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Abstract

We provide a deformation quantization, in the sense of Rieffel, for all globally hyperbolic space-
times with a Poisson structure. The Poisson structures have to satisfy Fedosov type requirements
in order for the deformed product to be associative. We apply the novel deformation to quantum
field theories and their respective states and we prove that the deformed state (i.e. a state in non-
commutative spacetime) has a singularity structure resembling Minkowski, i.e. is Hadamard, if the
undeformed state is Hadamard. This proves that the Hadamard condition, and hence the quan-
tum field theoretical implementation of the equivalence principle is a general concept that holds in
spacetimes with quantum features (i.e. a non-commutative spacetime).
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1 Introduction

Quantum field theory (QFT) in curved spacetimes (CST) (see monographs [Ful89, Wal94, Few08,
BD82, BGP08] and [KW91]) is regarded as a zero-order approximation of a complete theory of
quantum gravity. The approximation pertains to the treatment of gravity (or spacetime) as a
classical entity rather than a quantum one, as in general relativity.

Even in this approximation, the framework has already provided various insights and achieve-
ments, such as thermal radiations by black holes ([Haw75, Wal75, FH90, KW91]), the micro-local
spectrum condition ([Rad92, Rad96, BFK96]), Pauli’s spin-statistic theorem in curved spacetime
([Ver01]), quantum inequalities ([FP78, For91, Few00, FH05, FS08, SV08, Few12]), perturbation
theory ([BF00, HWO01, HW02, Rej16]), descriptions of the early universe and extreme astrophysical
environments [Hacl5] (and references therein).

Moreover, it has led to questioning the foundations of physics, such as the very notion (or
existence) of particles (Fulling-Davies-Unruh effect, [Ful73, Dav75, Unr76, Dav84]).

The states generalizing the Minkowski vacuum in QFT in CST are the so-called Hadamard
states. These states exhibit the Hadamard singularity structure and exist for a large class of quan-
tum field theories in globally hyperbolic spacetimes, [FNW81, SV01], see also [GW13]. An essential
reason to work with them is the lack of a vacuum (lack of an isometry group!) in curved space-
times. Motivated by the equivalence principle, one demands states resembling the same singularity
structure as the Minkowski vacuum at short distances.

Due to the foundational importance of QFT in CST and the zero-order approximation argument,
it is clear that any fundamental and complete theory of quantum gravity should at least contain
QFT in CST in some limit. In addition, this theory should become important where the domain
of validity of QFT in CST breaks down. This breakdown occurs at distances (or curvatures) near
the Planck scales, [Wal94, Chapter 1].

It is exactly around those distances that the hypothesis of a quantum (or noncommutative)
spacetime (geometry) comes into play as the solution to the geometrical measurement problem, see
Refs.[Ahl94, DFR95|. The problem arises due to limitations of localization of spacetime points, re-
sulting from combining the quantum-mechanical uncertainty principle with the formation of black
holes in general relativity. An n-dimensional quantum spacetime is defined as an algebra V), gener-
ated by elements Z, that obey

[Z#,27] = 210", (1.1)

where O is a real, constant, skew symmetric n X n matrix. By representing the generating elements
Z on a Hilbert space, one derives an uncertainty principle for the coordinates of spacetime. In
[DFR95], the authors defined a quantum field theory in noncommutative Minkowski space, by
defining the representation space of the QFT to be the tensor product of V ® 5, where ¢ is
the Hilbert space of the quantum field under consideration. Next, the authors in Ref. [GL07]
constructed a unitary operator that maps the tensor product space V ® # to the Hilbert space
A, which is a strict deformation of QFT called warped convolutions [BS08, BLS11].

This prescription is connected to the Rieffel product [Rie93] (also known as the Moyal-Weyl-
Groenewold), which is a noncommutative associative product of functions provided by

freg=02m)™" // a@z(f)ay(g)eiz'y d"zd"y, (1.2)

where a denotes the action of the translation group R”, i.e. a,(¢)(z) = ¢(x + a). The oscillatory
integral is well defined for smooth functions of compact support f,g € C§°(R™). To introduce
perturbations stemming from the non-commutative spacetime, one replaces the pointwise product
by the Rieffel product. This procedure is equal to defining the n-point functions for a QFT in
non-commutative Minkowski space, as done in [Oec00, Oec01], using the fields in [GLO7].

The Rieffel deformation, yet fruitful, is generally inapplicable to curved spacetimes due to the
essential requirement of smooth actions of R”, i.e., mutually commutative generators. In rare
cases, one can use commuting Lie vector fields [MM11] or a spacetime with commuting Killing
vector fields [DLMM11].

Recently, this limitation was circumvented for the De Sitter spacetime by using the embedding
formalism. The idea was to embed an n-dimensional curved spacetime manifold into a higher

n flat spacetime, this is the Poincaré group, which leaves the vacuum invariant.



dimensional Minkowski spacetime, thus supplying us with an n-dimensional group of translations
with which we define the Rieffel product.

In what follows, we first use [MS11, Theorem 1.1], which provides an isometric embedding
for all globally hyperbolic spacetimes into a higher dimensional Minkowski spacetime LY. Then,
we use those embeddings together with recent techniques from optimization problems on smooth
manifolds, see [AMS07, Bou23|, to define the equivalent of translations (including the exponential
map), namely retractions on those manifolds. The retractions form a group, and using this group
structure, we define a generalized Rieffel product for curved manifolds. This product is parameter-
ized by a deformation parameter, and it reduces to the well-established Rieffel product in the flat
case. Furthermore, at first order in the deformation parameter, the generalized deformed product
aligns with the Poisson bracket. We prove that under a certain assumption, namely a Fedosov type
requirement on the Poisson structure 7, i.e. Vym = 0, that the product is associative up to second
order in the deformation parameter.

Since our main motivation to study these deformations lies in the application to QFT in curved
spacetimes, and in particular to the two-point function, we generalize the deformed product to two
points.

In the final section, we demonstrate that if a state satisfies the microlocal spectrum condi-
tion—implying, according to the Radzikowski theorem, that it is Hadamard (possessing the same
singularity structure as in Minkowski spacetime), then the deformed state also satisfies this con-
dition. Consequently, we conclude that the deformed state is Hadamard. Moreover, beyond the
aforementioned results, we establish that the Hadamard property is independent of the chosen
isometric embedding and/or retraction.

2 Mathematical Preliminaries

We start with basic definitions needed for the next results.

2.1 Geometrical Setup

DEFINITION 2.1 (Globally hyperbolic spacetime). We denote a spacetime by (M, g) where
M is a smooth, four-dimensional manifold and g is a Lorentzian metric on M with signature
(=1,+1,41,41). Besides, we assume time-orientability of the manifold. This means that there
exists a C*®-vector-field u on M that is everywhere time-like, i.e. g(u,u) < 0. A smooth curve
v : I — M, I being a connected subset of R, is called causal if g(%,%) < 0 where ¥ denotes the
tangent vector of v. A causal curve is called future directed if g(%,u) < 0 and past directed if
g(,u) > 0 all along v and for a global time-like vector-field u. For any point x € M, J*(x)
denotes the set of all points in M which can be connected to x by a future(+)/past (—)-directed
causal curve. A time-orientable spacetime is called globally hyperbolic if for each pair of points
x,y € M the set J~(x) N JT(y) is compact whenever it is non-empty.

The definition is equal to the existence of a smooth foliation of M in Cauchy surfaces, where
a smooth hypersurface of M is called a Cauchy surface if it is intersected exactly once by each
inextendible causal curve. A functional point of view of these spacetimes is the admittance of a
choice of time.

2.2 Embedding Formalism

In Ref. [MS11] the authors proved the existence of an isometric embedding of any globally hyperbolic
manifold in to a higher dimensional Minkowski space LY. First, we define a smooth embedded
submanifold of a linear space &€ of dimension N, [Bou23, Defintion 3.10.].2

DEFINITION 2.2. (Embedded submanifold) Let £ be a linear space of dimension N. A
non-empty subset M of £ is a (smooth) embedded submanifold of £ of dimension d = N — k if
for some k > 1 and, for each X € M, there exists a neighbourhood U of X in € and a smooth
function F : U — RF such that

2For example the Minkowski space L™ and the Euclidean space R™ fall into this category.



2.2  Embedding Formalism

1. if X is in U, then F(X) =0 if and only if X € M; and
2. rank DF(X) = k.

Such a function F is called a local defining function for M at X .
Example 2.3. For ezample, in the case of embedding the unit sphere 52 into R3, the differentiable
map F : R3 = R is given by the spherical equation
F(X)=X]+X5+X5 -1,
or for the N-dimensional de Sitter dS™ a possible map F : RNT1 — R is specified by
F(X)=-X§+ X+ X}, —H 2,
with index i =1,--- N — 1 and where H is the Hubble parameter.

For more embeddings of spacetimes that are familiar in general relativity into a higher
dimensional Minkowski spacetimes, see [Ros65].

The Nash embedding theorem states that every Riemannian manifold (compact or not) can
be isometrically embedded in RY for some large enough N. The authors in Ref. [MS11] extended
this result to Lorentzian manifolds that are stably causal with a steep temporal function, i.e. a
smooth function 7 such that ¢(V7,V7) < —1. In particular, one can prove that any globally
hyperbolic spacetime (M, g) admits a steep temporal function 7 and thus a Cauchy orthogonal
decomposition, i.e.

