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Theories of Quantum Gravity predict a minimum measurable length and a corresponding modification of the Heisenberg Uncertainty Principle to the so-called Generalized
Uncertainty Principle (GUP). However, this modification is usually formulated in nonrelativistic language, making it unclear whether the minimum length is Lorentz invariant. We have formulated a Relativistic Generalized Uncertainty Principle, resulting in
a Lorentz invariant minimum measurable length and the resolution of the composition
law problem. This proved to be an important step in the formulation of Quantum
Field Theory with minimum length. We derived the Lagrangians consistent with the
existence of minimal length and describing the behaviour of scalar, spinor, and U(1)
gauge fields. We calculated the Feynman rules (propagators and vertices) associated
with these Lagrangians. Furthermore, we calculated the Quantum Gravity corrected
scattering cross-sections for a lepton-lepton scattering. Finally, we compared our results
with current experiments, which allowed us to improve the bounds on the scale at which
quantum gravity phenomena will become relevant.
Keywords: Quantum Gravity: Quantum Gravity Phenomenology, Effective Field theory,
Generalized Uncertainty Principle

1. Introduction
The quantization of gravity is one of the major outstanding problems of fundamental
physics. The family of theories tackling this problem is known as Quantum Gravity
(QG). This family is home to a large diversity of ideas and approaches to the
problem. The most prevalent members of the family, namely String Theory, Loop
Quantum Gravity in addition to models such as Doubly-Special Relativity theories
as well as many others, agree on the existence of a minimum measurable length
or a similar scale in spacetime. The minimum length is usually considered to be
the proportional to the Planck length, ℓP l = 10−35 m, and it signifies the scale at
which quantum gravity effects would manifest. Currently, we have no access to
energy regimes anywhere close to the Planck scale, therefore all theories of QG lack
a direct experimental confirmation. The field of Quantum Gravity Phenomenology
(QGP) tackles this problem by using the existing theories to make models in order
of finding low energy remnants of QG phenomena in already existing experiments.
As we already mentioned, one phenomenon that most theories of QG agree on is
the existence of a minimum measurable length, which is in direct contradiction with
the Heisenberg uncertainty principle (HUP), since the latter allows for infinitely
small uncertainties in position. The solution is the introduction of a new model

page 1

May 17, 2022 1:49

ws-procs961x669

WSPC Proceedings - 9.61in x 6.69in

ws-procs961x669

2

which deforms the HUP in order to accommodate for a minimal uncertainty in
position. The deformed HUP is known as Generalized Uncertainty Principle (GUP),
and was first introduced by Kempf, Mangano, and Mann in 1995 1 . One of the
possible position-momentum commutators corresponding to a GUP model has the
following form
[xi , pj ] = i~δij (1 + β1 p2 ) + i~β2 pi pj ,

(1)

where β1 = β1∗ (ℓPl /~)2 , β2 = β2∗ (ℓPl /~)2 , and β1∗ , β2∗ are numerical coefficients. The
GUP model has been successful in modeling a wide array of corrections to quantum
mechanical phenomena 1–58 , and has provided compelling bound on the minimum
length scale, by comparing the result to existing experimental data.
However, the model introduced by Eq. (1) has two shortcomings:
• The position-momentum commutator and the corresponding uncertainty
relation are not Lorentz covariant, and therefore the resulting minimum
length is frame dependent,
• Composition Law Problem: Energies and momenta do not sum up linearly 59 .
The composition law problem arises due to the fact that deformation of the
HUP is done through a generalization of the momentum operator. Namely terms
of higher order in momentum are added in order to deform the commutator. This
leads to a deformation of the Einstein dispersion relation of the form
E 2 = p2 c2 + m2 c4 → E 2 = p2 c2 + m2 c4 + O(p4 ) .

(2)

Consequently one can show that if there are terms of higher than second order in
momentum in the dispersion relation, for a composite system moving in the same
speed the energies and momenta do not sum up linearly,
p~3 6= p~2 + p~1

E3 6= E1 + E2 .

(3)

It is important to note that solutions of this problem have been developed, some
examples are 60,61 .
Such problems prevents us to apply the GUP models to Relativistic Quantum
Mechanics and Quantum Field Theory, which essentially restricts the energy regimes
in which we can search for the remnants of QG effects, by preventing us from using
the highest energy experiments currently available, i.e. LHC.
In the following sections, we will address these problems by extending the GUP
up to second order in Planck length, to relativistic regimes (RGUP), we will explore
the deformations of the Lorenz group and symmetries associated with it, and we
will obtain Lagrangians allowing for the existence of minimum length for fields of
spin-0, 1/2, 1.
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2. Relativistic Generalized Uncertainty Principle 62
Inspired by 63 , we will use the most general form of quadratic GUP algebra and
extend it to a covariant expression in Minkowski spacetime with the following signature {−, +, +, +}. The particular form obtained for the commutator is as follows
[xµ , pν ] = i~ (1 + (ε − κ)γpρ pρ ) η µν + i ~(β + 2ε)γpµ pν ,

