃ we will always denote the
Mellin transform of a function f rather than its Fourier transform. There are variants for the measure
of the Mellin transform, we are in three dimensions, and therefore for us, following [28, 36] the Mellin
transform of a function f is defined as2

f̃(ρ, τ) =
1

2π

∫
r2drdt r−3/2eiτ log rρ−3/2e−it log ρf(r, t). (3.4)

This transform has been chosen in order to be an isometry on square integrable functions whose transform
may be defined. The inverse map is given by

f(r, t) =
1

2π

∫
ρ2dρ dτ r−3/2e−iτ log rρ−3/2eit log ρf̃(ρ, τ). (3.5)

We shall refer to the map above as ”Mellin anti-transform” or just ”anti-transform” when no confusion
can arise.

2For ease of notation we will omit the integration limits, it is understood that radial coordinates are integrated from 0 to
∞, while time like (and logarithmical variables below) go from −∞ to ∞.
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Denote by f the complex conjugate of a function. Then f(r, t) of the variables r and t, is real if and
only if its Mellin transform f̃(ρ, τ) enjoys the following property:

f̃(ρ, τ) = ρ−3f̃(ρ−1,−τ) (3.6)

Indeed from (3.5) we have

f(r, t) =

∫
dρdτr−3/2eiτ log rρ1/2e−it log ρf̃(ρ, τ)

=

∫
dρ−1dτr−3/2e−iτ log rρ−5/2eit log ρf̃(ρ−1,−τ)

=

∫
dρdτr−3/2e−iτ log ρρ1/2eit log ρ

(
ρ−3f̃(ρ−1,−τ)

)
. (3.7)

Hence f(r, t) = f(r, t) if and only if f̃(ρ, τ) = ρ−3f̃(ρ−1,−τ).
In the next sections we will also work with the logarithmic variables

x := log r and ξ := log ρ (3.8)

The integration measure for these variables are

r2dr = e3xdx and ρ2dρ = e3ξdξ (3.9)

and the κ-Minkowski commutation relations are now canonical.

[t, x] = i (3.10)

We have effectively reduced the commutation relations to a one dimensional case. In the x variable the
commutation relation is also canonical, with x defined on the whole line, the crucial difference in our case
is in the measure.

The Mellin transform of a function is now written as

f̃(ξ, τ) =
1

2π

∫

R2

dx dtM(x, ξ, t, τ)f(x, t) (3.11)

where we have defined the integral kernel

M(x, ξ, t, τ) = eiτx+
3
2
xe−itξ− 3

2
ξ. (3.12)

The anti-transform is:

f(r, t) =
1

2π

∫

R2

dx dtM(x, ξ, t, τ)−1f̃(ρ, τ). (3.13)

To use the Mellin transform in a quantization scheme we need to give a meaning to the transforms of
the coordinate functions r and t, and in general to polynomials in these variables. This is also useful to
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check the commutation relations. Therefore, we will consider their Mellin transform in the distributional
sense. If g belongs to an appropriate test functions space, and {fǫ} is a sequence of functions such that
the sequence of regular distributions {Tfǫ} defined by

Tfǫ(g) =

∫

R2

dµfǫg (3.14)

for ǫ → 0 converges in the weak-∗ topology to Tf , then if the limit of the sequence {Tf̃ǫ} exists in the
weak-∗ topology. We denote it as the Mellin transform of f in the sense of distributions (or just the Mellin
transform of f for short). In the following examples we provide some distributional Mellin transforms that
will turn useful later.

Example 3.1. Consider the sequence fǫ(x, t) = e−ǫx2
which converges point-wise (hence also weakly-∗)

to the constant function equal to f(x, t) = 1. Then we have

lim
ǫ→0

f̃ǫ(x, t) =
1

2π
lim
ǫ→0

∫
dxdt eiτx+

3
2
xe−itξ− 3

2
ξe−ǫx2

= lim
ǫ→0

δ(ξ)e−
( 32 i−τ)2

4ǫ

2
√
π
√
ǫ

= 2πδ(ξ)δ

(
τ − 3

2
i

)
. (3.15)

Example 3.2. Let rǫ(x, t) = exe−ǫx2
which converges pointwise to the function r = ex. We have

lim
ǫ→0

r̃ǫ(x, t) =
1

2π
lim
ǫ→0

∫
dxdt exeiτx+

3
2
xe−itξ− 3

2
ξe−ǫx2

= lim
ǫ→0

δ
(
τ − 5

2
i
)

e−
3ξ
2
−

ξ2

ǫ

√
ǫ

= 2πδ(ξ)δ

(
τ − 5

2
i

)
. (3.16)

