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Propagation of spinors on a noncommutative spacetime:
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Some noncommutative (NC) theories posses a certain type of dualities that are implicitly built
within their structure. In this paper we establish still another example of this kind. More precisely,
we show that the noncommutative U (1), gauge theory coupled to a NC scalar field and to a classical
geometry of the Reissner—Nordstrom (RN) type is completely equivalent at the level of equations
of motion to the commutative U(1) gauge theory coupled to a commutative scalar field and to
a classical geometry background, different from the starting RN background. The new (effective)
metric is obtained from the RN metric by switching on an additional nonvanishing » — ¢ component.
Using this duality between two theories and physical systems they describe, we formulate an effective
approach to studying a dynamics of spin % fields on the curved background of RN type with an
abiding noncommutative structure. As opposed to that, we also study the dynamics of spin % fields
in a more formal way, by studying the semiclassical theory which describes the NC U(1), gauge
field coupled with NC spin % field and also with gravity which is however treated classically. Upon
utilising the Seiberg-Witten map in order to write the NC spinor and NC gauge fields in terms of
their corresponding commutative degrees of freedom, we find that the equation of motion for the
fermion field obtained within the formal approach exactly coincides with the equation of motion
obtained within the effective approach that utilises noncommutative duality. We then use these
results to analyze the problem of stability of solutions of the equations of motion and the associated
issue of superradiance, as related to fermions in RN spacetime with an all-pervasive noncommutative
structure.

I. INTRODUCTION

Many distinct approaches to a unification of quantum mechanics with gravity in the ultraviolet sector point toward
the existence of absolute minimal length scale, whose very presence puts a lower bound to the minimal possible
resolution of space as its intrinsic property. As a consequence, one of the cornerstones of quantum mechanics, the
Heisenberg uncertainty relations, start to call for a revision, resulting in a generalized uncertainty principle [1],[2],
which is also suggested by perturbative string theory [3],[4], quantum gravity [5],[6] and black hole physics [7].
Moreover, in loop quantum gravity a process of quantization gives rise to the area and volume operators which have
discrete spectra, whose lowest possible eigenvalues are being proportional to the square and cube of the Planck length,
respectively [8],[9]. This, together with the generalized uncertainty principle, implies the existence of a minimum
uncertainty in position [7],[10],[11],[12].

One of the more known patterns to implement a minimal length scale in quantum mechanics, quantum field theory
(QFT) and gravity is provided by the frame of noncommutative (NC) geometry, which is characterized by the fact
that the spacetime coordinates get raised to the level of the operators and thus generally fail to commute [13-17]. The
idea of noncommutativity of spacetime was first clearly articulated by Snyder [18] and expounded further in terms of
geometric notions by Alain Connes [19],[20]. Correspondingly, a possibility to observe the consequences of spacetime
noncommutativity and the existence of a minimal length scale led to the intensive study of noncommutative versions
of quantum mechanics, QFT and gravity with the aim of revising the standard theories as diverse as the gauge theory,
particle physics and the Quantum Hall effect (QHE), thermodynamics and the black-hole physics and cosmology, so
that they may keep the track with and accommodate the eventual novel features into their framework [21-32].

It is known in general that various noncommutative models, including models of noncommutative field theory and
noncommutative gravity allow for a representation in terms of classical commutative fields either in a compact and
closed form or in a form of a perturbation expansion up to a certain order in a deformation parameter. The most known
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example of this kind is obtained by means of the Seiberg-Witten (SW) map [15], which is a field transformation that
allows to rewrite a gauge theory on noncommutative space as a gauge theory on commutative space. In an attempt
to map a noncommutative gauge field theory to its commutative counterpart from which it emerged as a result of
deforming an associated Poisson structure, the SW map undoubtedly becomes highly important.

Related to this, it is noteworthy to recall that the SW map helped to resolve some of the issues that had appeared
by the introduction of the star-product into the action, among them being the advent of the field operator ordering
ambiguities, as well as the breaking of the ordinary gauge invariance and the problem with the charge quantisation.
This map also ensures that by going from a set of degrees of freedom describing noncommutative gauge symmetry to
a corresponding set describing local commutative gauge symmetry the number of degrees of freedom stays the same.
This way a number of NC deformed QFT’s could be properly defined for arbitrary gauge group representations, which
has facilitated the building of the whole range of semi-realistic NC deformed particle physics [33-41] and gravity
models [42-46].