(4)

where µ , ν ∈ {0, 1, 2, 3}. For convenience it is useful to separate the dimensionality
of the corrections into a dimensionful parameter γ, with the dimension of inverse
momentum, and dimensionless parameters κ, β and ǫ (and also ξ in Eq.(7) below).
ℓ2
The scale of the QG effects γ is defined as γ = (c M1P l )2 = ~Pl2 , where MP l is the
Planck mass, and ℓPl is the Planck length. The minimum length we can obtain
from the algebra Eq.(4) is of the order of the Planck length. Important to note is
that Eq.(4) reduces in the non-relativistic (c → ∞) limit to the one proposed in 1 .
Furthermore, in the non-relativistic (c → ∞), and non-GUP limit (γ → 0) limit,
Eq.(4) reduces to the standard Heisenberg algebra. We can clearly see from the
commutator Eq.(4) that while xµ and pν are the physical position and momentum,
they are no longer canonically conjugate variables. Therefore, we introduce two
auxiliary 4-vectors, xµ0 and pν0 which are canonically conjugate, such that
pµ0 = − i~

∂
,
∂x0 µ

[xµ0 , pν0 ] =i~η µν .

(5)

Then we assume that the physical position and momentum are both functions of
the auxiliary ones,
xµ = xµ (x0 , p0 ),

pµ = pµ (x0 , p0 ) .

(6)

By expanding Eq. (6) in Taylor series, which we truncate up to first order in the
QG scale γ, and imposition of commutativity in momentum space [pµ , pν ] = 0, we
can write the general expressions of the physical position and momentum are as
follows
xµ = xµ0 − κγpρ0 p0ρ xµ0 + βγpµ0 pρ0 x0ρ + ξ~γpµ0 ,
µ

p =

pµ0

(1 +

εγpρ0 p0ρ ) .

(7)
(8)

Using Eqs.(7) and (8), we can calculate the following expression for the positionposition commutator
[xµ , xν ] = i~γ

−2κ + β
(xµ pν − xν pµ ) .
1 + (ε − κ)γpρ pρ

(9)

Therefore as in 1 , in this case as well we arrive at a non-commutative spacetime.
We also note that the last two terms in Eq.(7) introduce a preferred direction
of pµ0 and therefore break isotropy of spacetime. Since this violates the principles
of relativity, we will assume that β = ξ = 0 from now on.
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2.1. Lorentz and Poincaré algebra
Using Eqs.(7) and (8), we now construct the generators of the Lorentz group
M µν = pµ xν − pν xµ = [1 + (ε − κ)γpρ0 p0 ρ ] M̃ µν ,
pµ0 xν0

(10)

− pν0 xµ0

is the Lorentz generators constructed from the canonical
where M̃ µν =
variables x0 and p0 . The commutator representative of the Poincaré algebra for the
physical operators can then be calculated
[xµ , M νρ ] = i~[1 + (ε − κ)γpρ p ρ ] (xν δ µρ − xρ δ µν ) + i~2(ε − κ)γpµ M νρ
µ

νρ

µν

ρσ

[p , M
[M

,M

ρ

ν µρ

] = i~[1 + (ε − κ)γp p ρ ] (p δ
ρ

ρ µν

−p δ

µρ

] = i~ (1 + (ε − κ)γp p ρ ) (η M

νσ

−η

(11a)

),

µσ

(11b)

M

νρ

νρ

−η M

µσ

+η

νσ

M

µρ

).
(11c)

From Eqs.(11a,11b,11c), we can see that on the line ε = κ in the parameter space,
one has a non-trivial RGUP with an unmodified Poincaré algebra. On this line
in parameter space, the RGUP algebra and the non-commutativity of spacetime
coming from Eqs.(4) and (9) takes this form:
[xµ , pν ] = i~ (η µν + 2κγpµ pν ) ,
µ

ν

µ ν

(12)

ν µ

[x , x ] = −2i~κγ (x p − x p ) ,

(13)

where κ > 0. We notice that for any one-dimensional spatial component, Eq.(12)
mirrors the one obtained in 1 . Eqs.(12) and (13) have similarities to the ones proposed in 53 .
2.2. Lorentz invariant minimum length and the Composition Law
Problem
The main reason for extending GUP to relativistic frameworks is to make its minimum uncertainty in position Lorentz invariant, or in other words to make a minimum length frame independent. In relativistic QM, position and momentum are
promoted to operators and the Lorentz transformations Λ are represented by a unitary operator U (pν , M ρσ ), i.e. U ∗ = U −1 , where pν is the generator of translation
and M ρσ is the generator of rotations of the Poincaré group. The position and
momentum in this case transform as follows
x′µ = U (pν , M ρσ )xµ U −1 (pν , M ρσ ) ,
p

′µ

ν

= U (p , M

ρσ

µ

)p U

−1

ν

(p , M

ρσ

).

(14)
(15)

The operator U (pν , M ρσ ) can be expressed from the generators of the Poincaré
algebra as


ωρσ M ρσ
ν
ρσ
ν
,
(16)
U (p , M ) = exp [iaν p ] exp i
2
where the coordinate system is translated by a vector aµ and is rotated by ωρσ .
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The position-momentum commutator transforms as follows
[x′µ , p′ν ] = U [xµ , pν ]U −1 .

(17)

Substituting [xµ , pν ] for its expression as given in Eq.(4), we get
[x′µ , p′ν ] = U {i~ (1 + (ε − κ)γpρ pρ ) η µν + i ~(β + 2ε)γpµ pν } U −1

= i~ 1 + (ε − κ)γp′ρ p′ρ η µν + i ~(β + 2ε)γU pµ U −1 U pν U −1

= i~ 1 + (ε − κ)γp′ρ p′ρ η µν + i ~(β + 2ε)γp′µ p′ν .

