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In this work we investigate the relation between curved momentum space and momentum-
dependent gauge fields. While the former is a classic idea that has been shown to be tied to
minimal-length models, the latter constitutes a relatively recent development in quantum gravity
phenomenology. In particular, the gauge principle in momentum space amounts to a modification
of the position operator of the form X* — X" — gA“(P) akin to a gauge-covariant derivative in mo-
mentum space according to the minimal coupling prescription. Here, we derive both effects from a
Kaluza-Klein reduction of a higher-dimensional geometry exhibiting curvature in momentum space.
The interplay of the emerging gauge fields as well as the remaining curved momentum space lead to
modifications of the Heisenberg algebra. While the gauge fields imply Moyal-type noncommutativ-
ity dependent on the analogue field strength tensor, the dimensionally reduced curved momentum
space geometry translates to a Snyder-type noncommutative geometry.

I. INTRODUCTION

The idea of space being endowed with a minimum length or area has captured a lot of attention over the last couple
of decades. On the one hand, a popular model of this kind is given by noncommutative geometry of Moyal-type by
which we mean rectilinear coordinates obeying the algebra

[#%,47] = i0Y, (1)

where ©% is an anti-symmetric, constant rank-2 tensor, we work in units in which 2 = 1 and the Latin indices stand
for d—1 spatial coordinates (in this paper we concentrate on non-relativistic single-particle quantum mechanics). The
remainder of the Heisenberg algebra is assumed to stay unmodified. Following the Schrodinger-Robertson relation,
Eq. (@) leads to a minimal quantum of area

Azt Ax? > %|@”| (2)

A review of noncommutative field theory can be found in ﬂ], and interesting applications of noncommutative geometry
to the spectrum of the hydrogen atom are considered in E] Moreover, noncommutative geometry may cure the
singularities found in black holes and other solutions in general relativity B]

On the other hand, the minimal-length paradigm, one of the oldest concepts in quantum gravity M—B], has experi-
enced an significant increase in popularity in recent times. In that vein, the algebra of single-particle observables may
be deformed in an alternative way leading to generalized uncertainty principles [4-14] (for a review see [15]). These
can be derived from algebras of the form

[‘%iuﬁj] = Zf;(ﬁ)v [ijv‘%j] = Z@(ﬁ)jﬂ, [ﬁiuﬁj] =0, (3)
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with the (possibly modified) generator of rotations 7% = 22l1pil and the functions of momenta f; and 6 which are
related by Jacobi identities (see [16]).

In this paper we search for a single geometric construction leading to either type of deformed Heisenberg algebra.
Indeed, there are two concepts which are to be unified:

1. Curved Momentum space M] and

2. Momentum-dependent gauge fields' [23] arising from a momentum-space local U(1) symmetry.

By analogy with the original Kaluza-Klein theory, we show that these two approaches are intimately related be-
cause the momentum-gauge fields can be obtained from a curved, higher-dimensional momentum-space geometry via
compactification on a circle in momentum space. The Kaluza Klein approach was originally proposed in coordinate
space in ﬂﬂ, ], and then further developed in several stages by many authors, some of which have been reviewed in
@] This includes examples where the Kaluza Klein approach has been generalized to include many extra dimensions
that could lead to non-abelian gauge fields. In this context, the off-diagonal components of the metric, . e. the ones
mixing an extra dimension with ordinary dimensions, are reinterpreted as gauge fields. Similarly, gauge invariance is
reinterpreted as a subgroup of general coordinate invariance.

Note that, while we sometimes revert to representations throughout this paper to provide intuitive interpretations,
the whole formalism is considered on the level of operators and therefore independent of representation.

The paper is structured as follows. In section [l we introduce the notion of curved momentum space and its
connection to generalized uncertainty principles. Section [II]is devoted to Kaluza-Klein reduction leading to the main
result of the paper. Finally, we conclude in section [Vl

II. CURVED MOMENTUM SPACE

The idea that geometry may depend on directions additionally to positions originally goes back to Riemann’s famous
habilitation dissertation ﬂﬂ] Mathematically, it was first developed by Finsler ﬂﬁ] and Cartan m] to be further
expanded upon throughout the whole 20th century (for a comprehensive overview consult [30, 31]).