Another interesting situation where the NC theory allows for an interpretation in terms of commutative degrees
of freedom involves a class of noncommutative models which have been shown to exhibit a specific type of duality
relations that are implicitly built-in at the level of equations of motion. This feature has been observed in some
hybrid or semi-hybrid noncommutative models investigated within a so called realization framework [47-53], which
utilizes the representation of NC coordinates and NC field operators in terms of formal power series of generators
of the undeformed Heisenberg algebra. The Lagrangian density in these models, which is expressed partially or
completely in terms of NC degrees of freedom (that’s why these models are being labelled as hybrid or semi-hybrid),
allowed not only for a reinterpretation of the Lagrangian density in terms of commutative degrees of freedom, but also
allowed for a radical refashioning of the initial semi-hybrid NC model so that it could take on a form of an effective
commutative model realized within a similar or even the same physical setting, but with modified system parameters.
Such reinterpretation was then able to give noncommutativity a definite physical meaning. For example, in [54-58]
it has been found that the semi-hybrid model of NC massless scalar field coupled to a classical nonrotational BTZ
geometry is dual to the model of massive commutative scalar field probing the geometry of a rotating BTZ black
hole. In this way, the noncommutativity took on the role of an agent medium that has put a black hole into a state
of rotation. Besides, the noncommutativity was shown to be responsible for a mass generating mechanism, as applied
to a scalar probe, and for inducing certain back-reaction effects.

A similar situation has been encountered in [59], where the analogy between NC version of the Schwarzschild black
hole and the commutative Reissner—-Nordstrém black hole with a stretched horizon was drawn. Likewise, in [60] the
authors have shown that the minimal U(1) NCQED based on a reversible Seiberg-Witten (SW) map is equivalent to
the Moyal NCQED without SW map, as manifested at the level of tree-level scattering amplitudes [60]. In this case
the equivalence between two models comes as a result of a mutual cancellation between terms induced by the reversible
SW map, which might also be viewed as being due to a presence of the specific duality relations that are inherent
to the noncommutative model being considered. Similarly, the features of this kind can be found in supersymmetric
noncommutative field theories related by the theta-exact Seiberg-Witten map [61]. In most of these cases (certainly for
the case studied in [54-58]) the notion of duality refers to an exact mathematical correspondence that may be drawn
between two different physical systems having different system parameters, though governed by the same Lagrangian
density and the associated equation of motion. A duality understood that way gives an example of the equivalence
that can be established between noncommutative and commutative model, where each of these models separately
describes its own respective physical system. As these two systems that commutative and noncommutative models
refer to are actually being governed by the same equations of motion and the same Lagrangian density, they may too
be characterized as being equivalent with each other. Therefore, referring in the current context to a duality itself
that exists between two different physical systems, it shouldn’t come as a surprise that it gets manifested through a
set of exact mathematical transformations that connect the parameters of these two physical systems, thus making
them dual with each other.

In this paper we set out to find another example of this kind within the semi-hybrid NC model studied in [62-64].
In particular, here we show that noncommutative U (1), gauge theory coupled to NC scalar field and to a classical
geometry of the Reissner—Nordstrom type is equivalent to a commutative U(1) gauge theory coupled to a commutative
scalar field and to a classical geometry background, which however does not coincide with the initial RN metric, but
instead represents an effective metric which encodes the impacts of the spacetime deformation. In other words the
former model can be recast into a latter by redefining the components of the initial RN metric. In this way we
end up with an effective, but equivalent description in which the redefined metric has an important role, forming
one of the crucial building blocks that characterize the dual system and the duality transformation itself. From
now on we refer to this redefined metric as the effective metric characterizing the dual picture, or the effective dual
metric in short. It can be viewed as having ensued from a specific deformation of the RN metric which brings in
a nonvanishing 7 — ¢ component. This whole scheme thus establishes a duality relation between two models, one



semi-hybrid noncommutative and the other fully commutative, and two physical systems they describe.