(18a)
(18b)
(18c)

Therefore, the commutator between position and momentum has the same form in
every frame. Then, we can safely conclude that every frame will observe the same
minimum measurable length.
For the composition law problem, we need to find the dispersion relation and
see if it is quadratic or it has terms of higher order in momentum. As we know, the
dispersion relation is connected to the Casimir invariants of the Poincaré algebra.
In the unmodified case, there are two Casimir invariants: the momentum squared
pµ0 p0µ ; and the physical Pauli-Lubanski vector squared W̃ µ W̃µ , where
1
(19)
εµνρσ M̃ νρ pσ0 .
2
In our case, both the Poincare algebra and the momentum and Pauli-Lubanski
vectors are deformed. However, by taking the commutator between the physical
momentum squared pµ pµ and all the other generators of the algebra, it can easily
be shown that it is a Casimir invariant of the modified Poincaré algebra presented
in Eq.(11). This can be repeated for the Pauli-Lubanski vector squared as well.
This shows that our dispersion relation can be written as
W̃µ ≡

pµ pµ = −m2 c4 .

(20)

As we can see, the dispersion relation is quadratic in the physical momentum which
means that energies and momenta sum up linearly as they should. It is important
to note that due to the fact that the physical momentum is a polynomial of the
auxiliary one, the resulting equations of motion will be of higher than second order.
3. Effective Quantum Field Theory with minimum length 64,65
Having cleared up the frame dependence and the composition law problem for our
model, we can proceed to apply it to quantum field theory.
In the general case, the commutation relation we get for the position-position
operator depends on the momentum. Therefore, it does not form an algebra and it
cannot be represented by a smooth Lie manifold. For that reason we have chosen
for further calculations to fix the model by making κ = 0 and ǫ = γ0 . We can
redefine the RGUP parameter as follows
γ0
.
(21)
γ=
(MPl c)2
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In this particular model, the physical position and momentum take the form
xµ = xµ0 ,
µ

p =

pµ0

(22a)

(1 +

γpρ0 p0ρ ) .

(22b)

From now on, the results will be presented in natural units, i.e. c = ~ = 1. With
the parameters redefined as such, the position-momentum commutator is
[xµ , pν ] = i (1 + γpρ pρ ) η µν + 2i γpµ pν .

(23)

The Poincaré group corresponding to the RGUP above is represented by the following algebra
[xµ , M νρ ] = i[1 + γpρ p ρ ] (xν δ µρ − xρ δ µν ) + i2γpµ M νρ ,
µ

νρ

µν

ρσ

[p , M
[M

,M

ρ

ν µρ

] = i[1 + γp p ρ ] (p δ
ρ

µρ

ρ µν

−p δ

] = i (1 + γp p ρ ) (η M

νσ

−η

(24a)

),

µσ

M

(24b)
νρ

νρ

−η M

µσ

+η

νσ

M

µρ

).

(24c)

It is important to note that the deformed Poincaré algebra presented above has
the same irreducible representations, and therefore describes the same particles as
the standard Poincaré algebra. This feature can be seen derived in Appendix B.
As we already showed, the physical momentum squared is a Casimir invariant of
the modified Poincaré algebra presented above in Eq.(24). Therefore, the Einstein
dispersion relation for our case is
pµ pµ = −m2 ,

(25)

where pµ is the physical momentum, the differential form of which is an equation of
motion for any Lagrangian describing a boson field. The Dirac equations i.e., the
equations of motion describing the dynamics of fermion fields, can also be easily
derived. Starting from the dispersion relation Eq.(25) and expressing it in terms
of the auxiliary variables defined in Eq.(22a), we get the modified Klein-Gordon
equation in its differential form
i
h
2
∂µ ∂ µ (1 + γ∂ν ∂ ν ) + m φ = 0 .
(26)
Similarly, the differential form of the Dirac equation is shown to be
(τ µ pµ − m) ψ = [τ µ p0 µ (1 + γp0ρ pρ0 ) − m] ψ = 0 ,

(27)

where τ µ are the Dirac matrices and ψ is a Dirac spinor. We can show that as part
of the Lorentz group the generators of the Clifford algebra Cl(3,1) (R), if the Casimir
is preserved then the properties of the Clifford algebra will remain unchanged, as
well. This is true in our case, thus,
 µ

iτ ∂µ (1 + γ∂ρ ∂ ρ )2 − m ψ = 0 ,
(28)

and its Dirac conjugate are the equations of motion for the RGUP-QED Lagrangian.
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4. RGUP modified Lagrangians
In the previous section, we established the modified equations of motion for the
scalar, vector, and spinor fields. Note that the equations of motion are differential
equations of higher than second order. Therefore, the Lagrangians corresponding
to these equations of motion need to have higher than second derivative. The
methodology of working with higher derivative Lagrangians
(n)

L =L(φ, φ̇, φ̈, . . . , φ ) ,

(29a)

L =L(φ, ∂µ1 φ, ∂µ1 ∂µ2 φ, . . . , ∂µ1 . . . ∂µn φ) ,

(29b)