M=RxY, g¢g=-pdr’+g,, (2.1)

where 8 > 0 is a function on M, g, is a Riemannian metric on X, := {7} x ¥ smoothly varying
with 7, with upper bounded function 8. And it is exactly in those spacetimes in which quantum
field theories are rigorously defined. The theorem that establishes the embedding is the following,
[MS11, Theorem 1.1].

THEOREM 2.4. Let (M, g) be a Lorentzian manifold. The following assertions are equivalent:
1. (M,g) admits a isometric embedding in LN for some N € N.

2. (M, g) is a stably causal spacetime with a steep temporal function, i.e., a smooth function T
such that g(V7,VT) < —1.

This theorem is used in the following to define movements resembling translations in non-flat
manifolds. In particular, we choose a local coordinate system for the globally hyperbolic manifold
(M, g) and one for the embedding space. Hence, let the local coordinate basis expanded in terms
of the metric g be specified by

g = gudatdz?,

where u, v = 0,1,2,3. A smooth local isometric embedding in to a higher dimensional Minkowski
space LYV is given by a smooth map (the local defining function) F : M — LV, with local coordinates
X4 = (X* X with a =4,---, N, such that

N aXA0X,
oxHt Oxv
A=0

= Guv- (2.2)

The existence of an embedding is equivalent to existence of solutions for this system of coupled

differential equations presented by the parametric representation, see [SKM™03, Chapter 37|, as
XA = XAh).

Note that we have (N — 4) constraints on the coordinates X%, (see [Goe74]). Due to the full rank
of the sub-matrix of the Jacobian DF, w.r.t. the constrained coordinates X, it follows by [Leel3,
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Proposition B.25] and the implicit function theorem that locally the embedding coordinates X
can be written as functions of the variables X*, i.e.

X9 = XXM, (2.3)

Furthermore, due to the invertibility of the Jacobi-matrix 9X*/9z" (which follows from Equation
(2.2)%) we can use the inverse function theorem to prove that the functions X*(z") can be inverted,
ie.

at = (XY). (2.4)

DEFINITION 2.5. For a function f on a globally hyperbolic spacetime (M, g), we denote f(X) as
its extension to the embedding spacetime (RN, n) using the parametrization given in Equation (2.4).

DEFINITION 2.6. Let tpr,, denote the isometric embedding of a globally hyperbolic manifold (M, g)
in LV,

Remark 2.7. While we consider the embedding of the entire manifold (M, g), the upcoming de-
formation can be as well applied to submanifolds of the spacetime (M, g). The most obvious is to
embed the Riemannian manifold, denoted by ¥ in Equation (2.1) using the Nash embedding theo-
rem. Other examples include the case of product manifolds, (M = My x Ma,g = g1 D g2) where
(M1, g1) is globally hyperbolic and (Ma, g2) is a geodesically complete Riemannian manifold, hence
by [BEE96, Theorem 3.68] securing that (M, g) is globally hyperbolic. In this case one could either
embed the manifold (M1, g1) by Theorem 2.4 or the Riemannian manifold (Ma, g2).

2.3 Moving in the Embedded Spacetime

For the following considerations we need the concept of tangent spaces w.r.t points on the embedded
manifolds. Thus, we first define the tangent space T, M at the point z € M, [Bou23, Definition
3.14.].

DEFINITION 2.8 (Tangent space). Let M be a subset of £. For all x € M, define
T, M= {d(0)|c: I — M is smooth and c(0) = z}, (2.5)

where I is any open interval containing t = 0. That is, v is in T, M if and only if there exists a
smooth curve on M passing through x with velocity v.

To keep this presentation self-contained, we also introduce the concept of smoothness w.r.t.
maps on the embedded submanifolds, [Bou23, Definition 3.30.].

DEFINITION 2.9 (Smooth maps). Let M and M’ be embedded submanifolds of € and &' (re-
spectively). A map f: M — M’ is smooth at x € M if there exists a function f : U — &' which
is smooth on a neighborhood U of x in € and such that f and f coincide on MNU. We call f a
(local) smooth extension of f around x. The map f is smooth if it is smooth at all x € M.

A more intuitive notion of smoothness goes as follows. A real-valued function f : M — R is
smooth if and only if there exists a smooth extension f : U — R, where U is a neighbourhood of
M in £ and the extension coincides with f on M. Next, we define the differential of a function,
[Bou23, Definition 3.34.].

DEFINITION 2.10 (Differential). The differential of f : M — M’ at the point x € M is the
linear map D f(x) : Ty M — Ty M’ defined by

Df@)] = SHB)| = (F oe)(0) = DO,

t=0

where ¢ s a smooth curve passing through x at t = 0 with velocity v.

A v
3This is seen by rewriting Equation (2.2) using the chain rule as (1, + g);” gf(ﬁ ) %);5 %);p = g», and using twice

the determinant product rule det(A - B) = det(A) det(B).



2.3 Moving in the Embedded Spacetime

DEFINITION 2.11 (Tangent space). We call T, M the tangent space to M at x, and the vectors
in Ty M are called tangent vectors to M at x. The dimension of T, M coincides with the dimension

of M.

For the case of embedded manifolds, we have the following result, [Bou23, Theorem 3.15.].
THEOREM 2.12. Let M be an embedded submanifold of £. Then, the tangent space Tx M is given
as the kernel of the differential of any local defining function F at X,

TxM = ker DF(X). (2.6)

We endow the embedded manifolds with a metric by using the fact that each tangent space
Tx M is a linear subspace of (R™,n) or (RV,d). Hence, we can define the metric product (not
necessarily positive definite)

(';')X : Tx./\/l X TxM — R

by the restriction of the metric product in LY or RN to T'x M. Next, we define the vector field V f
on a manifold, for the (Pseudo-)Riemannian case see [Bou23, Definition 3.58.].

DEFINITION 2.13 (Gradient). Let f : M — R be a smooth function on (Pseudo-)Riemannian
manifold M. The (Pseudo-)Riemmanian gradient of the function f is the vector field Vf on M
defined by the following identities:

V(z,v) € TM, Df(x)[v] = (v, Vf)a,
where D f(x) is as in Definition 2.10 and (-, ), refers to the (Pseudo-)Riemmanian metric restricted
to T, M.
Next, we define the concept of the projector, see [Bou23, Definition 3.60.]. The idea of a

projector is to define gradients or tangent vectors, by natural definitions in the embedding manifold
and projecting those quantities back to the embedded manifold. An example in the case of the N —1
dimensional (unit) sphere embedded into a one dimensional higher Euclidean space is (Projy) F =
6AB — X4 XB, where Projy : RN — TxSN-1L,
(X, Projx(V))x = X468 — XaXB)Vp
=XV, - X2 XBvg =0.
Va V=0
=1
DEFINITION 2.14 (Orthogonal Projector). Let M be an embedded submanifold of a (Pseudo-

)Euclidean space £ equipped with a (Pseudo-)FEuclidean metric (-,-). The orthogonal projector to
Tx M is the linear map Projx : £ — & characterized by the following properties:

1. Range: im(Proj ) = Tx M;
2. Projector: Projx o Projx = Projx

3. Orthogonal (u — Projx (u),v) =0 for allv € TxM and u € £.

LEMMA 2.15. The orthogonal projector, which is a smooth map [RS22, Lemma 3.1.2], can be
represented by a matriz P € RN*N

Proj,(V4) = PA(Z)VE.

which is uniquely determined by the conditions (see [Bou23, Proposition 3.63], [RS22, Chapter 3,
Equation 8.1.2, Equation 3.1.3])

forZe M andV € Ty M
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Using the orthogonal projector we have the following (extended) result, see [Bou23, Proposition
3.61., Equation (3.36)].

PROPOSITION 2.16. Let (M, g) be a (Pseudo-)Riemannian submanifold of (€, (-,-))) and let f :
M — R be a smooth function. The (Pseudo-)Riemannian gradient of f is defined by

Vaf(X) = Projx(94f(X))

where f is any smooth extension of f to a neighborhood of M in € and & denotes the (Pseudo-
)Euclidean gradient w.r.t. the coordinate X. Moreover, V(X,V) € TM

(V,Vf)x = (V,0f). (2.7)
Thus, the scalar product with a tangent vector induces the following relation and useful defini-
tion
VAVAf = VEoRf = vE 2L —yBg,y (28)
: SxF . .

In order to make these definitions more applicable, we give the following examples.

Example 2.17. Consider the flat space RN=1 = {X € RN : XV = 0} (trivially) embedded into
RN, where the embedding function is F(X) = XN. The orthogonal projector in this case is the
identity map. The differential of F is given by DF(X)[V] = VAV 4F. The tangent space TxRY is
the set of all vectors V where DF(X)[V] = 0. Since the gradient of F' vanishes if A # N and is 1
if A= N the kernel of DF(X) consists of all V € RN such that VN =0, i.e.

TxRN=1 = kerDF(X) = RNV 71,

This of course is a well-known fact that serves as the simplest example.