As a further step, we study a dynamics of fermions on a curved background with a deformed spacetime structure,
where as an exemplar for the curved geometry we use the RN black hole background. This study has been carried out
within two different approaches: effective and formal. The effective approach uses standard notions of commutative
differential geometry, with parallel implementation of the noncommutative-born effects through the utilisation of
the type of duality just explained, where the effective dual metrick mimicks the impacts of noncommutativity. The
formal approach is a level beyond more rigorous in a sense that it attempts to stay in line and be compatible
with the requirements that the NC U(1), Dirac action on a curved background remains invariant under NC gauge
transformations, as well as under local SO(1,3),. With that in mind we come out with a proposal for the NC U(1),
Dirac action that could meet these requirements. As the NC U(1), Dirac action that we have proposed is being
expressed in terms of the NC spin % field and the NC U(1), gauge field that are both coupled to gravitational degrees
of freedom, it is important to stress that this action is going to stay invariant under the NC gauge transformations
as long as we assume that the gravity is unaffected by them, i.e. d,g,, =0 ( or alternatively d.e® , = d,w), ab — ),

In other words, in our formal approach we shall assume that the NC spin % field, and the NC U(1) gauge field are
the only degrees of freedom that get affected by the NC gauge transformations. The NC U(1), Dirac action that we
propose is in a line with the proposals made in [42],[43].

The main result of this paper is to show that these two different approaches surprisingly give rise to the same
equation of motion describing a dynamics of fermions on a curved space in presence of a NC structure of spacetime,
therefore explicitly demonstrating the equivalence between the effective and formal, more rigorous approach. Namely,
what has been shown in the present paper is that the equation of motion obtained by using the SW map for spin %
and gauge fields, and by varying the NC U(1), Dirac action that is invariant under NC gauge transformations and
S0(1, 3) group at the end of the day appears to be the same as the equation of motion obtained by simply writing
the Dirac equation on a geometric background described by the effective dual metric.

Dirac equation in the context of noncommutative spaces is important from many reasons and was studied intensively
in the literature. The range of topics where it finds application is vast, going from the high energy physics, all through
the gravitational physics and cosmology and all the way down to the problems in condensed matter. In particular,
the problems related to high energy physics involve a study of the hydrogen atom spectrum on Moyal [65] and kappa-
Minkowski space [66], the impact of quantum deformation on the spin—% Aharonov-Bohm effect [67], the problem of
Yukawa couplings and seesaw neutrino masses in noncommutative gauge theory [39], photon-neutrino interaction in
noncommutative field theory [68], renormalizability and dispersion of chiral fermions in NCQED [69] and the impact
on neutrino oscillations due to noncommutativity of spacetime [70] to name just a few. Besides canonical and kappa-
Minkowski type of noncommutativity (for a recent review see [71]), other types of spacetime noncommutativity that
have been frequently studied in the past include that of Snyder type (for the review see [72, 73]), as well as that which
is usually referred to as the “spin noncommutativity”, first introduced in [74, 75], and which could be theoretically
understood as a non-relativistic analog of the original Snyder’s model [18]. In [76], the spin noncommutativity was
obtained by means of a consistent deformation of the Berezin-Marinov pseudoclassical model for the spinning particle
[77]. Like the Snyder model, spin noncommutativity exhibits preservation of the Lorentz symmetry. Within this
framework a modification of the Dirac equation was proposed and a dynamics of a Dirac fermion in the presence of
spin noncommutativity was studied in [76, 78].

In condensed matter, the topic of special interest is the integer and in particular the fractional quantum Hall effect
and a related attempt to procure the explanation for the latter in terms of the Dirac oscillator [79] and especially in
terms of the Dirac oscillator on NC space [80-88]. Due to the same reasons the study of relativistic Landau levels or
Dirac-Landau levels, including the breaking of their degeneracy, becomes increasingly more important and even more
so as these results were being applied to the graphene and the related nanostructures [89],[90].

Another intiguing field where the Dirac equation under conditions of discretized spacetime was being analyzed
involves deformed relativistic wave equations, namely the Klein—Gordon and Dirac equations in a Doubly Special
Relativity (DSR) scenario [91-93]. Besides the algebraic approach to this problem, which originally started by con-
sidering the standard real form of the quantum anti-de Sitter algebra, SO,4(3,2) and then by consistently modifying
the related coproduct [94], there recently appeared a geometric approach [95-98] to the same problem, which is based
on the geometry of a curved momentum space [99-105]. While the Dirac equation obtained in [94] is invariant under
the spin-half representation of the x-Poincaré algebra, it unlike the commutative case doesn’t yield the Casimir after
squaring. Instead, its square gives rise to the k-deformed Pauli-Lubanski vector. Contrary to that, the Dirac equation
obtained in [98] gives rise to the k-Poincaré Casimir upon squaring, along with having the required symmetry proper-
ties. This geometric approach should be seen as complementary to the more spread algebraic one [106-112]. Finally,
it is worthy to mention that the Dirac equation in a presence of noncommutativity has an important role in studying
the impact of NC spacetime deformation on quasinormal modes (QNM) spectrum of the fermionic perturbations of
black holes [57].