Example 3.3. Let tǫ(x, t) = te−ǫx2
which converges pointwise to the function t. We have

lim
ǫ→0

t̃ǫ(x, t) =
1

2π
lim
ǫ→0

∫
dx eteiτx+

3
2
xe−itξ− 3

2
ξe−ǫx2

= lim
ǫ→0

−δ
(
τ − 3

2
i
)
∂ξe

−
3ξ
2
−

ξ2

ǫ

√
ǫ

= −2πie−
3
2
ξ∂ξδ(ξ)δ

(
τ − 3

2
i

)
. (3.17)

Example 3.4. From the examples above it is easy to show that for f(r, t) = rmtn with m,n > 0 the
Mellin transform is given by

f̃(ρ, τ) = 2π(−i)ne−
3
2
ξ∂nξ δ(ξ)δ

(
τ − 3 + 2m

2

)
. (3.18)

8



4 Quantizers and Dequantizers

In this section we build a quantization scheme based on the Mellin transform. In analogy to what is done
for Weyl quantization, we start by defining the Mellin transformed version of a quantizer to be

∫
r2drdtQ̂(r, t)f(r, t) =

∫
ρ2dρdτ Q̂M(ρ, τ)f̃(ρ, τ) (4.1)

and set the notation

Q̂M(f) :=

∫
ρ2dρdτ Q̂M(ρ, τ)f̃(ρ, τ). (4.2)

Let us start by considering the quantizer “with position on the left” in the physical space: it is given by:

Q̂L(r, t) =
δ(r̂ − r)

r2
δ(t̂− t) (4.3)

An explicit calculation (details in the appendix, equation (A.1)) shows that

Q̂(f) =

∫
dξdτ Q̂ML

(ξ, τ)f̃(ξ, τ) (4.4)

where we have defined

Q̂ML
(ξ, τ) :=

1

2π

∫
dξdτM(x, t, ξ, τ)−1Q̂L(x, t) =

1

2π
e(−iτ− 3

2)x̂e(it̂+ 3
2)ξ. (4.5)

Using the Baker-Campbell-Haursdorff formula this quantizer can also be written in the more compact form

Q̂ML
(ξ, τ) =

1

2π
e(−iτ− 3

2)x̂+(it̂+ 3
2)ξ− 1

2
ξ(iτ+ 3

2). (4.6)

It is easy to verify that, had we started in equation (4.3) with the ”the position on the right” quantizer

Q̂R(r, t) = δ(t̂− t)
δ(r̂ − r)

r2
(4.7)

we would have ended up with the following expression for its Mellin transform

Q̂MR
(ξ, τ) =

1

2π
e(−iτ− 3

2)x̂+(it̂+ 3
2)ξ+ 1

2
ξ(iτ+ 3

2). (4.8)

More generally we can consider a one-parameter family of quantizers of the form

Q̂Mγ
(ξ, τ) =

1

2π
e(−iτ− 3

2)x̂+(it̂+ 3
2)ξ+ γ

2
ξ(−iτ− 3

2). (4.9)

with γ ∈ C. The first obvious property that our quantizers should verify is the compatibility between
classical and quantum coordinates, i.e. we should have:

Q̂Mγ
(r̃) = r̂ and Q̂Mγ

(t̃) = t̂. (4.10)
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As far as the quantization of r in concerned we have

Q̂Mγ
(r̃) =

1

2π

∫
dτdξe(−iτ− 3

2)x̂+(it̂+ 3
2)ξ+ γ

2
ξ(−iτ− 3

2)2πδ(ξ)δ

(
τ − 5

2
i

)
= ex̂ = r̂ (4.11)

while for the quantization of t we have

Q̂Mγ
(t̃) =

1

2π
dτ

∫
dξe(−iτ− 3

2)x̂+(it̂+ 3
2)ξ+ γ

2
ξ(−iτ− 3

2)
[
−2πie−

3
2
ξ∂ξδ(ξ)δ

(
τ − 3

2
i

)]
= t̂. (4.12)

This is independent from the value of γ, which shows that any γ will give an acceptable quantizer. We
now further characterise them.

If Q̂(x, t) is symmetric, then Q̂M(ξ, τ) has the following property.