Example 2.18. The unit sphere SV =1 = {X € RN : X XA =1, A=1,---,N} is the zero level
set M = F~Y(0) of F(X) = XaX?—1, which is smooth from RN to R. Since DF(X)[V] = XaV4,
it is clear that rank DF(X)[V] =1 for all X € SV~1. The tangent spaces TxSN 1 for X € SN-1
are determined by the set of vectors V. where DF(X)[V] =0, i.e.

TxSN ™! = ker DF(X) ={V e RN : X V4 =0}.

Example 2.19. The de Sitter space (where for the moment we set the Hubble parameter equal to
one) dSN = {X e RV - X2+ X; X'+ Xy XN =1,i=1,--- ,N — 1} is the zero level set of the
F(X)=-X2+X; X'+ Xy XN —1, which is smooth from RN+ to R. The orthogonal projector in
this case is

(Projx) i =np — Xa X"

The rank of the differential of the local defining function is rank DF(X)[V] =1 for all X € dSN~!
and the tangent spaces TxSN for X are determined by the set of vectors V. where DF(X)[V] =0,
i.€.

TxdSN = ker DF(X) ={V e RN*1: X, VA = —XoVO 4+ X;Vi + XV =0},
DEFINITION 2.20. The tangent bundle of a manifold M is the disjoint union of the tangent spaces
of M:

TM={(z,v):xc e M and v e T, M}

To consider terms involving second derivatives (Hessian) we introduce in the for submanifolds
of £ the concept of a connection, see [Bou23, Equation 5.4] and [Bou23, Theorem 5.2]
DEFINITION 2.21. (Connection) If a (Pseudo-)Riemannian manifold M is a submanifold of
the linear vector space £, we define the connection as

VoV = Projx (VyV (X)), (2.9)

where V' is a smooth vector_ﬁeld on M, U € TxM is a tangent vector at the point X, V is any
smooth extension of V. and V is the connection on &.



2.3 Moving in the Embedded Spacetime

This connection is the (Pseudo-)Riemannian connection on M, see [Bou23, Theorem 5.9]. Next,
we define Hessian, see [Bou23, Definition 5.14.].

DEFINITION 2.22 (Hessian). Let u € T, M be a tangent vector and M be (Pseudo-)Riemannian

manifold and with its respective Riemannian connection V. The Riemannian Hessian of a smooth
function f at x € M is the linear map Hessf(x) : TypM — T M defined as follows:

Hessf(z)[u] = V,V f(z). (2.10)

The following result allows us to express the Hessian more explicitly, [Bou23, Corollary 5.16.].

Corollary 2.23. Let M be a (Pseudo-)Riemannian submanifold of a (Pseudo-)Euclidean space.
Consider a smooth function f : M — R. Let G be a smooth extension of Vf— that is, G is any
smooth vector field defined on a neighborhood of M in the embedding space such that G(X) = Vf(X)
for all X € M. Then,

Hessf(X)[U] = Projx (VyG(X)). (2.11)
Using the former Definition and Corollary, we can write the Hessian as

VuVsf(X)= Projx(U%04Vpf(X))
= P,S(UA0aV e f(X)). (2.12)

In order to define the Rieffel deformation we want to move away from a spacetime point x € M
along a tangent vector, while remaining on the manifold M. For that reason, we introduce the
concept of retraction at the point € M, see [Bou23, Definition 3.47.] and [AMS07, Definition
4.1.1]

DEFINITION 2.24. A retraction on a manifold M is a smooth map R from the tangent bundle
TM onto the manifold M with the following properties

R:TM — M: (z,v) — Ry(v)

We can as well define retractions without the referral of a curve as follows, see [Bou23, Section
3.6].

DEFINITION 2.25. Let R, : Tx M — M denote the restriction of a smooth map R : TM — M
to the tangent space at x. By the chain rule, each curve c(t) = Ry (tv) satisfies ¢(0) = R.(0) and
c(0) = DR, (0)[v]. Thus, R is a retraction exactly if, for all (z,v) € TM we have

1. R;(0) =z, and

2. DR;(0) : TuM — T, M is the identity map: DR, (0)[v] = v.

If M is an embedded manifold of a vector space &£, the retraction can be understood as follows.
Since Tx M is a linear subspace of Tx € which is identified with £, we can consider the sum X +¢x,
where X € M viewed as a point in £ and {x € TxE. The sum is well defined as an element in
£ (with a slight abuse of notation). Projecting that element back to the embedded manifold M
gives the sum as an element in M. This procedure defines a retraction. If the manifold M is a
Riemannian or pseudo-Riemannian manifold it admits a (second-order) retraction that is defined
by the exponential mapping, see [Bou23, Definition 5.42. and Proposition 10.18]. Yet, this is
computationally challenging, and hence we give in the following an algorithm given in [AMSO07,
Section 4.1.1.] to calculate a retraction that is more natural in the aspect of translations. This
is done to keep close to the original definition of Rieffel, i.e. for the case where the manifold is
Minkowski, we should get the definition of the deformed integral via translations.

Let M be an embedded manifold of vector space £ and let NV be an abstract manifold such that
dim(M) + dim(N) = dim(€). Assume that there is a diffeomorphism.

¢: MXN =& (f,g) o(f,9),

where £, is an open subset of £, with a neutral element I € N satisfying

o(f, 1) = f, VfeM,
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where I denotes the neutral element in A/. The following proposition gives a path to define a
retraction, [AMS07, Proposition 4.1.2.]

PROPOSITION 2.26. Under the above assumptions on ¢, the mapping

Rx(€) :=m(¢™ (X +)),

where T : M XN — M : (f,g) — [ is the projection onto the first component, defines a retraction
on M.

Example 2.27. The retraction on a linear manifold € is a translation
Rx(§) =z +¢,
where x € £ and & € T,E.

Example 2.28. Let M = 5"~ be the (n — 1)-dimensional sphere, then a retraction is specified by

X+¢ X +¢
R = =
O = X7 e

where X € 8”1 and € € TxS™ 1.

Example 2.29. In the case of de Sitter spacetime (with Hubble parameter H = 1) M = dS"~! a
retraction is provided by

_ X +¢ _ X+¢
Vap(XA+EN(XB +68) /14 napcAeB

with A, B =0,1,---n and where X € dS"~" and & € TxdS™ ' as long as napE P # —1.

Rx(§)

DEFINITION 2.30. A second-order retraction R on a (Pseudo-)Riemannian manifold M is a
retraction such that, for all v € M and all v € Ty M, the curve c(t) = Ry (tv) has zero acceleration
at t =0, that is, ¢"(0) = 0.

Using the gradients, hessians, projectors and the second-order retraction we have a Taylor
expansion on curves given by, [Bou23, Proposition 5.44.]

FRo0)) = (@) + 0.V F(@)a + 5 (0, VoV T (@) + O). (213)

DEFINITION 2.31. Let (M, g) be a globally hyperbolic spacetime, and let TM denote the tangent
bundle of the manifold. Then, we denote by Gaq the set of transformations that are generated by
second-order retractions R : TM — M.

DEFINITION 2.32. The set Gaq forms a group by the natural identification of the group decompo-
sitton denoted by the symbol o

for X € M and V € TxM,U € Tg,(vyM. The associativity of the composition rule is a direct
consequence of the associativity inherent in the composition of maps and the identity element follows
by a property of the retraction Rx(0) = X, see Definition 2.25.

Remark 2.33. The definition of the group Gaq is sensible since one could build retractions from
the exponential map, which under certain conditions can be considered as a map exp: g — G from
a Lie algebra g (thought of as the tangent space to the identity element of the group G) to a Lie
group G. See, for example, [Mi01] for the proof of the group properties w.r.t. the exponential map.
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2.4 Poisson Structure

A Poisson manifold is defined by (M, {:,-}), where M is smooth manifold and {-,-} is a Poisson
bracket that can be equivalently represented by a Poisson bivector, see [Vai94, Chapter 1.1] or
[Wal07, Proposition 4.1.20].

DEFINITION 2.34. A Poisson bivector on a smooth manifold M is a smooth bivector field m €
['°°(A2(TM)), i.e. w is a smooth skew-symmetric tensor, where A% denotes the exterior power of
the tangent bundle and I'°° denotes the space of smooth sections, satisfying the non-linear partial
differential equation [Vai94, Equation 1.5] (Jacobi identity)

7rABaATrCD + 7_rACaATrDB + 7rADaATrBC =0.
Choosing local coordinates (U, X), any Poisson bivector is given by
1 ap O 0
= A =—s
U= Az];” oxA " 9xB

The connection between the Poisson bracket and the Poisson bivector is provided by

{f,9}=>_7*P0af Ony.
AD

Remark 2.35. With a slight abuse of notation we drop the bar symbol denoting the smooth exten-
stons, where there is no risk of confusion.

In the following result we make a connection between the product of a Poisson bivector and the
orthogonal projector.

LEMMA 2.36. For a smooth bivector field m € T°°(A*(TzM)) and the orthogonal projector the
following relations hold,

mB(2)Pf(Z) = 79 (2), PP(Z2) Py (Z) = 7P (Z),
AP\ BC(2)0c PE (Z) = n4C(Z2)nBP (2)0c P, E (Z).