The paper is organized as follows. After a very brief review of NC deformation that we analyze in this paper, in
Section ITT we study the NC U(1), gauge theory coupled with NC spin % field and NC gravitational degrees of freedom,
whose action is invariant uder NC gauge transformations and local SO(1, 3), group. Upon utilising the Seiberg-Witten
map in order to write the NC spinor and NC gauge fields in terms of their corresponding commutative degrees of
freedom, the equation of motion for the fermion field is obtained by varying the action over W. In Section IV the
equivalence between NC U(1), gauge theory with NC scalar field on a classical RN background and the commutative
U (1) gauge theory with ordinary scalar field on the background with the effective dual metric is established. Moreover,
the explicit form of the effective dual metric is found. This effective dual metric is then used in Section V to write a
noncommutative version of the equation of motion for the fermions in a curved background of RN type, thus putting
forth and unrolling the effective approach of the same problem that was treated in a formal, more rigorous way in
Section ITII. Here we find that both of these two approaches, formal as well as effective, surprisingly yield the same final
result. In Section VI we show that the resulting equation of motion is separable, yielding two pairs of equations, one
for the angular part and the other for the radial part. Noncommutative deformation appears to affect only the radial
part, with the angular part being solved by the same spin % spherical harmonics as in the case of Dirac equation for the
hydrogen atom in flat or Schwarzschild case. At the end, we utilise the general properties of the fermionic solutions
deduced here to investigate the problem of their stability. In particular, the issue of superradiance is considered
as related to the solutions of the Dirac equation in RN spacetime, and especially the impact of noncommutative
deformation on the effect of superradiance is addressed.

II. PRELIMINARY SETTINGS

A solution to Einstein equations representing a charged non-rotating black hole with mass M and charge @ is given
by the Reissner—Nordstrém (RN) metric

2MG Q%G dr? .
d82 = (1 — ” + 7’2 )dt2 — W — 7"2((192 + Sln2 9d¢2) (1)

Being static and spherically symmetric, the spacetime of RN black hole has four Killing vectors, among which 0; and
0, are included, and ¢ and ¢ are the time and polar variables of the spherical coordinate system z# = (t,r,0, ¢).

In the previous paper [62] we have introduced a semiclassical model describing a charged NC scalar field $ and
NC U(1) gauge field A on a classical gravitational background of RN type. By semiclassical we mean that while the
gravitational field in this model was assumed to be a classical degree of freedom (i.e. not deformed by noncommuta-
tivity), the scalar and gauge field propagating in that classical gravitational background were assumed to be affected
by noncommutative nature of spacetime. In a sense, we are therefore dealing with a situation where the scalar and
gauge field are quantized and gravitational field is not. It is however important to stress that the gauge and scalar
field are not quantized in a sense of quantum field theory.

The model was built by using deformation quantization techniques based on Drinfeld twist operator and the explicit
twist operator that was used in the construction was the so called angular twist operator [62, 63|

]: = e_%‘gagaa@aﬁ
— 6_%(6t®6¢—6¢®6t)’ (2)
with o, B = t, 7,0, $ and 0'* = —?* = q as the only non-zero components of the deformation tensor #*?. The small

constant parameter a is the deformation parameter that sets up the NC scale, commonly related to the Planck length.
This twist operator is a Killing twist, since it is built from the vector fields that are actually Killing vectors for the
metric (1). In this way it is ensured that the geometry (1) stays unaffected by the deformation as the twist (2) does
not act on the RN metric.