Q̂∗

M(−ξ,−τ) = e−3ξQ̂M(ξ, τ). (4.13)

If Q̂(r, t) is symmetric, it maps real function f(r, t) into a symmetric operator. Combining the definition
of the Mellin transform of an operator and (3.6), for f(x) real we have

F̂ =

∫
dξdτ Q̂M(ξ, τ)f(ξ, τ) =

∫
dξdτ Q̂M(ξ, τ)e−3ξf(−ξ,−τ) (4.14)

and

F̂ ∗ =

∫
dξdτ Q̂∗

M(ξ, τ)f(ξ, τ) =

∫
dξdτ Q̂∗

M(−ξ,−τ)f(−ξ,−τ) (4.15)

which characterizes the Mellin transform of the symmetric quantizer. For the family of quantizers of the
form (4.9) it is easily seen that only the choice γ = 0 meets this conditions. This is in analogy with what
we found in the Weyl-Wigner case earlier.

Another important analogy is given by the fact that the image of a function f ∈ L2(R2) by the quantizer
Q̂M0 has a finite Hilbert-Schmidt norm. To see we represent the operators on functions of x, and denote
|x〉 (〈x|) the improper ket (bra) eigenfunctions of the operator x̂. The normalisation must take into account
the measure (3.9): ∫

dx e3x |x〉〈x| = 1 (4.16)

we then have

Tr (F ∗F ) =

∫
dx e3x 〈x|

∫
dξ′dτ ′f̃(ξ′, τ ′) Q̂∗

Mγ
(ξ′, τ ′)

∫
dξdτ f̃(ξ, τ)Q̂Mγ

(ξ, τ) |x〉 (4.17)
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Let us express the expression above as follows:

Tr (F ∗F ) =

∫
dx e3x 〈x|

∫
dξ′dτ ′f̃(ξ′, τ ′) e(iτ ′− 3

2)x̂e(−it̂+ 3
2)ξ′e(−iτ ′+ 3

2)ξ′e
γ

2
ξ′(−iτ− 3

2)

∫
dξdτ f̃(ξ, τ)e(it̂+ 3

2)ξe(−iτ− 3
2)x̂e(iτ+ 3

2)ξ |x〉 e
γ̄

2
ξ′(+iτ ′− 3

2)

=

∫
dtdx e3x 〈x|

∫
dξ′dτ ′f̃(ξ′, τ ′) e(iτ ′− 3

2)xe(it̂+ 3
2)ξ′e(−iτ ′+ 3

2)ξ′ |t〉 〈t|
∫

dξdτ f̃(ξ, τ)e(−it̂+ 3
2)ξe(−iτ− 3

2)x̂e(iτ+ 3
2)ξ |x〉 e

γ

2
ξ(−iτ− 3

2)+ γ̄

2
ξ′(+iτ ′− 3

2)

=

∫
dtdx e3x 〈x|

∫
dξ′dτ ′f̃(ξ′, τ ′) e(iτ ′− 3

2)xe(−it+ 3
2)ξ′e(−iτ ′+ 3

2)ξ′ |t〉 〈t|
∫

dξdτ f̃(ξ, τ)e(−iτ− 3
2)xe(it+ 3

2)ξe(iτ+ 3
2)ξ |x〉 e

γ

2
ξ(−iτ− 3

2)+ γ̄

2
ξ′(+iτ ′− 3

2)

=

∫
dtdx

∫
dξ′dτ ′ e(iτ ′− 3

2)xe(−it+ 3
2)ξ′e(−iτ ′+ 3

2)ξ′

∫
dξdτe(−iτ− 3

2)xe(it+ 3
2)ξe(iτ+ 3

2)ξf̃(ξ′, τ ′)f̃(ξ, τ)e
γ
2
ξ(−iτ− 3

2)+ γ̄
2
ξ′(+iτ ′− 3

2). (4.18)

We integrate in dt to obtain
∫

dx

∫
dξ′dτ ′ δ(ξ − ξ′)e(iτ ′− 3

2)xe
3
2
ξ′e(−iτ ′+ 3

2)ξ′

∫
dξdτe(−iτ− 3

2)xe
3
2
ξe(iτ+ 3

2)ξf̃(ξ′, τ ′)f̃(ξ, τ)e
γ

2
ξ(−iτ− 3

2)+ γ̄

2
ξ′(+iτ ′− 3

2) (4.19)

In order to integrate in dx we make the following change of variables

iτ ′ − 3

2
7→ iα′ − iτ − 3

2
7→ −iα (4.20)

After integrating in x we have
∫

dξ′dα′ δ(α− α′)δ(ξ − ξ′)e
3
2
ξ′e−iα′ξ′

∫
dξdα e

3
2
ξeiαξ f̃(ξ′, τ ′)f̃(ξ, τ)e

γ

2
ξ(−iα)+ γ̄

2
ξ′(iα).