66–68

is given by the Ostrogradsky method
.The Euler-Lagrange equations for theories
with higher derivatives will have the form:
dL
d dL
d2 dL
dn
dL
−
+ 2
+ . . . + (−1)n n
= 0,
dq
dt dq̇
dt dq̈
dt d(dn q/dtn )

(30)

which in the case of fields is
∂L
∂L
∂L
∂L
+ . . . + (−1)m ∂µ1 . . . ∂µm
= 0.
− ∂µ
+ ∂µ1 ∂µ2
∂φ
∂(∂µ φ)
∂(∂µ1 ∂µ2 φ)
∂(∂µ1 . . . ∂µm φ)
(31)
The Ostrogradsky method allows us to reconstruct the Lagrangian describing the
dynamics of scalar and spinor fields from their equations of motion.
4.1. Scalar field Lagrangian
We begin by assuming the most general form of higher derivative Lagrangian, which
is one order higher than the equations of motion
1
L = ∂µ φ∂ µ φ + γ (C1 ∂µ ∂ µ φ ∂ν ∂ ν φ + C2 ∂µ φ ∂ µ ∂ν ∂ ν φ + C3 ∂ν ∂ ν ∂ µ φ ∂µ φ)
2
+ γ 2 (C4 ∂µ ∂ µ ∂ν φ ∂ ν ∂ρ ∂ ρ φ + C5 ∂µ ∂ µ ∂ν ∂ ν φ ∂ρ ∂ ρ φ + C6 ∂µ ∂ µ ∂ν ∂ ν ∂ρ φ ∂ ρ φ
+C7 ∂µ ∂ µ φ ∂ν ∂ ν ∂ρ ∂ ρ φ + C8 ∂µ φ ∂ µ ∂ν ∂ ν ∂ρ ∂ ρ φ) + C9 m2 φ2 ,

(32)

where ∂µ = ∂/∂xµ . Using the Euler-Lagrange equation prescribed by the Ostrogradsky method Eq.(30), we obtain the following Lagrangian
1
1
γ2
∂µ φ∂ µ φ − m2 φ2 + γ ∂ν ∂ ν ∂ µ φ ∂µ φ + ∂µ φ ∂ µ ∂ν ∂ ν ∂ρ ∂ ρ φ ,
(33)
2
2
2
As for the Lagrangian for a complex scalar field φ, we generalize Eq.(33) by including
additional terms obtaining
i
h
1
1
Lφ,C = (∂µ φ)† ∂ µ φ − m2 φ† φ + γ (∂ν ∂ ν ∂ µ φ)† ∂µ φ + ∂ν ∂ ν ∂ µ φ (∂µ φ)†
2
2
i
γ2 h
+
(∂µ φ)† ∂ µ ∂ν ∂ ν ∂ρ ∂ ρ φ + ∂µ φ (∂ µ ∂ν ∂ ν ∂ρ ∂ ρ φ)† , (34)
2
Lφ,R =

such that hermiticity is restored, i.e. L†φ,C = Lφ,C . Furthermore, it is worth noticing
that Eq.(34) is consistent with Eq.(55) in 42 up to a numerical factor.
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4.2. Spinor field Lagrangian
The first step in the derivation of the spinor field Lagrangian is to assume a general
form of the Lagrangian, where the order of derivatives is determined by the order
of the equation of motion Eq.(28). Moreover, an assumption is made that different
terms will be multiplied by an arbitrary numerical coefficient
Lψ = ψ̄ [iC1 τ µ ∂µ (1 + C2 γ∂ρ ∂ ρ ) − C3 m] ψ .

(35)

Next step is to prove that it has Eq.(28) as an equation of motion. Applying the
Ostrogradsky method, one gets the following equations of motion for the field and
its complex conjugate
C1 iτ µ ∂µ ψ + C1 C2 γ∂ρ ∂ ρ ψ − C3 mψ = 0,
ρ

µ

C1 iτ ∂µ ψ̄ + C1 C2 γ∂ρ ∂ ψ̄ − C3 mψ̄ = 0 .

(36)
(37)

The equations of motion obtained through the Ostrogradsky method from Eq.(35)
need to be identical to Eq.(28), which is obtained from the dispersion relation.
Therefore, the Lagrangian corresponding to the QFT spinor with minimum length
will be of the form
Lψ = ψ̄ [iτ µ ∂µ (1 − γ ∂ρ ∂ ρ ) − m] ψ .

(38)

4.3. U (1) gauge field theory
The gauge field Lagrangian is obtained in a different way. The Ostrogradsky method
is not utilized in this case. The derivation is done by firstly assuming that the vector
boson Aµ obeys the ususal U (1) gauge symmetries. For the equations of motion,
we assume that they have the same RGUP corrections as the KG equation of the
form Eq.(26)
∂µ F µν = ∂µ ∂ µ Aν + 2γ∂µ ∂ µ ∂ρ ∂ ρ Aν = 0 .

(39)

Defining the standard gauge invariant field strength tensor as
F0µν = ∂ µ Aν − ∂ ν Aµ ,

(40)

one can express the RGUP modified field strength tensor in terms of the standard
one up to first order in γ, as follows:
F µν = F0µν + 2γ ∂ρ ∂ ρ F0µν .

(41)

Then Eq.(39) can be rewritten as
∂µ F µν = ∂µ F0µν + 2γ∂ρ ∂ ρ ∂µ F0µν + γ 2 ∂σ ∂ σ ∂ρ ∂ ρ ∂µ F0µν .