Proof. We use the orthogonality condition given in Definition 2.14 and write an element V € Ty M
as

VA = 749w,
Then, the orthogonality condition for any element U € RY reads
(Ua — PLPUR)TAWe =0
which reads
(74 — PATBOYUAWe =0

since this holds for all U € RY and W € Ty M, the proof of the first statement is concluded. By
the skew-symmetry of the Poisson bivector and the first relation, the second statement is proved,

7BCPpA = gCBpA — _;CA_ pAC

For the second part, we use the first part of the lemma and the Jacobi identity, i.e. we write the
equation as

WADWBCaCPDE _ WACWBDaCPDE
7BCo, (ﬂ.ADPDE) _ ﬂ.BCPDEacﬂ_AD — 74CH, (rBPPE) - ﬂ_ACPDEaCﬂ.BD

7rBCacTrAE _ WBCPDEaCWAD —_ WACaCTI'BE _ 7rAC]DDEacTrBD
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Rearranging the terms we have,
7BC9omAE | qACHnEB = p B (nBC o, nAD | nACH, DB,
Next, we use the Jacobi identity to which the equation reduces to
7BCYomBA = _pEDCo pBA - _pECH pBA

Reading the equalities from the bottom to the top we conclude the proof. O
LEMMA 2.37. The covariant derivative of the Poisson bivector field m € T°(A2(TzM)) is given
by

VynPC = U20,7P¢ — UArPCo, PP — UATPEOAP,E .

Proof. Note that with the use of the orthogonal projection w.r.t. the embedding point Z, we can
write the covariant derivative of a vector field V' € Tz M, using Definition 2.21, as

VuVEB =UAVAVE =UAP PO, VE
= UA04(PPVE) —UAVCouPL
=UA0AVE —UAVCa4PP.

Applying this using standard methods (see for example [Bou23, Section 4.7] to the two-tensor =
gives us

VurPC = U047 = UAnPC0aPs° — UAr P04 Py

and using the notation in Equation (2.8) we conclude the proof. O

3 A Generalized Rieffel Deformation

Using the embedding formalism, we define the Rieffel product for a globally hyperbolic spacetime
(M, g) with a certain Poisson structure 7, as a smooth action of the group Guq. See [Rie93] for
the case Gra = R* and [BW07, HNWO07, DLS20] for constructions that use the exponential map
to define a deformation quantization. The smooth action a of Gaq acts as a retraction in the
embedding coordinates on functions extended to the embedding space.

3.1 Oscillatory Integrals

In order to define the Rieffel product a few definitions and results w.r.t. oscillatory integrals are
briefly given. First, we define an oscillatory integral as in Ref. [Hor89, Ch. 7.8].

DEFINITION 3.1. Let X C RM be open and let T' be an open cone on X x (RN \ {0}) for some N,
i.e., for all (x,y) € T also (x,\y) €T for all A\ > 0. Then an integral of the form (see Ref. [Hir89,
Eq. 7.8.1])

/efix'y b(x,y)dNy (3.1)
is called an oscillatory integral.
Next, we define a symbol, see Ref. [Hor89, Def. 7.8.1].

DEFINITION 3.2. Let X C RM be open and let m, p, § be real numbers with 0 < p < 1 and
0 <é < 1. Then we denote by S} (X x RN) the set of all b € C*° (X X [RN) such that for every
compact set K C X and dll o, 8 there exists some constant Co 3 Kk Such that the estimate

|0200b(z, y)| < Cu i (1 + Jy|)m e+l (3.2)

is valid for all (z,y) € K x RN. The elements Sg?(; are called symbols of order m and type p, 0.
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Remark 3.3. It is proven in Refs. [Hor89, Thm. 7.8.2], (see also Refs. [LW16]), that ifb € S}s and
m < —N the oscillatory integral (3.1) converges absolutely. In the case m > —N, the oscillatory
integral has to be defined in a distributional manner. Using [Hor71, Proposition 1.1.11, Lemma
1.2.1, Proposition 1.2.2 | one can prove the convergence of the oscillatory integral whenever b(x,y)
is a symbol even for the case m > —N by using a mollifiying function.

DEFINITION 3.4. We define the domain D}'s(M)

s (M) :={f,g € C¥(M)[aex(f)ay(g) € 575, with X, Y € TM}. (3.3)

as the collection of a pair of two smooth functions (f,g) that are symbols w.r.t. the retractions.
Analogously, we define the domain Dg', 5(M)

Dglps(M) :={f,9 € C5°(M)|aex (f)ay(g) € S, with X, Y € TM}. (3.4)

as the collection of a pair of two smooth functions with compact support (f,g) that are symbols
w.r.t. the retractions.

3.2 The Deformed Product

DEFINITION 3.5. Let the smooth action a of the group Gaq denote second-order retractions w.r.t
the manifold (M, g) C (RN,n) (or (RN,5)) and let 6 be a real, constant deformation parameter
and m € T°(A?(TzM)) a Poisson bivector that define the matrix © := On. Then, the (formal)
generalized Rieffel product of two functions (f, g) € D}'s(M) is defined as

(f*0g)(2) = li_%//x(eX, €Y) aox(f(2)) ay(g(Z))e—i(X,Y)z dNx dVy

= lim //X(GX, €Y) f(RZ2(0X)) g(Rz(Y)) e XY dV X dVY
e—

where Z is the embedding point corresponding to z, X, Y € Ty M and the integrations are w.r.t. the

non-vanishing components (i.e. mazimally N ) and the scalar product - is w.r.t. the flat Minkowski

(or Euclidean) metric nap (5ap) at the point Z. Moreover, the cut-off function x € C§° (RN x RY)

is chosen such that condition x(0,0) = 1 is fulfilled.

By identifying aex (f(Z)) ay (g(Z)) with the function b(X,Y") in Definition 3.1, it is clear that
the Rieffel product is given as an oscillatory integral.

The generalized Rieffel product satisfies the following properties, where the first two are standard
for a star product, see [Wal07, Defintion 6.1.1] and [Kon03].

PROPOSITION 3.6. For functions (f,g) € D}';(M) the generalized Rieffel product given in
Definition 3.5 is well-defined and satisfies the following properties

e Unital,
Lxg f=frol=Ff

e The commutative limit,

Lim (f % 9)(2) = (f - 9)(2),

e The flat limit, i.e. in case that the manifold is the four-dimensional flat Minkowski (or Eu-
clidean) space, with retractions provided by the translation group and constant Poisson bivector
the generalized Rieffel product turns to the standard Rieffel product.

Proof. To see that the Rieffel product is well-defined, for functions (f, g) € D}';(M), we refer the
reader to results mentioned in Remark 3.3. Unitality is seen by a straight-forward calculation,

(f*0 1) (2) = lim //X(eX, eY) aox (f(Z)) ay (1) e XY= gV x qNy
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e—0
= f(2),

where we used the property Rz(0) = Z. The proof for (1x¢ f) (z) is analogous.

The commutative limit limg_,o is proven as follows. We distinguish between two cases. The first
case where the (translated) functions agx (f)ay(g) are symbols with m < —4 is trivial since for
such symbols no mollifier is needed. In this case we interchange the limit limy_,o with the integral
by using the dominated Lebesgue convergence theorem, since we know that the function inside the
integral is bounded (by the very definition of a symbol) by a measurable function. The explicit
term is then given by,

— timy [ [ xa(eX) £(R2(0)) 8% (X)X

hm (f*xe9)( *hm// aox(f ay(9(2)) e XY dVNx aNy

— 1(2) / / ay (9(2)) 6(Y) dNY
— £(2)-a(2)

where we used the continuity of f and the property Rz(0) = Z of the retraction. In the case
where the function agx (f)ay(g) is a symbol with m > —4 the deformed product is defined in a
distributional manner, which we denote by

e—0

711111// XY e (X,Y) dN X dVY.

By continuity of the distribution, it is clear that T(yp) converges to T(¢p) in the limit § — 0,
since pp — ¢ in C§°(R* x RY). The commutative limit is as well given in [Rie93, Corollary 2.8] for
functions belonging to certain Fréchet spaces.

We can (trivially) embed (M, g) = (R*,n) into a one dimension higher flat space (R°,7) by the
embedding function F' = Z°, where the tangent space is TzR* = R*, see Example 2.17. Since the
5-th component vanishes for both tangent vectors, we only integrate over four components. Taking
the retractions to be translations we have the deformed integral

(f %0 9) () = lim / / V(X €Y) aox (F(2)) ay (g(2)) o= XY dix dy

—hm// ex,ey) f(z+Ox) g(z +y)e v dtadly

O

Further properties that are standard for a star product, namely associativity and Poisson-
compatibility, are satisfied and are subjet of the following proposition.

PROPOSITION 3.7. The generalized Rieffel product is Poisson compatible,

%(f*eg —g*0 f)=0{f.9}x
and hence associative up to first order in 0, i.e.,
((f %6 9) %0 h) (2) = (f %0 (g %0 1)) (2) + O(6°). (3.5)

Proof. We prove the proposition by using the Taylor expansion of the retractions in order of the
deformation parameter 6, i.e.