=

∫
dξdα e3ξ f̃(ξ, α)f̃(ξ, α)eℜγξα. (4.21)

We see that the integral equals the norm ‖f‖2L2
for γ pure imaginary or zero. To summarize: Given a

quantizer of the form (4.9), only the choice γ = 0 has the properties of sending real functions into symmetric
operators and of being an isometry between L2(R2) and the space of Hilbert-Schmidt operators.

We now compute the dequantizers of the Weyl-Mellin maps studied in the previous section. The
quantizer-dequantizer pair should respect the following relation:

Tr(Q̂Mγ
(ξ, τ)D̂Mγ

(ξ′, τ ′)) = e−3ξδ (ξ − ξ′) δ (τ − τ ′) . (4.22)
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Based on our experience with the Weyl Wigner case we make the following ansatz:

D̂Mγ
(ξ, τ) = Nea(ξ,τ)x̂+b(ξ,τ)t̂+c(ξ,τ) (4.23)

where N is a normalization constant and c a generic function of ξ and τ . The commutator of the exponents
of QMγ

and DMγ
is given by

[(
−iτ − 3

2

)
x̂ +

(
it̂ +

3

2

)
ξ +

γ

2
ξ

(
−iτ − 3

2

)
, a(ξ′, τ ′)x̂ + b(ξ′, τ ′)t̂ + c(ξ′, τ ′)

]

= −τb(ξ′, τ ′) + i
3

2
b(ξ′, τ ′) − ξa(ξ′, τ ′). (4.24)

Moreover one has
Tr

(
eikx̂+ipt̂

)
= 2πδ(k)δ(p) (4.25)

hence we find

Tr(Q̂Mγ
(ξ, τ)D̂Mγ

(ξ′, τ ′)) =Nδ

(
−τ + i

3

2
− ia(ξ′, τ ′)

)
δ (ξ − ib(ξ′, τ ′))

e
3
2
ξ+ γ

2
ξ(−iτ− 3

2
)+c(ξ′,τ ′)−τ b

2
(ξ′,τ ′)+i 3

2
b
2
(ξ′,τ ′)−ξ a

2
(ξ′,τ ′). (4.26)

In order to satisfy equation (4.22) we must have

a(ξ′, τ ′) = iτ ′ +
3

2
, b(ξ′, τ ′) = −iξ′ and c(ξ′, τ ′) = −γ

2
ξ′
(
−iτ ′ − 3

2

)
− 3

2
ξ′. (4.27)

Finally we have the Wigner-Mellin dequantizers:

D̂Mγ
(ξ, τ) = e(iτ+ 3

2)x̂+(−it̂− 3
2)ξ+ γ

2
ξ(iτ+ 3

2). (4.28)

We have seen the behaviour of the pair quantizer/dequantizer Q̂Mγ
/D̂Mγ

for κ-Minkowski spaces closely
mirrors that of the one for a canonical noncommutative space, in being an isometry between L2(R) and
Hilbert-Schimdt spaces operators.One noteworthy difference in our case is that this result holds true for
every value of the parameter γ ∈ C.

5 The ∗ product

As for the Weyl case, a quantization map always define a deformed product among functions. Let us recall
the standard definition of the Grönewold-Moyal’s ∗ product adapted to the case at hand.

Definition 5.1. Given a pair (Q̂, D̂) of a quantizer and a dequantizer, the ∗−product of two functions
f(r, t) and g(r, t) is defined as

(f ∗ g)(r, t) = Tr(Q̂(f)Q̂(g)D̂). (5.1)

12



In our case, we use the pair of quantizer-dequantizer (QMγ
, DMγ

) and we define the ∗ product as the
Mellin anti-transform of the following expression.

(̃f ∗ g)(ρ, τ) = Tr(Q̂Mγ
(f)Q̂Mγ

(g)D̂Mγ
). (5.2)

As in the previous calculations, it is usually easier to use the x and ξ variables to perform the calculations.