The star product, the wedge star product between forms, the coproduct and other structural maps of the related
symmetry algebra can all be obtained from the twist operator (2). In particular, the star product between functions
is given by

f*g = po f*l (f ®g) _ ‘u{e%(at@%faq;@at)f ®g}
= 9+ 5 (0if(9s9) ~ Ag(0s1)) + Ola?), )

where the map u represents the usual pointwise multiplication. The remaining ingredients of the differential calculus
are described in [62].



III. SPINOR FIELD ON THE NONCOMMUTATIVE RN BACKGROUND: FORMAL ANALYSIS

A massive and charged spinor field ¥ on a fixed gravitational background can be described by the following action
S = /d4x 6|9 (i7" Dy ¥ — mW). (4)

The mass and the charge of the spinor field ¥ are respectively m and g. The determinant of the vierbein e* , we label
with |e| = \/—g and the covariant derivative D, includes both the spin connection w, and the U(1) gauge field A,

Dy = 0,9 — w, PS ¥ —igA, V. (5)

Matrices X% are the (herimtean) generators of the local Lorentz transforamtions and they close the Lorentz algebra
[Eab ch] _ i(nadzbc + 77bczad _ naczbd _ nbdzac)-

The spin connection is not an independent field, but a function of e® ,, calaculated form the torsion free condition

M?
a __ a a
TW =V,e", —V,e u
with Ve, = 0,e® . For more details on the spin connection, vierbeins and the notation we use, we
1% ) )

refer to the begmmng of gtectlon V
The action (4) is invariant under the local U(1) transformations

- _ 1
0oV =ia(x)¥, 6, ¥ =—iVa(zr), .4, = -0,a(z). (6)
q

Note that these transformations do not act on the gravitational background, that is on e® , and w,. The action (4)
is also invariant under the diffeomorphisms and the local SO(1,3) symmetry. In this paper we use the semiclassical
analysis and promote only the U(1) gauge symmetry to the noncommutative U(1), gauge symmetry. In our future
work we will lift this approximation and allow for the noncommutative local SO(1,3), symmetry. The equation of
motion for the spinor field ¥ is obtained by varying the action (4) with respect to ¥ and it is given by

(0¥ — i, ¥ — iAW) = m¥ = 0. (7)

Following the steps from [62], we now introduce an action functional that describes the NC U(1), gauge theory of
a charged spinor field on the RN background! (1)

Sy = /d4x le] 0 & (m“(@,ﬁf — i, * U —igA, * \i/) - m\i/). (8)

Noncommutative fields are now labeled with a " and the x-product is given by (3). One can show that this action is
invariant under the following infinitesimal U(1), gauge transformations:

5,0 = iAx U,
5,A, = a[\+ (Ax A, — A, x A), (9)
Opwy = (L@“H:O,

where A is the NC gauge parameter. In particular, note that
8,D, ¥ = iAx D,V

since the twist (2) does not act on the gravitational field and therefore w, * A = w, - A = A x w,. To simplify the
calcualtion, from now on we redefine A, = gA,. Then we use the Seiberg-Witten (SW)-map [15],[26] in order to

express NC fields ¥ and fl“ as functions of the corresponding commutative fields and the deformation parameter a.

L Actually, it can be any background with Killing vectors d; and 0g-



The SW-map assumes an expansion in orders of the deformation parameter and this expansion is known to all orders
for an arbitrary Abelian twist deformation [26],[43],[44] of which the twist (2) is only one example. For the twist
operator (2), SW-map gives rise to the following expansions for the fields:

7

1 o
v — 59" Ay (0,9), (10)
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A, = A, — 59" A (05 AL + Fop). (11)
The expanded action up to first order in a is given by

S, = /d4z |e|\i/<i’y“D#\P —m\Il)

1 _ 1
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Remebering that Fog = 0.Ag — 93A. and that the only non-zero componet of A, is A; = 7# , the only non-zero
component of Fyg is Fyy = ‘JT—?. This leads to a simplified NC action
_ i e

S, = /d4x |e|\11(w“DM\II — m\If) - 50 PUF, 0y DO (12)

and the corresponding equation of motion for the spinor ¥
(00 — i W — iAW) — MW S Ey 050 = 0. (13)

Inserting the explicit expressions for F;; and v" = e, "%, this equation reduces to

i7" (0,0 it ¥ — iAW) — m¥ @ﬁf 19, = 0. (14)

The semiclassical approximation manifests itself in (12) in the following way: the covariant derivative D, ¥ = 0, ¥ —
1A,V — iw, ¥ includes both the electromagnetic (U(1)) and the gravitational part, while the covariant derivative
Dg(l)\ll = 0g¥ — 1A ¥ has only the electromagnetic part. In the NC correction only the U(1) part appears.