F(Rz(0X)) = f(Z) + (0X)" Vaf(Z) + O(6?),

plugging this into the deformation formula we have up to first order in 6,

(F209)(2) = limy [ [ (X, e0) F(RZOX)) g(RA(Y) XY d¥X @YY



3.2 The Deformed Product

14

~ fim // MeX, V) (£(Z) + (OX)AV 4 f(2)) g(Ry(Y)) e XY dN X dNy |

e—0
— 1(g(2) + O47 Taf(2)lmy [ [ XX, V) XnglRa(Y)) XY a¥x Ay
— f(2)9(2) — 108 V.4 f Vg

where in the last lines we used the form of the retractions g(Rz(Y)) = g(2) + Y4 Vag(Z)+O(Y?).
To prove associativity we first consider

((f %6 9) %6 h)(2) = (F %o h)(2) = F(2)h(z) — iO BV, FVh

= (f(2)9(z) = i01F Vaf Vpg)h(z) — 0P (Vaf(2)g(2) + f(2)Vag(2)) VEh
Next we consider,

(f %0 (g %0 1))(2) = (f %o H)(2) = f(2)H(2) — i0P V4 f VpH

= f(2)(g9(2)h(z) — i@V 4g Vh) —i02P Vo f (VEg(2)h(2) + g(2)VEh(2))
Using this expression we have for the commutator
i
S(fr0g—g% f) = 04 VafVig

=078V AfVgg
=078 9,f dpg,

where in the last line we used Lemma 2.36. O
Next, we turn to the issue of associativity of the generalized product.

THEOREM 3.8. Let the Poisson bivector m € T°(A%(TzM)), have a vanishing covariant deriva-
tive,

VurP(Z)=0

for allU € TzM and Z € M. Then, the generalized Rieffel product is associative up to second
order in 0, and it is explicitly given by

1
(fx09)(2) = fg— 0P 0afOpg — §@AC@BD3AVBf 0cVpy,

for functions (f, g) € D}'s(M).

Proof. We prove the proposition by using the Taylor expansion of the retractions in order of the
deformation parameter 6,

F(R2(0X)) = f(2) + (OX)* Vaf(Z) + L (OX)'VoxVa f(2) + OF")
We use the following notation
Vaf(Z) =Projz(9af), VeoxVa f(Z) =Projz((6X)"d5 Vaf) (3.6)
plugging this into the deformation formula we have up to second order in 6,
(Fx09) () = lim [ [ (X, 0) F(R(©X)) glR2(Y)) XY a¥x VY

= lim / / X(eX, ) (f<Z> +OX)1Vaf(2) + 5(OX) Proj, (6X) s vm)

x g(Rz(Y)) e XY dVx dVy,
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= f(2)g(z) + OBV Af(2) lim //X(ex, €Y)Xpg(Rz(Y)) e XY dVXx aVy
—hm// (eX,eY)((©X) Proj,(0X)P05Vaf(2)) g(Rz(Y)) e XY dVX dVY,

We write the orthogonal projector as a matrix (see Lemma 2.15) and use the orthogonality of this
projection rendering the former integral into

(f*eg)( ) = f(2)9(2) — i0P V4 f(Z) VBg(Z)
45l [ [ XX V) (©X) Proj, (0X)%08 Vas (2) g(Rz(¥)) XY VX ay
*f( )9(2) — OBV 4f(Z)Vpg(Z)
44l [ [ XX (02040008 Vaf(2) YPYF 0r Vng(2)) e XY AN X 0y
f( 9(z) —iO P VA f(Z) Vg(Z)
+ - aB Vaf(2) 0r Vpg(Z)
Xllm// (eX,eV)(0X)N(OX)BYPYF ¢ 1 XYV aNx qVy
= f(2)g(z) — 0P VA f(2) Vg(Z)
- i OV af(Z)0cVpg(Z)(04°08P 1 04PgBC)
= f(:)9(=) ~ 1048 V4§ (2) Vig(2) - 1(61°0PP 1 01P0P) 0,V (2) 00 py(2).
Using Lemma 2.36 and the following relation

9cVpg(Z) = 0c0pg(Z) + (0c P )0pg(Z)

we see that
04P0"“0:V pg(2) = 040" 0:V pg(2).

Therefore, the deformed product of two functions is given up to second order in the deformation
parameter as,

1
(f*09)(2) = fg—i0*B 0sf Opg — Z(@f“f’@BD + 04PN,V fdcVng
1
= fg—iOABo,fOpg — §@AC@BDaAva dcVpg.
Next, we prove associativity where we first consider

((f*09)*o h) = (F'*g h)

1

= Fh—i®AB 9, Fogh — §@AC@BD OsAV 5F 8cVph
1

= (fg—i04B 0, f Opg — §@AC@BDaAva dcV pg)h

— 08 94 (fg —i0“P 8o f Opg) Oph

1
— §®AC®BD6AVB(fg) dcVph
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1
= (fg—i0*B0,f g — §@AC@BD 0AVBfOcVpg)h
—iOAB(Qaf g+ fOag —i040°P 0o fOpg — iO°P 9400 f Opg — iO°P dc f Dadpg) dph

1
- §@AC®BD(3AVBf9 +0af0pg+0pfoag+ f0aVEg)O0cVph
Next, we consider

(fx(g*oh)) = (f*0 G)

1
= fG—i0'B o, 005G — §@AC@BDaAva dcV pG

1
= f(gh —i©48 9,90ph — §®AC@BDaAng dcVph)

— 048 9, f 5 (gh —i©°P dcg dph)

—04°0BP9,V s f 0cVp(gh)
1
= f(gh —i©048 9490ph — §@A093Da,4v39 dcV ph)
—i04B 9, f (Opgh + gdph —i0pO°P dog dph — i©P 509 dph — iO°P dcg dpdph)

1
- §®AC®BD3AVBf (0cVpgh+ 0cgOph +0pgdch + gdcVph)
This reduces to

(—01P9,0°B 9o f dpgdph — OABOCP 9,400 f dpgdph) — ©COPLH, f g0V h

= (—0919,08P 3¢ f dpgdph — OPO L 9, f dog dpdph) — ©4COBLP I,V s f (dcgdph)
which further reduces to
0479,07¢ — 010" 0, PE + ©PPeP40,PF =0,
or using Lemma 2.36 can be written as
0450,0" —0°Fe 9, Pp + 0240 P o, Pg = 0.
Using Lemma 2.37, this equality is equivalent to
04Pv,0P¢ =,

hence concluding the proof of associativity to second order.

A few remarks regarding the vanishing covariant derivative of the Poisson tensor, in order to
assure associativity, are in order. A triple (M, 7, g) with the additional condition Vr = 0, is called
a (Pseudo-)Riemannian Poisson manifold, see [Bou03, Defintion 1.1.] and references therein. For a
definition of Poisson-Riemannian manifold, where the covariant constant condition on the Poisson

tensor is called Poisson compatibility, see [BM17, Equation 3.1].
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In case, where the Poisson tensor has maximal rank 2n equal to the dimension of the manifold,
the inverse of 747 is given by the matrix wapg, a symplectic structure, which defines a symplectic
manifold. In this case, Fedosov, [Fed94| has proven the existence of a deformation quantization if
there is a symplectic connection, which is a torsion-free connection that preserves the symplectic
tensor, defined by condition, [Fed94, Definition 2.3].

Vewap = 0.

A collection of a symplectic manifold and a symplectic connection is referred to as a Fedosov
manifold, see [GRS97]. We proved associativity of the generalized deformed product, up to second
order in the deformation parameter, if the covariant derivative of the Poisson structure vanishes.
In the symplectic case, the vanishing Poisson structure induces a symplectic connection, which can
be seen from the following identity,

V(mw) =0, (3.7)
the vanishing covariant derivative of the Poisson tensor and the Leibniz rule.
Example 3.9. Let for the two-sphere S2 the Poisson bivector at the embedding point Z and the
orthogonal projection be assigned by,
4B (7) = eABC 7., PE(Z)=06F —Z42C°. (3.8)

Then, VynAB = 0. This is explicitly proven in the following. The terms in Lemma 2.37 read

1 1
5(@CA@BE' + GCEGBA)aAPED — §(®CA®BE + ®CE®BA)5AE ZD
92

— ?(ECAREBES + ECESEBAR) ZRZ55AE ZD

— (ECAREBES) ZRZ55AE ZD
_ 92 (5CB($RS o 5CS5RB) ZrZs ZD
_ _292 (603 Z2 _ZBZC) ZD
=~
=1
— 92 (5CB _ ZBZC) ZD

and

(@DA@BE T @DE@BA)& PC %(@DA@BE 4 @DE@BA) 6AE ZC

l\D|>—‘

(EDAR BES | DES_BARy 7,75, 7C
9 (ePARCBES) 70 754 ZC
92 (§DBRS _ DSFRBY 7, 7o 7C
g2 (§PBGRS _ §DS§RBY 7 74 7€
2 (6D Z2 —7B7P) z¢
jned
— % (§PB _ zBzD) z¢

and

@ABaAeDC — 92 EABFEDCE ZF5AE
_ 92 (6BD(<)‘FC _ 6BC§DF) ZF

The sum of all those terms is zero.
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ProprPoOSITION 3.10. The commutation relations between the embedding coordinates are, up to
second order in the deformation parameter 6, explicitly presented by

(XA, XBlg = XA % XB — XB sy XA = -2i048
Proof. Using Theorem 3.8 we have for the deformed product of the coordinates X
1
X% XB = X4X8 —i09P oo X 0pX®E — 5@EC@FDaEvFXA dcVpXP
1
= XAXB —iePstof — 5@EC@FD(aEPFB’/ S 0Py 0P
1

—_ XAXB o i@AB o §®EC®FD (aEPFA) aCPDB

Next, we consider the deformed commutator
) 1
(X4, XP)y = —2i048 — 5@ECQFD ((0pP&*) 0c Py — (0pPF) 0cPs'),

by interchanging the indices E and C' and as well F' and D, the second order term cancels. O

Remark 3.11. Following the definition of the generalized deformed product and taking into account
the the well-know fact that {X4, XB} = 748 the noncommutativity of the coordinates, given by

(X4, X By = —2i0n48

emerges in a canonical fashion. For erxample in the flat case, the canonical Poisson bivector is
presented by the canonical, constant, skew-symmetric tensor and the noncommutativity has the
Moyal-Weyl structure,

[x#, 2"] = —2i07H"

where the emebedding is determined by the trivial one. In the case of the two-sphere the canonical
induced Poisson structure gives us the well-studied fuzzy sphere, i.e.