It was Born who, under the impression of finding the symmetry of quantum mechanics under exchange of positions
and momenta (& +— —p), proposed to let momentum space be curved @] Indeed, it is the curvature of spacetime,
and only spacetime, that breaks this symmetry, now dubbed Born reciprocity. This idea sparked a number of further
works, namely by Gol'fand [3335], Tamm [36, 37] as well as Batalin and Fradkin @,@] which culminated in the
theory of quantum groups by Drinfel’d @] and their physical application by Majid @ ).2

It has been known for a some time that a number of models studied in Quantum Gravity Phenomenology ﬂﬂ, @]
find their geometric counterpart in curved momentum space. For instance, Lorentz invariance violating theories can
be understood geometrically in terms of Finsler or Hamilton geometries ] (for the mathematical background
see [31)]). Similarly, Deformed Special Relativity [51,52] is set on a de Sitter-shaped momentum space [53, [54].

Recently, it has been shown that modified Heisenberg algebras follow a similar pattern m—@]: Non-relativistic
single-particle theories exhibiting a generalized uncertainty principle as well as a noncommutative geometry can be
mapped onto theories yielding non-relativistic single-particle dynamics on curved momentum space. Here, the concept
of curved momentum space refers to the theory of generalized Hamilton spaces (see [18, [31] for more information).

This ansatz may as well be applied in reversed order ﬂﬁ] such that a noncommutative space emerges from an
underlying momentum space geometry. Along these lines, the kinematics of the non-relativistic single-particle quantum
theory at hand are to be described in terms of the canonical positions X? and momenta P;, satisfying the algebra

(X7, Pj] = id, (X, X7 =0, 1P, Py = 0. (4)

Given these rather ordinary kinematics, the background geometry is encoded into the dynamics, i. e. the Hamiltonian
H — a sum of the kinetic energy K the potential V.

I This is a genuinely new approach which is not related to the literature on gauge fields on curved momentum space (see e. g. , })
In the present paper, the gauge-fields themselves depend on the momentum of the considered particle. Thus, they are to satisfy
nﬁ)mentum—space analogues to Maxwell’s equations (or non-abelian generalizations thereof). This has recently been touched upon in
23],

2 Momentum-dependent gauge fields, in turn, are the Born reciprocals of ordinary gauge fields. Imposing Born reciprocity on the content
of the universe (as Born did it for geometry) would thus make their existence a necessity. This will become even clearer in the present
work where both the curved momentum space as well as the momentum-dependent gauge fields stem from the same higher, dimensional
geometry.



On the one hand, the kinetic part of the Hamiltonian in itself should give rise geodesic motion on the background
Hamilton geometry. Recently, it has been shown that this is the case for the geodesic distance from the origin in
momentum space o @], satisfying the differential equation

Gij (p)éiafpéjafp = 40123, (5)

with the momentum-dependent metric g;;. Then, the obvious choice, K = 0% /2m, with the mass of the given particle
m, is covariant with respect to passive diffeomorphisms in momentum space as expected from a theory of curved
momentum space. Moreover, it reduces to K = §% P,P;/2m, i. e. the ordinary free-particle Hamiltonian, in the flat
limit.

On the other hand, any covariant central potential® depends on the geodesic distance from a point, the origin
say, i.e. V(0%). As example may serve the isotropic harmonic oscillator of frequency w, implying V = mw?c% /2.
The nontrivial step here lies in assuming both geodesic distances, op and ox, to be derived from the same metric.
This metric thus governs both position and momentum space simultaneously which has been shown to be the case in
Hamilton geometries [30].%

In a nutshell, the Hamiltonian governing the non-relativistic dynamics on a given curved momentum space reads

5 _ Ob -2
H = 5 +V(5%), (6)
where 6p and 6x represent the operator-valued counterparts of the geodesic distances to be specified below.”