Example 5.2. The first check is to verify that r ∗ t− t∗ r = ir. Thus, we compute the ∗ product of r̂ = ex

and t̂.

Tr[r̂t̂D̂Mγ
] =

∫
dxe3 〈x| ex

∫
dt |t〉 〈t| t̂e−it̂ξe(iτ+

3
2
)x̂ |x〉 e− 3

2
ξe−

γ+1
2

(iτ+ 3
2
)ξ

= e−
3
2
ξe−

γ+1
2

(iτ+ 3
2
)ξ

∫
dxe(iτ+

3
2
)x

∫
dt te−itξ

= e−
3
2
ξe−

γ+1
2

(iτ+ 3
2
)ξ 2π δ

(
τ − i

3

2

)
(−i)∂ξδ(ξ) (5.3)

Similarly one gets

Tr[t̂r̂D̂Mγ
] = e−

3
2
ξe−

γ−1
2

(iτ+ 3
2
)ξ 2π δ

(
τ − i

3

2

)
(−i)∂ξδ(ξ) (5.4)

and the ∗ product is given by

r ∗ t =
1

2π

∫
dξ

∫
dτe−(iτ+ 3

2
)xe(it+

3
2
)ξTr[r̂t̂D̂Mγ

]

=

∫
dξ

∫
dτ e−(iτ+ 3

2
)xeitξe−

γ+1
2

(iτ+ 3
2
)ξ δ

(
τ − i

3

2

)
(−i)∂ξδ(ξ)

= ex
∫

dξe(it−
γ

2
−1)ξ(−i)∂ξδ(ξ)

= ex
(
t− i

γ + 1

2

)
(5.5)

thus
r ∗ t = r

(
t− i

γ

2

)
− i

r

2
, t ∗ r = r

(
t− i

γ

2

)
+ i

r

2
(5.6)

which leads to the desired commutation rule

t ∗ r − r ∗ t = i r. (5.7)

Example 5.3. The generalization to the product of monomials is given by

Tr[r̂nt̂mD̂Mγ
] =

∫
dxe3 〈x| enx

∫
dt |t〉 〈t| t̂me−it̂ξe(iτ+

3
2
)x̂ |x〉 e− 3

2
ξe−

γ+1
2

(iτ+ 3
2
)ξ

= e−
3
2
ξe−

γ+1
2

(iτ+ 3
2
)ξ

∫
dxe(iτ+

3
2
+n)x

∫
dt tme−itξ

= e−
3
2
ξe−

γ+1
2

(iτ+ 3
2
)ξ 2π δ

(
τ − i

(
3

2
+ n

))
(−i)m∂mξ δ(ξ) (5.8)
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Similarly one gets

Tr[t̂mr̂nD] = e−
3
2
ξe−

γ−1
2

(iτ+ 3
2
)ξ 2π δ

(
τ − i

(
3

2
+ n

))
(−i)m∂mξ δ(ξ) (5.9)

and the ∗ product is given by

rn ∗ tm =
1

2π

∫
dξdτe−(iτ+ 3

2
)xe(it+

3
2
)ξTr[r̂nt̂mD]

=

∫
dξdτ e−(iτ+ 3

2
)xeitξe−

γ+1
2

(iτ+ 3
2
)ξ δ

(
τ − i

(
3

2
+ n

))
(−i)m∂mξ δ(ξ)

= enx
∫

dξe(it−
γ

2
−1)nξ(−i)m∂mξ δ(ξ)

= enx
(
t− i

γ + 1

2

)m

. (5.10)

Thus, we have

rn ∗ tm = rn
(
t− i

γ + 1

2

)m

tm ∗ rn = rn
(
t− i

γ − 1

2

)m

. (5.11)

Example 5.4. It is known that for the Grönewold-Moyal case the product of two Gaussian functions is
still a Gaussian. A similar property holds in our case for log-Gaussians, i.e. functions of the kind

f(r, t) = e−(a log r+bt)2 = e−(ax+bt)2 (5.12)

It is easy to see that the Mellin transform of this kind of functions is still a function of this kind in ξ, τ
space, up to constants. In order not to make notations heavy we will ignore the constants and start directly
in Mellin transforms for the γ = 0 case.

f̃(ξ, τ) = e
−

τ2

σ2−
ξ2

η2
+ ξ

2(−iτ− 3
2) (5.13)

and

g̃(ξ, τ) = e
−

τ2

σ′2 −
ξ2

η′2
+ ξ

2(−iτ− 3
2) (5.14)