(42)

A test of gauge invariance of F µν is carried through by considering the following
gauge transformation of the four-potential
Aµ → A′µ = Aµ + ∂ µ Λ ,

(43)
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and the field strength tensor is shown to be gauge invariant. Thus, up to first order
in the RGUP parameter γ, the gauge field Lagrangian reads
1
γ
1
LA = − F µν Fµν = − F0µν Fµν0 − Fµν0 ∂ρ ∂ ρ F0µν .
4
4
2

(44)

Notice that both the field tensor in Eq.(41) and the gauge field Lagrangian Eq.(44)
are invariant under U (1) gauge transformations.
5. Feynman rules
We use the Lagrangians derived above to formulate a RGUP deformed scalar and
spinor electrodynamics. This is achieved by minimally coupling the lepton to the
gauge fields. The Feynman rules, consisting of the propagators and vertices for both
cases, are calculated using the standard methodology, which can be found in any
QFT textbook.
5.1. Propagators
The Feynman propagator for the scalar field with a minimum length is the Green’s
functin of the the modified KG equation in Eq.(26)


(45)
∂µ ∂ µ (1 + γ∂ν ∂ ν ) + (mc)2 G(x − x′ ) = −iδ(x − x′ ) .

Expressing the Green’s function G(x − x′ ) in terms of its Fourier transform
Z 4
′
d p0
′
G̃(p0 )e−ip0 ·(x−x ) ,
G(x − x ) =
(2π)4

(46)

and substituting it in Eq.(45), we get
Z 4
Z 4
 2
 −ip0 ·(x−x′ )
d p0
d p0 −ip0 ·(x−x′ )
2
2
G̃(p
)
−p
(1
−
γp
)
+
(mc)
e
=
−i
e
.
0
0
0
4
(2π)
(2π)4
(47)
The Fourier transform of the Feynman propagator is
G̃(p0 ) =

−i
,
−p20 (1 + γp20 ) + (mc)2

while the propagator itself is
Z 4
′
−i
d p0
′
e−ip0 ·(x−x ) .
G(x − x ) =
(2π)4 −p20 (1 + γp20 ) + (mc)2

(48)

(49)

With the exception of a little trick consisting of multiplying both sides by
[τ µ p0 µ (1 − γp0ρ pρ0 ) + m] ,
we find the Dirac field propagator in the same way
Z 4
d p0 −i [τ µ p0 µ (1 + γp0ρ pρ0 ) + m] −ip0 ·(x−x′ )
e
.
G(x − x′ ) =
(2π)4 pµ0 p0 µ (1 + γp0ρ pρ0 )2 − m2

(50)

(51)
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Again, the gauge field propagator can be treated in a similar manner. And the
Feynman propagator is found to be
Z 4
′
−i
d q0
′
e−iq0 ·(x−x ) ,
(52)
G(x − x ) =
(2π)4 −q02 + 2γq04
where q0 is the auxiliary four-momentum of the gauge field.
This construction assumes that one can define Dirac delta functions in position
space, and the minimal length arises when one tries to localize the fields.
5.2. Vertices
The complete set of Feynman rules for the system requires the calculation of the
vertices for the charged and gauge fields. Starting from the Lagrangian in Eq.(34),
one introduces the minimal coupling as follows
∂µ → Dµ = ∂µ − ieAµ ,

(53)

where Aµ is the four-potential or the gauge field.
Replacing partials in Eq.(34) by covariant derivatives, the full action of the
minimally coupled complex scalar field and the gauge field is obtained. The action
reads as follows
Z
Z
Z 
1
1
1
†
4
4
(Dµ φ) Dµ φ − m2 φ† φ − F µν Fµν
L d x = [LA + Lφ,C ] d x =
2
2
4
io γ 2 h
h
†
†
†
(Dµ φ) Dµ Dν Dν Dρ Dρ φ
+
+ γ (Dν Dν Dµ φ) Dµ φ + Dν Dν Dµ φ (Dµ φ)
2
io
+Dµ φ (Dµ Dν Dν Dρ Dρ φ)

†

d4 x .

(54)

By expanding the Lagrangian we get a very rich theory
h
i 1
1
1
†
†
L = (∂µ φ) ∂ µ φ− ieAµ φ† ∂µ φ − φ (∂µ φ) − m2 φ† φ+ e2 Aµ Aµ φ† φ− F µν Fµν
2
2
4