Given a curved background, commutation relations of the form provided in Eq. () are satisfied by phase space
variables representing normal coordinates and their conjugates, a fact that was already appreciated by Dirac in 1930
@] Assume, by analogy, the given system to be described in terms of normal coordinates constructed around the
origin of momentum space. Then, the classical geodesic distances introduced above read 0% = X'g;;(P)X’ and
0% = 6 P, P}, respectively, with the Kronecker symbol §%. The quantum mechanical counterpart of 0% clearly suffers
from an operator ordering ambiguity. This ambiguity, however, can be resolved by reverting to geometric calculus
as outlined in ﬂ6__1|] in the context of curved position space. As a result, quantization is carried through in a local
orthonormal frame 2% = ef(P)Xl as 6% = 8ap2%4°, with the vielbein 2.5 It is important to note, however, that the
ordering is irrelevant for the interpretation of the underlying geometry, which (as usual in first-quantized theories) is
intrinsically classical.

Say, we decide to describe the system in question in terms of the normal-frame positions z* and the original
momenta. This amounts to the noncanonical transformation

Xt 3% = e XY, Pi — po = 5, P,. (7)
These new variables are not of Darboux-type. Instead, they obey the nontrivial algebra
(@, po) = def,  [a%,8") = 2ie" 0" () (e i, [paiin] =0, (®)

with the derivative in momentum space &/ = 9/dP; = 619/dp,. Furthermore, the Hamiltonian becomes

H =2~ +V(i?), 9)

modulo additional fields, where we defined &2 = 194,2%2" and p? = 7*papy. Thus, we apparently describe dynamics
in flat spacetime. This is, of course, not really the case. Instead, we just shifted all geometrical information to the

3 On the formal level, the family of potentials which can be considered along the lines of the present paper coincides with the one described
in [56].

4 Beyond noncommutative geometry in quantum gravity phenomenology, it is not uncommon to find Hamiltonians which are not quadratic
in momenta (for example in polymer quantum mechanics Iﬂ, @] or the Dicke model @}) In principle, depending on the model at
hand, it may also be possible to reinterpret these in terms of curved momentum space, as long as the to-become geodesic distances in
position and momentum space can indeed be derived from the same metric.

5 On a curved momentum space, the position representation of these operators may appear to be hopelessly nonlocal. However, for
phenomenological purposes, it is usually enough to revert to perturbative techniques. On the nonperturbative level, it is more practical
to make use of the momentum representation.

6 Accordingly, a momentum representation in which 6§{ is self-adjoint requires to choose the invariant volume form /det g#/ (P)d4—1P
(in d — 1 dimensions) as Hilbert space measure.



algebra. Then, given a suitably chosen wvielbein, this construction indeed results in a theory exhibiting a generalized
uncertainty principle as well as a noncommutative geometry.”

In particular, we may choose to expand the geometry in terms of Riemann normal coordinates around the origin
in momentum space (i. e. for small momenta) such that the vielbein reads approximately

. . 1 . A A
ca = 0o+ 8" | p—o P Pi- (10)

The resulting modification to the Heisenberg algebra becomes

@ 50) =i (35 + 8,y Bepa/6) (11)

[ja7jb] ~q (Sbacd + Sd[ab]c) jcd/67 (12)
p=0

[ﬁavﬁb] =0, (13)

with the curvature tensor in momentum space S%*?. For instance a maximally symmetric space satisfying S¢ =
S(gatged — gadgbe) /d(d — 1) (where S denotes the scalar curvature) implies the deformed algebra

ca Sp* 15p”py
[.I apb] —Zab |:1+6d(d_1):| _Gd(d_l)a (14)
S
[, 2] 2d(d 1)3’7 : (15)
[Ba Pb] =O0. (16)

This surely is of the form contemplated in the literature on generalized uncertainty principles ﬂﬁ, , , @] Indeed,
it similar but not equivalent to a Snyder space @@]

III. KALUZA-KLEIN REDUCTION AND EMERGENCE OF MOMENTUM GAUGE FIELDS

The basic construction behind Kaluza-Klein theories in position space requires postulating extra dimensions, in
the original Kaluza Klein model, one extra dimension, say d, in addition to the observed d — 1 dimensions (indicated
by Latin letters, ranging from 1 until d — 1 as above). While the metric has g4q and gq; components, it is assumed
to be independent of the coordinate X?. This is widely known as the cylinder condition. Then, the gauge fields are
identified from the g4; components.