IV. EFFECTIVE METRIC FROM NONCOMMUTATIVE DUALITY

In our previous paper [62] we analyzed the propagation of the NC scalar field in the RN background. The equation
of motion governing the evolution of the scalar field is given by

1, 9 5  2MG ) 1 *Q?
(?at A+ (1= 1)o7+ T—Qar + QlQQﬁat Y

MG GQ?
_u2)¢+af?(( - :’3 0y +70:04)® =0, (15)

with f=1— % + % In [? | an equivalence between a NC scalar field on a non-rotating BTZ background and
the commutative scalar field on the rotating BTZ background was established. We will follow that idea here and try
to undestand if there is an effective description of the NC scalar field on the RN background.

Equation (15) can be symbolically written in terms of an extended Klein-Gordon operator extended to include a
coupling to a gauge field

(Og + 0(a))® = (g’“” (V) —iA,) (V) —iAy) + (’)(a))fb =0. (16)

Corrections are included in O(a) that is a generic expression and it designates symbolically a whole set of correction
terms in the equation (15) that are induced by the noncommutativity and are therefore linear in NC parameter a.
Likewise, V/, is a covariant derivative with respect to the metric g;“,2 (1) and Oy is the Klein-Gordon operator for

2 VLAY = 9y AV + T AN and V), A, = 8, A, — '} Ay



the metric g;“,. Note that by switching off a noncommutativity by letting a — 0, all corrections that scale with a
disappear, and the KG equation reduces to

1
V=7

At this stage one is naturally led to ponder over a possiblity that the terms in (15) which scale linearly with the
NC parameter a can actually be soaked up by the already present KG operator [y to yield a KG operator L, with

a redefined metric that has managed to absorb within itself noncommutative features of the original problem. More
concisely, the question to be posed is if there exists a metric which is able to meet the requirement

(O, + O(a))® = (gw (V) —id,) (Y, —iA,) + O(a)) ®

Oy @—g/“”( —iA )( fiA,,)q):

(8, — Z'A#)< —g ¢" (8, — Z'AV)><1> =0. (17)

. . | (18)
\/—__9(8# —14,) <\/_g g (8,, — ZAV)>® =

where V, is a covariant derivative with respect to the new, effective metric g,,,. We point out that the gauge potential
did not change upon switching to a new setting and rewriting dynamics of the system in terms of the effective metric.
In order to find the metric tensor which satisfies the requirement (18), one may try with the following ansatz

=0,® = g"(V, —i4,) (V) —i4,)® =

f 0 0 0
0 -1 0 g
= 7 e
Guv 0 0 —72 0 ) (19)

0 gr¢ 0 —r?sinf

The novel nonvanishing entry g,4 is assumed to depend only on variables r and ¢, since we expect that 0; and 0y
are Killing vectors for the effective metric as well. Moreover, it is assumed to be at least linear in NC parameter a,
gr¢ ~ O(a) since the effective metric g, has to reduce to the original RN metric g;W in the limiting case a — 0.
The inverse of the metric tensor (19) has nonvanishing entries at the same places

3 0 0 0
292, )
g,uu _ 0 7f + fgf¢—r2 sin2 0 01 fgf¢—r2 sin2 0 (20)
0 0 -5 0 ’
0 fore 6 1
fgfd)fTZ sin? 6 fgfd)fr2 sin? 6

It can be seen that while off-diagonal elements have a leading correction term that is linear in a, the diagonal elements
g"" and g%? have a leading correction term that is quadratic in a. Likewise, the determinant and the square-root of
the determinant of the effective metric (19) have a leading correction term that is quadratic in the NC parameter
a, /—g =r*sinf + O(a?). These observations will have a crucial role in the subsequent analysis, whose aim is to
deduce the metric g, , satisfying the requirement (18).