(X4 XB) = —2i0 4P, XC.

3.3 Deformed Product for Two Different Points

In the previous section we defined a generalization of the Rieffel product to the case of non-flat
manifolds and established their associativity under a certain assumption on the Poisson bivector.
Next, we broaden this framework to encompass the deformed product of functions defined at two
distinct points. The main motivation for this extension is the application of those methods to
quantum field theory and in particular to the two-point function.

DEFINITION 3.12. Let the smooth action « of the group Gaq denote second-order retractions w.r.t.
the manifold (M, g) C (RN, n) (or (RN,5)) and let 6 be a real constant deformation parameter and
7 € I'°(A?(Tz,M)) a Poisson bivector that define the matriv © := 0. Then, the (formal)
generalized Rieffel product of two functions (f,g) € D}'s(M) at two different points is defined as

f(z1) %0 9(22) = limy / / X(€X, €Y) Qo 502y 20 x (F(Z1)) ay (9(Z2))e™ V)22 aN x aVY
:E%//X(EX, €Y) f(Rz,(©0(Z1, Z2)X)) g(Rz,(Y)) e Y aV X dVY,  (3.9)

where Z1 and Zy are the embedding point corresponding to z1 and z2, X, Y € Tz,M and the
integration is w.r.t. the non-vanishing components (i.e. mazimally N ) and the scalar product - is
w.r.t. the flat Minkowski (or Euclidean) metric nap (5ap). Moreover, § 4 (Z1, Zs) is the operator
of geodesic transport from Tz, M to Tz, M,* the cut-off function x € C§°(RY x RY) is chosen such
that condition x(0,0) =1 is fulfilled.

“We use here the same notation as in [Mor03]. This bitensor is as well notated by g;‘,, see for example [Hacl0,
Chapter III].
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Note that when both points are equal, i.e. z; = 23, the product assumes the form previously
defined for a single point. The following propositions deal with the uniqueness of this definition. In
particular, we prove that various sensible definitions all agree with the product given in the former
Definition 3.12.

PROPOSITION 3.13. Let 0 be a real, constant deformation parameter and m € T°°(A%(Tz, M)) a
Poisson bivector that define the matriz © := 0 w. Then, the definition of the deformed product for
two different points given in Definition 3.12 is equivalent to the following product,

F(z1) %o 6(z2) = lim / / XU, V) (R, (O U)) g(Rzy (6(Za, Z1)V)) €10V AN ANV,

where Zy1 and Zs are the embedding point corresponding to z1 and zo, U,V € Tz, M and the
integration is w.r.t. the non-vanishing components, where 6BA (Za, Z1) is the operator of the geodesic
transport from Tz M to Tz, M.

Proof. To see the equivalence to Definition 3.12 we perform the following variable substitutions,
0(Z2,Z1)V =Y, U=4621,Z2)X

where X,Y € Tz, M. Using the relation of the determinant of the parallel propagator, namely
([PPV11, Equation (7.7)]),

_det(—n)

det5B —M—

and using the inverses of the parallel-transports (see [PPV11, Equation 5.7]) the scalar product
(U V)., = 6,5 (21, Z2) X 56520, Z2)Y
= 04 (Z, Z20)0 P (21, Z2) X5 Y
= (X ) Y)Zz

where in the last lines we used relation §51(Z1, Z2) = 64, (Z2, Z1) (see [PPV11, Equation (5.8)])
and the inverse relation.

O

PROPOSITION 3.14. Let 6 be a real, constant deformation parameter and m € T°°(A%(Tz,M)) a
Poisson bivector that define the matric OB (Zy) = 0748 = § N (Zy, Z2)0 P (Z2, Z1)OAB(Zy).
Then, the definition of the deformed product for two different points given in Definition 3.12 is
equivalent to the following product,

Fer) o ge2) = i [ [ (X, 0) £ (R, (0021, 22)(©(22) X)) R (Y)Y VX @Y

~ lim / / XX, eY) F(Rz, (6(Z1, 22)0(2) 6(Za, Z)U)) g(Rozy (6(Za, Z1)V')

x e WUV QN Ay,

where Z1 and Zo are the embedding point corresponding to z1 and z2, X,Y € Tz, M, U,V € Tz, M,
and the integration is w.r.t. the non-vanishing components.

Proof. The first equality is easily proven, since
0(Z1, Z2)6(Z1, Z2)O(Z2) = O(Z1)
and the second equality is proven analogously to the former Proposition. O

LEMMA 3.15. For a smooth bivector field m € T°°(A?(Tz, M)) and the operator of the geodesic
transport §(Z1, Za) from Tz, M to Tz, M, we define the following object

AN 2y, Za) = 7P (20) 6,5 (24, Zo).
Then, for the tensor ©(Z1,Zs) and the orthogonal projector P(Z3) the following relation holds,

7TAA/ (Zl, ZQ) = WAD/(Zla ZQ)P%’(ZQ)



3.3 Deformed Product for Two Different Points

20

Proof. The proof is analogous to the proof of Lemma 2.36. O

PROPOSITION 3.16. The deformed product for two different points, according to Definition 3.12,
is given up to second order in the deformation parameter as follows,

F(z21) %0 9(22) = f(21)g(22) — iO4F (21, Z2) Oa f(2Z1) Opr9(Z2)
— @ABC'D 9, NV f(21) 0V i g(Z) + O(O°),

where we defined
@AB/(Zl, ZQ) = @AB(Zl) (SBB/ (Zl, ZQ),
I~ 1 / /
@ABC D (Zl,Z2) = Z (@AC @BD + @AD @BC) 5DD (Zl,ZQ) 5CC (Z17Z2),

for the functions (f,g) € D}'s(M).

Proof. We prove the proposition by using the Taylor expansion of the retractions in order of the
deformation parameter 6,

1
F(R2,(0X)) = f(Z1) + (06(Z1, 22)) X)" Vaf(Z1) + 5(08(Z1, 22))X) " Ve (2,227 x V a [(Z1)
We use the following notation

Vaf(Zy) =Proj,(0af(21)), VzVa f(Z1) =Projy, (2205 V af(21)) (3.10)

plugging this into the deformation formula we have up to second order in 6,
1) w0 z2) = limy [ [ XX, €Y) F(R2, (620, 22) X)) gl Ry (V) €7 XY @V X @Y
— iy [[xtex. o) (520 + @821, 2204 T as(2)
+ %(@ 8(Z1, Z2) X)) Proj,, ((© 8(Z1, Z2) X ) B0 8Af(zl))> g(Rz,(Y)) e XY aV x aVy
= Fle)g(e2) + O 8, (21, Z0) Vaf () i [ [ (X, V) Xor R () XY AN X @Y

45 [ (X, )(© 8(21, 22X Proi;, ((©.6(21, 22)X)°0 V aF (21)
x g(Rz,(Y)) e ' XY d¥x aVy

= f(21)9(22) — 107 6, (21, 22) Vaf (21) Vorg(Zo)

45 m [ (eX,)(© 5(21, 22X Proiy, ((©.6(21, 22)X) 0 V aF (21)
x YAYE PD(Z,) 0V prg(Zy) e XY daN X dNy

= f(21)9(z2) — 1047 657 (21, 22) V a f (21) Ve 9(2o)

1088 (20, 2) 077 5, (21, 20)05 Y a F(21) PRAZ2)05 Y 19(2)
x lim // Y(eX, V)Xo Xp YA Y e XY qN x Ny

= f(21)9(22) — 107 6, (21, 22) Vaf (21) Vorg(Za)

- %GAC 35 (21, 22) ©PP 5P (21, 22)0p V a f(21) PE/(22)0p YV 51 g(Zs)
x (55‘/55?/ + 55?’506‘/)

= f(21)9(22) — 107 65 (21, Z2) Vaf (Z1) Vorg(Zo)

1 ! !’ !
- ZGAC 6 (21, Z2) ©PP 6 54 (21, 22)08 V 4 f(Z1) PE1(Z2)00/V 51 g(Zo)
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1 ’ ! !
- 19’40 5" (21, 22) ©PP 657 (21, Z2)08 NV a f(Z1) P'3/(22)0c:V 51 g(Z)
= [(21)g(z2) — 107 657 (21, Z2) Vaf (21) Vg (Za)
1 ’ ’ !
-1 (049 6PP 1 4P 0P 551 (21, Z2) 6 (21, Z2) 0 V af(Z1) P5/(Z2)0c Vi g(Z2)

Next, we use Lemma 2.36 and Lemma 3.15 and simplify the terms to

F(21) %0 9(22) = f(21)g(22) = 0 (21, 22) 04 (21) Or9(Zs)
1 (07921, 2) 077 (2, 22) + 7 (21, 2) 077 (24, 22)) 04V 1 (21) (2)00:V 19 (22)

O

Although the deformed product is well-defined for a single point, its extension to two points
requires an additional tool of geodesic parallel transport. In the context of quantum field theory and
associated expectation values w.r.t. the two-point function, the inversion is the case. Specifically,
the two-point function is singular for a single point, prompting the requirement for regularization.
After regularization, one takes the coinciding point limit via the geodesic parallel transport.