In the present work, we apply this idea to a momentum-dependent background. By complete analogy, all components
of the metric are assumed to be Py-independent, i. e. it satisfies the analogue cylinder condition dg;;/0P; = 0. The
momentum-gauge fields are identified from the g4; components.

In that vein, we assume the higher-dimensional background to be described by the metric

1J _ gij(ﬁ’k) + ¢2AiAj(Pk) ¢2Ai(15k)
77 ( P? A (Py) ®*(Py) )’ an

with the dilaton field ¢ and the gauge one-form A,,, and where the capitalized indices IJ range from 1 to d. Its inverse
can be immediately obtained as

_ 9i;(Pr) — A gi(Py)
or7 = (—Akgmﬁk) (A1 ATg, - ¢2><Pk>> (18)

with g;; = (¢*)~'. Note that this definition is inverse to the usual one in coordinate space — in momentum space the
roles of the metric and its inverse are generally interchanged (see e. g. ﬂ@])

To obtain the dynamics of a non-relativistic particle moving on this background, we proceed along the lines of
the preceding section. However, we have to add the assumption that the particle at hand cannot propagate into the

7 At this point, it becomes clear why the present discussion is restricted to nonrelativistic systems. While the same noncanonical
transformation may also be carried out on the relativistic level in analogous manner, there is no reason to impose that &2 = 0%{ because
relativistic systems are, in general, not subject to nonlocal potentials of the kind given in Egs. (@) and (@).



additional, dth dimension. Thus, the resulting Hamiltonian has to be evaluated at vanishing P;. As a result, it has
to be of the form

. 62

|f3 =0 N
=220 v (63 p,00) (19)

where V' denotes the potential as above. Furthermore, H # H(P;), implies by Noether’s theorem that the constant
X® can be interpreted as a charge parameter. As a matter of fact, this is the exact analogue of the coordinate-
space Kaluza-Klein theories as a part of which the independence of the metric of the dth coordinate leads to the
interpretation of Py as electric charge.

Plugging in the metric (IT), the geodesic distance from the origin in position space becomes

02 =g XTX7 = gi; (X7 — XA (X7 — XLAT) + (X2 /92 (20)

This is to be described in terms of d coordinates z* such that 02 = 2?2, a procedure that can be simplified by choosing
the dilaton to be a large constant. Then, the last term in Eq. (20) is negligible. A large interval for the extra
dimension in momentum space implies a small interval in coordinate space. Thus, the extra dimension is assumed to
be very small as usual in Kaluza-Klein theories. As a result, the inverse metric reads

grj = (i{j A:{Zk) : (21)
Applying this identification, we immediately obtain
02 =g (X" — XA (XT — x4AT). (22)
Along the lines of the preceding section, this quantity may be quantized in a local orthonormal frame. Thus, it may
be expressed as

62 = §ap2%a?, (23)

with the new coordinate

3 = ed( X' — X1AY(By)). (24)

Concerning the kinetic term, the projection on P; = 0, which is valid on the whole geodesic, implies that the
geodesic distance from the origin in momentum space is evaluated on the corresponding hypersurfaces. By analogy
with Eq. (@), it then satisfies the differential equation [69]

4012)|Pd:0 = QIJ310§|PUZ:06JU§|P¢:O = gijaiU§|Pd:06jU§|Pd:0~ (25)

As a result, the kinetic term is independent of the momentum gauge fields and can be derived solely from the
lower-dimensional metric.

Additionally assuming as in the preceding section that the original system was described in terms of normal
coordinates expanded around the origin in momentum space, the geodesic distance can be expressed as 0127 =469 PP,
In this case, we may thus complement the transformation of the coordinates with an identity transformation of the
momenta such that we generalize Eq. (@) to

30 = e [ X1 - XdAi(Pk)] , o= 01D (26)

Bearing in mind the momentum-space representation of the position operator (X ¢ = i0/0P;), Eq. (20) exactly
amounts to the minimal-coupling prescription of the momentum derivative (the position operator) discussed in ﬂﬁ],
i. e. a gauge-covariant derivative in momentum space D#, where X< plays the role of a charge. Indeed, it may be
understood as a momentum-space local symmetry of the quantum dynamics with respect to U(1)-transformations of
the wave function i. e. 1(p) — e**P)e)(p). Note, however, that while this is an appealing interpretation, on the formal
level this approach is not tied to any representation. In principle, it is also possible to interpret this symmetry in
position space, in the form v (z) — (=) (x).