The form of the metric (19) dictates which terms are going to survive after the equation (18) is written out explicitly

1
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1

7= [( —iAy) (\/_gtt (0 — zAt)) + (0r —iA,) (\/_gg" (9, — iAT))
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Taking into account the fact that the gauge potential has only time component, one finds that the equation of motion
(18) further boils down to

1 [a§<1> - 2iAtath>} +

: {  (V=34" )]a @+g”82¢)+—[  (V=5" )]M

1
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Focusing only on terms in the above equation that are at most linear in a, and stacking it up against the equation
(15) leads to the following two relations:

Q /MG GQ 1 )
(5 S e - 5 v o
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The solution to this set of relations, which is consistent with the requirement ¢g"¢ =

the dual effective metric

f 0 0 0
o -4 0 —“@sin’g
= f 2
Guuw 0 0 2 0 (22)
0 — anQ sin? 0 —r2sin®0
and for its inverse metric
% 0 0 0
5 0 —f 0 anf
e 272 23
I 0 0 -% 0 (23)
aqQ 1
0 52 0 —f=s

Note that we demand g,,g"” =4, ” + O(a?).

We have thus shown that the equation of motion for a charged NC scalar field in a classical RN background,
coupled to NC U(1) gauge field may be rewritten in terms of the equation of motion governing behaviour of a charged
commutative scalar field (having the same charge ¢ as its NC counterpart), propagating in a modified RN geometry

2MG QG dr? . :
d52 = (1 — T —+ r2 )dt2 — w — an Sln2 9d7’d¢ — 7’2((:192 —+ Sln2 9d¢2) (24)
r r2
It appears that new, effective metric (24) acquires an additional off-diagonal term which is induced purely by non-
commutative nature of spacetime. This feature comes into play only in the presence of charged matter. Unlike in the
case of scalar field in the (NC) BTZ background, in this case the effective matric cannot be interpreted as a metric of
a background rotating RN (or any other) geometry.

V. SPINOR FIELDS ON THE NONCOMMUTATIVE RN BACKGROUND: EFFECTIVE APPROACH

Having found the effective metric (24), let us now investigate the propagation of a charged massive spinor field ¢ in
this geometry. In particular, it is interesting to see if this effective approach agrees with the more rigorous approach
from Section II. The Dirac equation in a curved background given by the effective noncommutetive (NC) metric

(iv"V4 — m)¥ =0, (25)

where the Latin indices such as a, (a = 0,1,2,3) refer to intrinsic coordinates and v* are the standard flat space
Dirac gamma matrices, {Va,Vo} = 274p, where

410 0 0

. 0 -1 0 0
mw=n1""= 40 o _1 o |- (26)

0 0 0 -1

If in addition, the spinor field is charged, this gives rise to a Dirac equation in which the gauge potential A, is
minimally coupled to a Dirac operator on a curved background

<ma(va —iA,) — m) U= <maea MV, —iA,) — m) U =0. (27)



The gravitational covariant derivative V, is defined as V,¥ = 9,¥ — %wu aby, »¥. The Dirac operator YV, on a
curved space is introduced in terms of tetrads (vierbeins) e® ., and their inverse e, *, satisfying e e,” =0," and
@6 " = 0%, Tetrads written in components are e, = (e®,e,, ey, e ;) and e, * = (e; " e; " ey e ").
They also satisfy g, = e® Heb JNap and gh” = e, *e, “n?. In what follows we use the setting defined in [113] with
the vierbein frame chosen to be

e

Nii 0 0 0
" 0 - 0 0
“w=lo 9 - o (28)
0 “gTQ sinf 0 rsind
with the corresponding inverse matrix
1
How o
0 0 —%%
A \{)fl 2T()\/f (29)
0 1
0 0 0 rsin 6
The representation of gamma matrices is
- 01 ~ 0 o
0 _ ;50 _ 1_ ;53 _ 3
pei(D0), i 0 %),
(30)

0 o 0 o
2 _ sx1 1 3 __ ;22 ¢ 2
=y _Z(—al O)a V=Y _l(—ag O)a

where 7%, 41, 42 and 4% are gamma matrices in chiral (Weyl) representation, while o;, (i = 1,2,3) are the usual

Pauli matrices
01 0 —1 1 0
0‘1:(10), UQZ(Z. 0), 0‘3:(01). (31)

By writing out a detailed structure of the covariant derivative V,, the Dirac equation (27) takes the form3

[maea " <aﬂ - %wu g — iA#> - m} U =0. (32)
Here .4 = i[%, v4] and the coefficients of the spin connection W, ab are given by
w# ab _ ed ancauec Vel ancec )\1—\1/ A