4 Quantum Field Theory in Globally Hyperbolic Spacetimes
4.1 The Quantized Scalar Field

In this section we give a quick overview and fix the notation of the free quantized scalar field ¢ in
a globally hyperbolic spacetime (M, g). For a more complete discussion, see [Wal94]. Due to the
global hyperbolicity of (M, g) there exists unique advanced and retarded fundamental solutions
Gadv/ret (“Green’s operators”) for the Klein-Gordon operator 0O, — m? defined on smooth scalar
test-functions on M, where 0, is the Laplace-Beltrami operator w.r.t. the manifold (M, g). Next,
we define a x-algebra & = o/ (M, g) generated by the elementary algebraic objects, namely the
field operators ¢(F'), F € C§°(M), and a unit element 1. It is called the CCR algebra of the
quantum field ¢(F') over the manifold M and it fulfills (see [KM15, Definition §|)

(i) F s ¢(F) is R-linear  (ii) ¢((V°V4—m?)F) =0
(iii) o(F)" = o(F) (iv) [o(F),p(H)] =iE(F,H)-1,  F,HeC5(M)

where E(F,F’) is the causal Green’s function (or causal propagator) defined by the following
expression

B(F, H) = / (F(2)(G*V H)(z) — F(z)(G H)(z)) dvoly(x), F,H e CF(M),
M
where dvol, is the volume form w.r.t. the metric g.

An important consequence of the global hyperbolicity of the manifold (M, g) is given by the
causality condition (see [KM15, Proposition 4]).

PROPOSITION 4.1. Referring to o/ (M,g), ¢(F) and ¢(H) commute if the supports of F' and H
are causally separated, i.e.

E(F,H) =0,
if the support of F does not intersect Jy;(suppH) U Jy; (suppH).

4.2 States and GNS Theorem

Up to this point, the field operators and their generating algebra are abstract algebraic objects.
To represent those algebraic objects on a Hilbert space we use the GNS (Gelfand-Naimark-Segal)
construction. This theorem supplies us with such a representation in the following manner, see
for example [KM15, Chapter 1, Theorem 1| and references therein. For a given state w over the
(unital) *-algebra <7, i.e. a positive C-linear map w : &/ — C which is positive (w(a*a) > 0, for all
a € &) and normalized, one obtains a quadruple (H,,, D,,, 7, ¥,,). This quadruple consists of a
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complex Hilbert space H,,, a dense subspace D, C H,,, a *-representation 7, : & (M, g) — Z(D,,)
of o/ on H,, with domain D,, and a cyclic and separating vector ¥,,. The field operators are given
by densely defined symmetric operators,

¢w(F) = Fw(qﬁ(f)) : Dy — He,.

The expectation value of n functions or the m-point function of elements of the algebra & is
determined by

wn(Fla' c 7Fn) - <\Ilw|7rw(¢(F1)) ﬂ-w((b(Fn))\Ilw>

Next, we list some basic properties of the two point function in the following proposition ([KM15,
Proposition 7]).

PROPOSITION 4.2. Consider a state w : o/ (M) — C and define P := Oy + m? + R (for
arbitrarily fived values of m?, € € R). The two-point function, we satisfies the following relations

_ 1
wa(F.F) 20, wy(F'.F)=w(F.F'), Imwn(FF)=ZE(FF), (4.1)
wa(PF,F') = 0= wy(F,PF"), wy(F,F') —wy(F',F) =iE(F,F) (4.2)

for F,F' € C3°(M).

Furthermore, we define the Hadamard parametrix, where for more details see [KW91],[KM15,
Section 3.2|. Let o(x,2’) be the half of the squared geodesic distance (the Synge function) between
2z and 2’ and let in a convex neighborhood C of a four dimensional spacetime the parametrix H,.
(that is a limit of the Hadamard parametrix) be given as,

(o) = ot oy o (2451 43)

where u, v are C* functions on C x C, with u(z,z) = 1 and where x,y € C, T is any local time
coordinate increasing towards the future, A > 0 a length scale and

def .
oc(,y) = olx,y) + 2ie(T(x) = T(y)) + ¢, (4.4)
finally, the cut in the complex domain of the log function is assumed along the negative axis.

DEFINITION 4.3. A (not necessarily quasifree) state w on o/ (M) and its two point function weo
are Hadamard if wy € D'(M x M) and every point of M admits an open normal neighborhood C
where

wo(z,y) — Hot (z,y) = w(z,y) for some we C®(C xC). (4.5)

Here 01 indicates the standard weak distributional limit as e — 0.

4.3 The Microlocal Spectrum Condition and Hadamard

This section is a recollection of definitions and theorems about microlocal analysis, see [Few08,
Chapter 6] (and references therein) for more details. The principle idea of microlocal analysis is to
use the decay properties of the Fourier-transformation, to gain information about the underlying
singular structure. This has to do with the fundamental connection between smooth functions and
their rapidly decaying Fourier transformations. In the context of microlocal analysis, the wavefront
set plays a fundamental role and we define it next, [Few08, Defintion 6.1].

DEFINITION 4.4. A) Ifu € D'(R"), a pair (z,k) € R™ x (R™\{0}) is a regular direction for u if
there exist

1. ¢ € C§°(R™) with ¢(z) #0

2. a conic neighborhood V' of k
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3. constants Cy, N € N so that

Cn

_— Vk eV
STE R €

<z§u<k>‘
i.e. (bAu decays rapidly as k — oo in V.

B) The wavefront set of u is defined to be

WF(u) ={(x,k) € R" x (R"\{0}) : (x, k) is not a regular direction for u}.

Some useful properties of the wavefront set are given in the following.
1. If f € C*° it has an empty wavefront set WF(f) = 0.
2. WF(au+ pv) C WF(u) UWF(v) for u,v € D'(R"), o, 8 € C.
3. If P is any differential operator with smooth coefficients, then
WF(Pu) C WF(u)
for any u € D'(R").

Before turning to quantum field theory and applying the tools of microlocal analysis, we define N’
to be the bundle of nonzero null covectors on M:

N ={(z,£) € T*M : £ a non-zero null at p}.

The first application is the realization that the wavefront set of the Minkowski vacuum w§“¢ is a
subset of the product N7 x N7, i.e.

WF(wy*) CNT x N,
where
NE ={(p, &) € N : ¢is future(+)/past(—)directed}.

Since for QFT in globally hyperbolic spacetimes the singularity structure of the state has to be
analog to the one given in the Minkowski case (due to the equivalence principle), we elevate this
rule to a general context and give the following definition, [Few08, Defintion 6.2] (see as well
[Rad92, Rad96, BFK96]),

DEFINITION 4.5. A state w obeys the Microlocal Spectrum Condition (uSC) if
WF(w2) CNT XN,

Intuitively this condition states that the singular behaviour of the two-point function is of
positive frequency in the first slot and negative in the second. This corresponds to the well-known
frequency splitting that is given in the Minkowski case. We further state another important result
in the context of states in QFT.

THEOREM 4.6. If w and W’ obey nSC' then
wy —wh € C°(M x M), (4.6)

i.e. the uSC determines an equivalence of class of states under equality of the two-point functions
modulo C*°.

In particular, if we start with a field algebra (defined in the former section) and pick two states w
and w’ to represent the algebra (using the GNS-construction) it might happen that these two states
are not unitary equivalent. Hence, they might lead to different (or nonequivalent) representations
of the field algebra. Yet, the significant physical content of a QFT can is the two-point function.
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Hence, if the two different two point functions of the different states w and w’ fulfill the 4SC' then
their difference is smooth, which equates their corresponding wavefront set. This fact is seen by
the properties of the wavefront set, i.e.

WF(w-w)=0 WF(w)=WF ().
In addition to the advantages of the wavefront set we state a theorem by Radzikowski ([Rad92,
Rad96]) about the connection to the Hadamard condition.
THEOREM 4.7. The uSC' is equivalent to the Hadamard condition.

Hence, given a state that is Hadamard, which is proven to exist for all massive Klein-Gordon
theories, the theorem tells us that all such states fulfill the physically reasonable microlocal spectrum
condition.