We compute the Weyl-Mellin transform of f̃ to get the following

Q̂M0(f̃) =
1

2π

∫
dτdξe(−iτ− 3

2)x̂+(it̂+ 3
2)ξf̃(ξ, τ)

=
1

2π

∫
dτdξe

(

−
τ2

σ
−iτ x̂− 3

2
x̂
)

e

(

−
ξ2

η
+it̂ξ

)

=

√
ση

2
e−

t̂2

4
ηe−

x̂2

4
σ− 3

2
x̂ (5.15)
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Hence the Mellin quantization of a Gaussian function is again a Gaussian function taking values in Op(H).
We find the same result for g̃(ξ, τ), hence to compute the ∗ we have to compute the following trace:

f̃ ∗ g̃(ξ, τ) =

√
σησ′η′

4
Tr

(
e−

t̂2

4
ηe−

x̂2

4
σ− 3

2
x̂e−

t̂2

4
η′e−

x̂2

4
σ′−

3
2
x̂e(iτ+ 3

2)x̂+(−it̂− 3
2)ξ

)

=

∫
〈t| e− t̂2

4
ηe−

x̂2

4
σ− 3

2
x̂e−

t̂2

4
η′e−

x̂2

4
σ′−

3
2
x̂e(iτ+ 3

2)x̂+(−it̂− 3
2)ξ |t〉 (5.16)

A calculation (detailed in the appendix), shows that

f̃ ∗ g̃(ξ, τ) = 4π2

√
1

σ′η′(4 − ση)
e

9
σ2 e−

ξ2σ
4−ση

−
ξ

2(−iτ+ 3
2)e−

τ2

σ′ (5.17)

Example 5.5. We want to discuss the composition law of two “plane waves”, one in the time direction
and the other along a space direction, say the vertical axis. In our frameworks, this will be given by the
∗ product of eiat̂ and eibr̂ cos θ. First of all, we compute

Tr[eiat̂eib cos θe
x̂

D̂Mγ
] =

∫
dt 〈t| eiat

∫
dx e3x |x〉 〈x| eib cos θex̂e(iτ+

3
2
)x̂e−it̂ξ |t〉 e−

3
2
ξe−

γ−1
2

(iτ+ 3
2
)ξ

= e−
3
2
ξe−

γ−1
2

(iτ+ 3
2
)ξ

∫
dx eib cos θe

x

e(iτ+
3
2
)x

∫
dt eit(a−ξ)

=
√

2πe−
3
2
ξe−

γ−1
2

(iτ+ 3
2
)ξ δ(ξ − a)

∫
dx eib cos θe

x

e(iτ+
3
2
)x (5.18)

The ∗−product is obtained taking the anti transform

eiat ∗ eib cos θe
x

=
1

2π

∫
dξ

∫
dτe−(iτ+ 3

2
)xe(it+

3
2
)ξTr[eiat̂eib cos θe

x̂

D̂Mγ
]

=
1

2π

∫
dξ

∫
dτ e−(iτ+ 3

2
)xeitξe−

γ−1
2

(iτ+ 3
2
)ξ
√

2πδ(ξ − a)

∫
dx′ eib cos θe

x′

e(iτ+
3
2
)x′

=
1√
2π

eitae−
3
2
aγ−1

2

∫
dx′eib cos θe

x′

e
3
2
(x′−x)

∫
dτ eiτ(x

′−x−aγ−1
2 )

=
1√
2π

eitae−
3
2
aγ−1

2

∫
dx′eib cos θe

x′

e
3
2
(x′−x)

√
2πδ

(
x′ − x− a

γ − 1

2

)
(5.19)

= eitaeib cos θ Exp(x+aγ−1
2 ) = eitaeirb cos θ Exp(aγ−1

2 )

Thus, we have

eiat ∗ eirb cos θ = eitaeirb cos θ Exp(aγ−1
2 )

eirb cos θ ∗ eiat = eitaeirb cos θ Exp(aγ+1
2 ). (5.20)