1 µν
†
µν
ν µ †
ν µ
γ (∂ν ∂ ∂ φ) ∂µ φ + ∂ν ∂ ∂ φ (∂µ φ) − F Fµν ∂µ ∂ν F
4
h
i
n
h
i
†
†
− ie (∂ν ∂ ν Aµ ) φ† ∂µ φ − φ (∂µ φ) + 2∂ν Aµ (∂ ν φ) ∂µ φ − ∂ ν φ ∂µ φ†
i
n
h
h
io
+ e2 Aν (∂ν Aµ ) (∂ µ φ)† φ + (∂ µ φ)φ†
+Aµ (∂ν ∂ ν φ)† ∂µ φ − ∂ν ∂ ν φ ∂µ φ†
i
h
†
†
+ 2Aν Aµ (∂ µ φ) ∂ν φ + (∂ µ φ) (∂ν φ)
i
h
i
h
†
†
†
+ Aν Aν (∂ µ φ) ∂µ φ + (∂ µ φ) (∂µ φ) − 2Aµ Aν φ† ∂ν ∂µ φ + φ (∂ν ∂µ φ)
io
h
i
h
+2Aµ (∂ν ∂ ν Aµ )φ† φ + Aµ (∂ ν Aµ ) φ† ∂ν φ + φ (∂ν φ)† + Aµ Aµ φ† ∂ν ∂ ν φ + φ (∂ν ∂ ν φ)†
io
h
h
i
n
†
†
+ ie3 Aµ Aν Aν φ (∂ µ φ) − φ† ∂ µ φ + 2Aµ Aµ Aν φ† ∂ν φ − φ (∂ν φ)
+2e4 Aµ Aµ Aν Aν φ† φ + O(γ 2 ) . (55)
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The above expression contains all terms relevant to Feynman diagrams predicted
by the usual scalar Quantum Electrodynamics (QED) Lagrangian with the addition
of RGUP corrections. By counting the fields in each term, it is easy to see that up
to 6-point vertices (2 scalar and 4 gauge) are allowed. This Lagrangian contains 74
Table 1. Classification of the Feynman vertices
arising from Eq.(55) in terms of the powers of the
coupling constants: α the fine structure constant;
γ the minimum length coefficient.
Powers of γ

Powers of α

α1/2

α1/2 γ

α
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A

αγ
α3/2 γ
α2 γ
α5/2 γ
α3 γ

α1/2 γ 2
αγ 2
3/2
α γ2
α2 γ 2
α5/2 γ 2
α3 γ 2

α1/2 γ 3
αγ 3
3/2
α γ3
α2 γ 3
α5/2 γ 3
α3 γ 3

Feynman diagrams, with coupling constants classified by powers of the fine structure
constant α and the minimum length parameter γ, see Table 1 . It is also worth
mentioning that in the low energy limit γ → 0 we recover the usual Lagrangian for
a complex scalar fields.
Similar procedure is done for the Dirac field Lagrangian the full RGUP-QED
action reads
Z
Z
S = L d4 x = [LA + Lψ ] d4 x

Z 
1
(56)
= ψ̄ iτ µ Dµ ψ − γ ψ̄iτ µ Dµ Dν Dν ψ − F µν Fµν d4 x .
4
We can read off the vertices after we expand the covariant derivatives in the minimally coupled modified Dirac field Lagrangian Eq.(38)
Lψ = iψ̄τ µ ∂µ ψ + iγ ψ̄τ µ ∂ ρ ∂ρ ∂µ ψ − mψ̄ψ


− e ψ̄τ µ Aµ ψ − 2γ ψ̄τ µ (∂µ Aρ ) ∂ρ ψ − 2γ ψ̄τ µ Aρ ∂µ ∂ρ ψ − γ ψ̄τ µ Aµ ∂ ρ ∂ρ ψ


− ie2 γ 2ψ̄τ µ Aµ Aρ ∂ρ ψ + 2ψ̄τ µ (∂µ Aρ ) Aρ ψ − ψ̄τ µ Aρ Aρ ∂µ ψ

− e3 γ ψ̄τµ Aµ Aρ Aρ ψ . (57)

Up to five particle vertices allowed, they include always two fermions and from one
to three gauge bosons. Furthermore, the coupling constants for each vertex are a
product of powers of the electronic charge e and the RGUP coefficient γ. In fact,
the power of the electronic charge determines how many bosons couple to the vertex
and the power of γ is 0 for the usual terms and 1 for the RGUP corrections terms.
As before we can classify the coupling constants in Table 2.
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Table 2. Classification of
the coupling constants in
Eq.(57) in terms of the powers: α the fine structure constant; γ the minimum length
coefficient.
Powers of γ
Powers of α

α1/2
N/A
N/A

α1/2 γ
αγ
α3/2 γ

6. RGUP Corrections to QED scattering amplitudes
The calculations for the scattering amplitudes can be quite cumbersome so we will
not present them in full here. If the reader is interested the full calculations are
presented in 64,65,69 .
The particular case we will be studying is an electron-muon scattering. We
made this choice to avoid mass degeneracies which will complicate our calculations
without helping in clarifying the concept. First when calculating the scattering
amplitudes the focus will be on the 3-point vertices, containing up to first order the
RGUP coefficient γ. This approximation is justified by the fact that the 3-point
vertices will have the largest contribution to the scattering amplitudes.
In brief, we begin by calculating the transition amplitudes for a single three
legged vertex. For the scalar field we get
Z
i
h
Tf i = − i eAµ φ†f ∂µ φi − φf ∂µ φ†i d4 x
Z

− i eγAµ 4∂ν ∂ ν φ† ∂µ φ + 4∂ ν φ† ∂ν ∂µ φ + φ† ∂ν ∂ ν ∂µ φ − 4∂ν ∂ ν φ∂µ φ†

(58a)
−4∂ ν φ∂ν ∂µ φ† − φ∂ν ∂ ν ∂µ φ† d4 x .
In the QED case we get for the different components
Z
Z
µ
4
Tf i = i eψ̄f τ Aµ ψi d x + i 2eγ∂ρ ψ̄f τ ρ Aµ ∂µ ψi d4 x ,
Z
− i eγ ψ̄τ µ Aµ ∂ ρ ∂ρ ψ d4 x .