5 Deformation of QFT in Globally Hyperbolic Spacetimes

5.1 Representation of the Deformation

As before we start with a globally hyperbolic spacetime (M, g), a *-algebra &/ = o/ (M, g) gen-
erated by the field operators that satisfy the Klein Gordon equation and the choice of a state
w: o (M,g) — C, ie. a normalized positive linear functional. This state then determines as
described in Subsection 4.2 the quadruple (H.,, Dy, 7w, ¥y,). The deformation, w.r.t. the noncom-
mutative Rieffel product, enters the framework not via the states or the representation but via
changing the point-wise product of the representations of the algebra. Summarizing, the deformed
2-point function is given in the following definition.

DEFINITION 5.1. For a x-algebra of = of (M, g) defined on a globally hyperbolic spacetime (M, g)
generated by Klein-Gordon fields, the (formal) deformed 2-point function is defined as the expecta-
tion value of the generalized Rieffel product (Defintion 3.12) of the test functions of the represen-
tations of the fields, i.e.

ws ((F1)p(F2)) i= (Wo| T (9(F1)) *o T ($(F2)) Vo)
= /Fl(zl) *g Fo(x2) (U] 7w (@(z1)) 7w (9(22)) Wou,) dvolg(z1) dvolg(xa)

e—0

- // iy //X(eX, €Y) a 5(x,, x2) x (F1(X1)) ay (Fa(Xo))e ™ (X¥)xa gV x aNY
X wa(p(X1)d(X2)) AV X dV X

for test-functions F1, Fy € C§°(M).

THEOREM 5.2. The deformed smeared two-point function given in Definition 5.1 is for functions
(F1, F») € Dy, 5(M) well-defined.

Proof. To prove that the oscillatory integral is well-defined we write the (smeared) deformed two-
point function as follows.
S (O(F)0(F2) = lim [ [ x(eX. V) bo(X, Y. Fy, Fa) e XY a¥x aVy (5.1)
€E—>

with bg (X,Y, Fi, F3) formally given by

bo(X,Y, Fy, Fy) = / / 0 531 ) (FL(X1)) 0y (B> (X)) (W] 6(X1)6(X2) W) 4V Xy AV X,

(5.2)
Following Ref. [H6r71, Proposition 1.1.11, Lemma 1.2.1, Proposition 1.2.2 | the oscillatory integral
is well defined if we prove that the function bg(X,Y, F1, F») belongs to the symbol space and thus
we have for |bg(X,Y, F1, F3)| the following equality

\ / / Fy(Ry, (06(X1, X2)X)) Fy(Ruy (Y) (W 6(X1)6(Xa) T) AV X, AN X,
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- \ / / Fy (R, (05(X1, X2)X)) Fa(Ruy (Y)) (6(X1) U | 6(Xa) T) AV X, AN X,

< Cllaesx (Fr)oay (F2))|l o »

where we used the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, the conclusion in [FM21, Proof Proposition I11.3]
and the supremum-norm |G|, of the product of the product of the translated and retracted
test-functions Gx y := agsx (F1)ay (F2)) determined by

IGxvyle, = sup |Gxy(X1,X2)l,
X1,X2eM

where we write X;,Xo € M for X;, X, € RY F(X12) = 0, where F is the local defining
function. Since we choose Gxy € Dg}pj(/\/l) the absolute value of the function bg(X,Y, Fy, F)
and derivatives thereof are bounded such that b is a symbol and therefore the Integral 5.1 is well-
defined.

O

5.2 The Microlocal Spectrum Condition under Deformation Quantiza-
tion

In this section we prove that the micro-local spectrum condition holds for deformed states, if the
undeformed state is Hadamard. This will be proven up to the second order in the deformation
parameter (see the expansion given in Proposition 3.16).

LEMMA 5.3. The deformed two point function defined by the star product in Proposition 3.16 is,
up to second order in O, explicitly presented by

w2®(X1,X2) = P®w2(X17X2)
= wa(X1, X2) — 19405 (0P (X1, Xo)w2 (X1, X2))
— V405V dp (04BC D (X1, Xa)wa(X1, X2)),

where P® is a fourth-order differential operator with smooth coefficients, that depend on the Poisson
bivector, the orthogonal projection and the parallel transport.

Proof. Using Definition 5.1, Proposition 3.16 and assuming that the functions (£, F2) € D}'s(M)
we write the smeared deformed two-point function as

w3 (9(F1)$(F2)) 1= (Vuo| 1 ($(F1)) %o o (6(F2)) Vo)

= / F1(X1) %0 Fo(Xo) wo(d(X1)p(X2)) dV X dN X,

=: /F1 (X1)Fo(X2) w (d(X1)p(X2)) d¥ X dV X,

= / Fi(X1)Fa(Xy) (w2(X1,X2) — 1040 (047 (X1, Xa)wa (X1, Xa))
— V405V erdp (0P (X1, Xa)wa (X1, Xz))) +0(6°)

B /Fl(X1)F2(X2) PP uwy (X1, X2) + O(6%)

where in the last lines we inserted the explicit form of the deformed product given in Proposition
3.16 and we integrated by parts. The smoothness of the differential operator P follows from the
smoothness of the Poisson bivector (see Definition 2.34), the orthogonal projection (see Lemma
2.15) and the parallel transport. O

THEOREM 5.4. Let the state wo obey the microlocal spectrum condition. Then, the deformed state
© obeys the microlocal spectrum condition up to second order in ©, i.e.

WF(W?) CNT x N7,

where the deformed two-point function wS is given explicitly in Lemma 5.3.
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Proof. By using the smoothness of the differential operator P® (see Lemma 5.3), the following chain
follows from Property 3 of the wavefront set and the fact that wo fulfills the microlocal spectrum
condition

WF(w) = WF(P®wy) C WF(ws) CNT x N ™.

Corollary 5.5. The deformed two-point function w® is Hadamard.

Proof. The fact that the deformed two-point function is Hadamard follows directly from Theorem
5.4 and Theorem 4.7. O

THEOREM 5.6. Let the deformed states w§ and w! be defined using either two different isomorphic
embeddings or/and retractions. Then, the deformed two-point functions wS and Wy have the same

wavefront set, i.e.
WF(wS) = WF(wy).

Proof. Due to the smoothness of the embedding or retractions, the deformed two-point functions
w® and wi® obey the uSC and according to Theorem 4.6, their difference is smooth. Hence, by
Property 1 we have

WF(W? —wP)=0

and Property 2 the equates the two wavefront sets. O

6 Discussion and Outlook

In this work, we provided a specific extension of the Rieffel deformation for all globally hyperbolic
spacetimes with a certain Poisson structure. This novel deformation technique is a symbiosis
between the Kontsevich deformation [Kon03] (since we define a star product for Poisson manifolds),
the Rieffel product and the Fedosov quantization (due to the condition V7 = 0). It is tailored such
that it can be directly applied to quantum field theories and in particular to the central physical
object, namely the two-point function.

In addition to the introduction of a quantum-type feature (non-commutativity) to space-
time itself (see Proposition 3.10), we proved that if a state fulfills the microlocal spectral condition,
i.e. has a certain sensible singularity structure, then its deformed counterpart will fulfill the uSC
as well. Thus, by the Radzikowksi theorem we conclude that the deformed quasi-free states are
Hadamard.

This result sheds light into the question of whether the behavior at short distances (Hadamard
criterion) has a physical foundation due to the break down of the spacetime continuum at scales
around the Planck length. In particular, this means that the introduction of a quantum nature (or
non-commutativity) to spacetime does not violate the equivalence principle, from a quantum field
theoretical perspective.

These basic deformation principles can be applied to the various achievements and insights
of quantum field theory in curved spacetimes to evaluate its physical validity as being a first-order
approximation to a theory of quantum gravity. In addition to introducing a quantum nature to
spacetime, the deformation quantization can be considered a first-order approximation since in the
limit ® — 0 we obtain the undeformed, i.e. regular, version of QFT in CST.

The first place to look for the physical consequences imposed by the deformation quanti-
zation are quantum energy inequalities. These are restrictions obtained from QFT towards
the domain of violation of classical energy conditions. These inequalities are sensitive to the
spacetime geometry, e.g. restrict certain exotic spacetimes and effects (such as wormbholes,
time-machines or warp drives), and take into account the quantum behaviour implied by
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quantum field theory. Hence, implementing a quantum behavior on spacetime itself may change
these inequalities in a non-trivial manner and therewith induce new physical and measurable effects.

Although we defined a deformed product for the case of globally hyperbolic spacetimes, by
using the existence of an isometric embedding, no such result exists for non-globally hyperbolic
manifolds. These cases are in particular interesting when investigating black-holes. Although no
isometric embedding will exist in general (e.g. in the presence of closed time-like curves), one
still can define deformations for QFTs in non-globally hyperbolic spacetimes by using the very
idea of how to study these theories [Kay92|. In principle, one requires the existence of a globally
hyperbolic neighborhood N for every point in a given spacetime M. Hence, the observable algebra
of the spacetime M restricted to IV is equal to the algebra one would obtain if one regards N as
a globally hyperbolic spacetime in its own right. Regarding deformation, we can therefore deform
the product in the globally hyperbolic neighborhood N by using the embedding formalism and
thus define a deformed state.
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