15



6 Conclusion and Outlook

We have shown how the Mellin transform for κ-Minkowski defines a quantization procedure giving arbitrary
orderings of operators corresponding to the radial and time coordinates. We also built the corresponding
maps from operators to functions, and the relative dequantizers. For a particular ordering we have shown
that real functions, i.e. classical oservables, go into symmetric operators, i.e. quantum observables. This is
on par with what happens for the usual p, q quantization. The role that in the latter quantization scheme
is played by ~, which acts as a deformation parameter, is here played by 1/κ. A real challenge would be to
have both constants present. This is not going to be immediate. It is known that a time operator, in the
usual quantization, is problematic. But the use of function of time may be well defined [47], and this could
lead to a quantization based on ∗ product deformations, and possible lend itself to matrix simulations and
possible fuzzy versions along the lines of the reviews [48, 49]

We also built the ∗ product implicitly defined by our quantization-dequantization scheme. We have
given some examples here, and checked the most relevant properties. All properties of the product, and
how it might help in the dynamical quantization of fields on κ-Minkowski space is an important issue with
mathematical and physics ramifications, which deserves further scrutiny. We hope to come back to it in
the future.

A Details of some calculations

The chain of equalities leading to equation (4.4) is the following:

Q̂(f) =

∫
e3xdx

∫
dt Q̂L(r, t)f(r, t)

=

∫
e3xdx

∫
dt δ(x̂− x)e−3xδ(t̂− t)f(r, t)

=

∫
dx

∫
dt Q̂L(x, t)f(x, t)

=
1

2π

∫
dx

∫
dt Q̂L(x, t)

∫
dξ

∫
dτM(x, t, ξ, τ)−1f̃(ξ, τ)

=

∫
dξ

∫
dτ Q̂ML

(ξ, τ)f̃(ξ, τ) (A.1)

Let us fix the following short hand notation for the decompositions of the identity:

1t̂ :=

∫
|t〉 〈t| and 1x̂ :=

∫
e3x |x〉 〈x| (A.2)
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The chain of equalities leading to equation (5.17) is the following:

∫
dt 〈t| e− t̂2

4
η1x̂e−

x̂2

4
σ− 3

2
x̂1t̂′e

−
t̂2

4
η′1x̂′e

−
x̂2

4
σ′−

3
2
x̂e(iτ+ 3

2)x̂e(−it̂− 3
2)ξe−

ξ

2(−iτ− 3
2) |t〉

=

∫
〈t| e− t2

4
η1x̂e−

x2

4
σ− 3

2
x1t̂′e

−
t′2

4
η′1x̂′e

−
x′2

4
σ′−

3
2
x′

e(−iτ+ 3
2)x′

e(−it− 3
2)ξe−

ξ

2(−iτ− 3
2) |t〉

=

∫
〈t| e− t2

4
η1x̂e−

x2

4
σ− 3

2
x

∫
dt′ |t′〉 e−

t′2

4
η′
∫

dx′ 〈t′|x′〉 e−x′2

4
σ′+(−iτ+3)x′

e(−it− 3
2)ξe−

ξ

2(−iτ− 3
2)〈x′ |t〉

=e−
ξ

2(−iτ− 3
2)
∫

eite(−it− 3
2)ξ 〈t| e− t2

4
η1x̂e−

x2

4
σ− 3

2
x

∫
dt′ |t′〉 e−

t′2

4
η′
∫

dx′ e−
x′2

4
σ′+iτx′

e−it′

=

√
4π

σ′
e−

ξ

2(−iτ− 3
2)e−

τ2

σ′

∫
eite(−it− 3

2)ξ 〈t| e− t2

4
η1x̂e−

x2

4
σ− 3

2
x

∫
dt′ |t′〉 e−

t′2

4
η′e−it′

=

√
4π

σ′
e−

ξ

2(−iτ− 3
2)e−

τ2

σ′

∫
dt e−

t2

σ eite(−it− 3
2)ξe−

t2

4
η

∫
dx 〈t|x〉e−x2

4
σ

∫
dt′e−

t′2

4
η′

=4π

√
1

σ′η′
e−

ξ

2(−iτ+ 3
2)e−

τ2

σ′

∫
dt e−

t2

σ e−itξe−
t2

4
η

∫
dx e−

x2

4
σ− 3

2
x

=4π

√
π

4σσ′η′
e

9
σ2 e−

ξ

2(−iτ+ 3
2)e−

τ2

σ′

∫
dt e−t2( 4−ση

4σ )e−itξ

=4π2

√
1

σ′η′(4 − ση)
e

9
σ2 e−

ξ2σ
4−ση

−
ξ

2(−iτ+ 3
2)e−

τ2

σ′ . (A.3)
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