Given the transformation (20]), we obtain the general modified algebra

2%, P] = ief, (&7, 2"] = 2ief 0’ (e]) (e J1a +i(XI)2F, [Pa, o] = 0, (27)



with the field strength of the momentum gauge field F* = 29l@ A% (which was to be expected because [ =

D, Db]/(Xd)Q). For constant field strength (X9)2F% = ©%_ . e. to lowest admissible order, the noncommutativity
induced by the momentum gauge fields is of Moyal-type as provided in Eq. ().

To subleading order of the Riemann normal coordinate expansion on maximally symmetric slices, this combines
Moyal- with Snyder-type noncommutativity, reading

e Sp? s

[.I apb] —Zab |:1+6d(d—1):| _Gd(d_l)a (28)
~a bl ~soab iS ~ba

i, 87] 0 4 o (29)
[Pa, D] =0. (30)

Thus, both kinds of modification can be derived within the same framework from a curved higher-dimensional geometry
in momentum space.

IV. CONCLUSION

In this paper we have studied the remarkable connection between two apparently different approaches to the
origin of spacetime noncommutativity. The first of these is based on curved momentum space M], while the
second one involves momentum-space analogues of the well-known U(1) gauge fields ﬂﬁ] expressing an invariance
under momentum-space local U(1) transformations. Both of these formulations combine an unusual Hamiltonian
(dynamics) with an ordinary algebra of observables (kinematics). We find equivalent descriptions for these theories
in terms of an ordinary-looking Hamiltonian, but a nontrivial algebra of observables, thus shifting the deformation
from geometry to algebra. In this way, we make contact with the kinds of deformations which are routinely studied
in quantum gravity phenomenology.

Drawing on the formalism introduced in ﬂﬂ], by means of a noncanonical transformation of the momentum coordi-
nates, we have converted the Hamiltonian of a single quantum particle moving on a curved momentum space into its
flat-space counterpart, while simultaneously obtaining a noncommutative geometry of Snyder-type for the new space-
time coordinates. Moreover, along the lines of ﬂﬁ], we have obtained coordinate noncommutativity of Moyal-type
from the commutator of momentum-space covariant derivatives induced by underlying momentum-dependent gauge
fields [23].

Finally, we have unified both of these approaches in a Kaluza-Klein scenario in momentum space. In that vein,
we have added an additional dimension to the background and equipped the underlying metric with non-vanishing
off-diagonal elements. Under the assumption, that the additional dimension is small and that the described particle
cannot propagate in it, we have found that these off-diagonal terms exactly provide the momentum gauge fields defined
in ﬂﬁ], while the remaining part of the geometry translates to generalized uncertainty principles as pointed out in m
], both within one and the same formalism. Together they imply Moyal- as well as Snyder-type noncommutativity.

While the present paper deals with these noncommutative geometries for commutators of positions, by virtue of the
Born reciprocal property of quantum theory @] the present discussion can be readily extended to noncommutative
momentum space in terms of curved position space and ordinary gauge fields. Indeed, at least on the formal level
both can be described simultaneously by reverting to canonical phase space variables, while making use of a deformed
Hamiltonian.

Besides from providing a whole new way of understanding noncommutative geometry, this framework may also be
of practical benefit — if a calculation on one side of the duality constructed in this paper, e.g. Moyal- or Snyder-
noncommutative geometry, turns out to be too involved, it may be useful to consider the other side, 7. e. momentum-
gauge fields or curved momentum space. In particular, the formalism introduced here makes it possible to consider
Moyal- and Snyder-noncommutative geometry in a unified way. Furthermore, the new approach of theories invariant
under momentum-space local transformations opens up its very own field of possibilities. We hope to report back on
this subject in future work.
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