(59a)

The separation in different terms is purely for convenience.
We then couple two Feynman vertices thorough a gauge boson Aµ , and isolate
the modified invariant amplitude squared

3 + cos θ 
1 + 8γE 2 (1 − cos θ) ,
1 − cos θ
 2

t + u2
1
tu − u2
2
2 2
2
2
|Mspinor | = 32π ǫ0 α
,
+
γ(m
+
m
)
e
muon
s2
2
s2
|MScalar |2 = 4πα

(60a)
(60b)
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where s, t, u are the Mandelstam variables given by
2

2

s = (k + k ′ ) = (p + p′ ) ≈ 2k · k ′ ≈ 2p · p′ ,
2

′

′ 2

′

(61a)
′

(61b)

u = (k − p′ ) = (p − k ′ ) ≈ −2k · p′ ≈ −2p · k ′ .

(61c)

t = (k − p) = (p − k ) ≈ −2k · p ≈ −2k · p ,
2

From here, it is easy to calculate the RGUP scaled transition rates, from which we
can isolate a formula for the differential cross-ectons for both cases. For the scalar
fields, the differential cross-section is
2



1 2 3 + cos θ
dσ
1 + 16γE 2 (1 − cos θ) ,
(62)
α
=
dΩ CM
4s
1 − cos θ
and for the spinors
dσ
dΩ

=
CM



 1

α2 1
1 + cos2 θ + γ(m2e + m2muon ) cos θ + cos2 θ .
4s 2
4

(63)

As one can see from the differential cross-section for the scalar fields Eq. (62), the
magnitude og QG effects depends on the energy of the scattering squared, and it will
be largest for the backscattering. We can see that this is also the case in the spinor
case Eq.(63). It is interesting to note that for the spinor case the corrections depend
on the mass squared of the particles involved. This suggests that minimum length
effects on scattering amplitudes may be measurable for electromagnetic scattering
of heavier systems, such as scattering of heavy ions. Applied to existing data from
the Xe-Xe scattering observed in the ATLAS experiment, the order of magnitude of
the corrections is γ m2Xe /4 ∼ 10−34 70 . The respective upper bounds on the RGUP
parameter are then set to be γ0 < 1034 .
7. Conclusion
In this work we have extended the Generalized Uncertainty Principle to relativistic
framework. This leads to the solution of two major problems: the dependence of
the minimum measurable length on the frame of reference; and the composition law
problem. This allowed us to extend the reach of GUP from experiments and effects
in Quantum Mechanics into Quantum Fired Theory. We achieved that through
the formulation of Effective Field Theory with minimum length. Further, we were
able to calculate the scattering amplitudes for high-enegy scattering of scalar and
spinor particles. Comparing our results to data collecd in the ATLAS experiments,
we were able to obtain bounds on the RGUP parameters, i.e. γ0 < 1034 . This
bound does not seem impressive on the first glance, however, it is sixteen orders of
magnitude improvement compared to previous results from purely quadratic GUP
models.
Additionally, we have already been able to obtain RGUP modified action for
a spin-2 particle, and through the classical limit connect it to quadratic gravity,
allowing us to test our ideas into fields like cosmological inflation.
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The results presented here provide a valuable step to extend the reach of Quantum Gravity Phenomenology to the most highly energetic earthbound experiments
like LHC. For example, we need to generalize the results here for the gauge group of
the Standard Model U (1)⊗SU (2)⊗SU (3). Additionally, the gauge field Lagrangian
can be used to calculate corrections to phenomena in classical electrodynamics and
light propagation, amongst others, like cosmology with weakly self-interacting photons, gravitational waves, and Higgs mechanism and mass.
Appendix A. Ostrogradsky method and Vacuum Instability
The Ostrogradsky method is a mathematical constructions allowing one to work
with higher derivative Lagrangians 66–68 . One of the major issues with it, is the
instability of the Hamiltonian, arising when one considers higher than second order
derivative. The instability for the particular case presented in here is discussed in
the following appendix. We show that the Hamiltonian for a scalar field is positively
defined in sub Planckian regimes, thus fixing the applicable domain for our Effective
field theory.
We from the equation of motion for the real scalar field, obtained from the modified dispersion relation which corresponds to the Casimir operator of the modified
Poincaré group defined in 62
pρ0 p0ρ (1 + 2αγ 2 pσ0 p0σ ) = −(mc)2 .

(A.1)

The Lagrangian for a real scalar field is derived by assuming the most general form
of the Lagrangian, and applying the Ostrogradsky method to obtain its equations
of motion and comparing to Eq.(A.1). The form of the Lagrangian is
1
1
∂µ φ∂ µ φ − m2 φ2 + γ ∂ν ∂ ν ∂ µ φ ∂µ φ .
2
2
The generalized coordinates are defined as
Lφ,R =

q1 ≡ φ q2 ≡ ∂µ ∂ µ φ .

(A.2)

(A.3)

The generalized momenta are then derived as
∂L
= 2γ∂ µ φ ,
∂(∂µ ∂ρ ∂ ρ φ)
∂L
− ∂σ ∂ σ πρµρ = ∂ µ φ .
πµ =
∂(∂µ φ)

πρµρ =

(A.4a)
(A.4b)

The Hamiltonian density is then obtained using the Ostrogradsky Legendre transformations
1
1
H = π µ ∂µ φ + πρµρ ∂σ ∂ σ ∂µ φ − π µ πµ − πρµρ ∂ σ ∂σ πµ + mφ2
(A.5a)
2
2
1
1
= π µ πµ + m2 φ2 .
(A.5b)
2
2
We can easily see that the above is positive definite. However, we can also see that
the correction terms cancel, the Quantum Gravity corrections are hidden in the
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dispersion relation of φ. The field φ is solution of Eq.(A.1) which has four different
solutions all containing Quantum Gravity corrections. The calculation above is
done in the framework of De Donder Weyl Covariant Hamiltonian Formulation of
Field Theory.
Considering the same definition of generalized coordinates presented in Eq.(A.3),
one can derive the field momenta outside of the De Donder Weyl formulation as
∂L
= 2γ φ̇ ,
(A.6a)
πρρ =
∂(∂ρ ∂ ρ φ̇)
∂L
− ∂σ ∂ σ πρρ = φ̇ .
(A.6b)
π=
∂(φ̇)
Performing the Legendre transformation the Hamiltonian density is obtained as
1
1
H = π φ̇ + πρρ ∂σ ∂ σ φ̇ − ππ − πρρ ∂ σ ∂σ π + mφ2
2
2
1
σ
(A.7)
+ (∇φ) · (∇φ) + γ (∇φ) · (∂σ ∂ ∇φ)
2
1
1
1
= ππ + mφ2 + (∇φ) · (∇φ) + γ (∇φ) · (∂σ ∂ σ ∇φ) .
(A.8)
2
2
2
We can not be sure if he Hamiltonian density is positive definite. This is due to
γ0
the fact that one is not sure of the sign of the term proportional to γ = (MPl
c)2 .
−38
If one assumes that γ0 is of the order one, the coefficient is γ ∼ 10 . Therefore,
for energies smaller than the Planck energy E < EP l , the leading order terms in
Eq.(A.7) are several orders of magnitude bigger than the quantum gravity corrections, which means that the Hamiltonian density on the whole is positive definite
and does not have Ostrogradsky instability. Conclusion about the positive definition of the Hamiltonian for energies bigger than the Planck energy E > EP l cannot
be drawn. Making the QFT presented here an effective theory.
Appendix B. Modified Poncaré algebra representations
Let us explore the RGUP modified Poincaré algebra. The physical position xµ and
momentum pµ are functions of the auxiliary ones represented as
xµ = xµ0
µ

p =

pµ0

(B.1a)
(1 +

γpρ0 p0ρ ) .

(B.1b)

While the Lorentz generators are defined as
M µν = pµ xν − pν xµ = [1 + γpρ0 p0 ρ ] M̃ µν ,

(B.2)

where it is wort mentioning that all the results are truncated to first order in the
RGUP parameter γ. The modified Poincaré algebra is then calculated to be
[xµ , M νρ ] = i~[1 + γpρ p ρ ] (xν δ µρ − xρ δ µν ) + i~2γpµM νρ
µ

νρ

µν

ρσ

[p , M
[M

,M

ρ

ν µρ

] = i~[1 + γp p ρ ] (p δ
ρ

µρ

ρ µν

−p δ

] = i~ (1 + γp p ρ ) (η M

νσ

−η

(B.3a)

),

µσ

M

(B.3b)
νρ

νρ

−η M

µσ

+η

νσ

M

µρ

) . (B.3c)
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We can show that the physical rotations Ji and boosts Ki are as follows
1
1
εimn M mn = (1 + γpρ p ρ ) εimn M̃ mn
2
2
Ki = M0i = (1 + γpρ p ρ ) M̃0i ,
Ji =

(B.4a)
(B.4b)

The algebra for which is
[Ji , Jj ] = −iεijk (1 + γpρ p ρ ) J k ,
ρ

k

[Ki , Kj ] = iεijk (1 + γp p ρ ) J ,
ρ

k

[Ji , Kj ] = iεijk (1 + γp p ρ ) K .

(B.5a)
(B.5b)
(B.5c)

Once again we can define new set of this time physical operators Ai and Bi


1
1
Ai = (Ji + iKi ) = (1 + γpρ p ρ ) J˜i + iK̃i
(B.6a)
2
2


1
1
(B.6b)
Bi = (Ji − iKi ) = (1 + γpρ p ρ ) J˜i − iK̃i .
2
2
Which form the following algebra
[Ai , Aj ] = −iεijk (1 + γpρ p ρ ) Ak ,
ρ

k

(B.7a)

[Bi , Bj ] = −iεijk (1 + γp p ρ ) B ,

(B.7b)

[Ai , Bj ] = 0 .

(B.7c)

We notice that once again this algebra is equivalent to SU (2) ⊗ SU (2) algebra.
The irreducible representation of which are scalar (0, 0), spinors/fermions (0, 1/2)
and (1/2, 0), vector bosons/ photons (1/2, 1/2), and potentially gravitons (1, 1). We
have taken two things in consideration: First that the modified Poincaré algebra has
both the auxiliary momentum squared p0 µ pµ0 and the physical momentum squared
pµ pµ as Casimir invariants; And second that those quantities are scalars and therefore modify the structure constants of the algebra without actually changing its
physical properties.
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