1 1 1
= 56(1” <8Meb L — 9,eb u) — ieb” (8,&“ L, — Oye’ u) — iea"eb” (8,)600 — agecp> e 0

where IT'V A = %g”‘s (augax + O\Gus — &sgﬂ,\) are the coefficients of the affine connection. Note that w, ab — —w, ba,
With the tetrads given in (28), one gets that the only non zero components of the spin connection are
w, O = —w, 1O=—MTT—§QQ, wy 12 = —w, ! = 7,
wy = —wy = /Fsinb,  w,*=—-w,* = cosb, (33)
w,B=—-w,3%2= ‘;‘i? cosl, w,13=-w, 3= % sin §.

3 Since implementation of (30) as our representation of y—matrices involves a flip between their hermitian and antihermitian properties,
the covariant derivative gets changed, V,, = 9, — sw,, d2lve,val = Vi =0 — %w# Cd% [ve, Va), which amounts to changing the sign in

cd i

the covariant derivative in front of the spin part, V, = 0, + %wu cdyy .= Ou + %Wu 1[’7c,’7d} .
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In subsequent analysis we will also use the sums w), cdy 4

Mr—Q%i Mr—Q?* ([ —o3 0
cd _ 01 _ _ : 3
wy “ed = 2w, Yo = *QTz[’YO,’Yl] = *ZT 0 o3 )°
w, ¥ = 2w, PYos + 2w, B85 = ——an cosf | 3 + an\/_ né 0 ,
" " " 272 0 o3 272 0 o1 (34)
c o2 0
wy “Bea = 2wy PE1z = \/?< 0 o ) :
edyr  _ 13 28y _ : or 0 o3 0
We Ecd72w¢ 213+2w¢ Yoz = ﬁsm@( 0 o ) cost9< 0 o ) ,
Inserting these into (32) leads to the Dirac equation
{z’yoeo t <8t — A+ %wt CdEcd) +ivyle, " (& —iA, + %wr Cdzcd) +iv2e, ? (89 —iAp + %wg Cd26d>
(35)

+ Z’Ylel ¢ (6¢, — 1Ay + §w¢ CdEcd) + 27363 ¢ (6¢ —iAs + §w¢ ‘dEcd) — m] ¥ =0.

With the spinor field ¥ written in terms of two two-component spinors ¥; and ¥s, namely ¥ = <$1) and the gauge
2
potential A, = (A, fY) = (7#, 6), the equation (35) splits into two two-component equations

2
i \/— f038 1Mrr @ \/17 3*ﬁ03*;0130

1
\/_0'3 ¢7 9 28¢ C0t90'1

]l:| \IIQ - m]l\111 = 0,
v f

1M 2 1 1
*ﬁﬂ-at B rr Q 3+f033 +€U3+;0130
iqQ ]

_ an\/f o5 ¢+ 1 9028¢+ 21 cot oy — r\/_
We see that these equations have the same form as the equation (14). The only NC correction is of the form
an VF718,V. Therefore we can conclude that the rigorous approach of the NC gauge theory and the SW expansion
descrlbed in Section ITI and the effective approach described here lead to the same result. However, two comments are
in order. Firstly, our results are valid up to first order in the deformation parameter a. Secondly, the result in Section
IIT was deduced using the semiclassical approximation. In our future work we plan to investigate if this duality holds
more generally.

VI. DISCUSSION AND OUTLOOK

Let us analyze the equation (36) in more detail. This equation can be used to study various effects, such as NC
spinor bouned states or quasinormal modes in the RN background.
In order to solve (36) for the wavefunction ¥ = ¥(¢,7,0,¢), we follow [113] and take the ansatz

‘ e
_ (Y1) _ lI’12 _ 1a (V1 _apn-1/4 (U _ (4 3 2,2) 1/112
V= <\I/2> o \I/gl) - Tf w - (7’ f) 1/12 = (7" —2Mr° + Q T él) . (37)
\IJ§2) 1/}§2)
After plugging this ansatz into (36) and performing some simplicifations, the set of equations (36) reduces to
1 1
[ 210, — r/Tosdh — 010 — 5020 — 3 coto, + L2 Foy0, - 12y ]1/)2 mrigy =0,
V7 sin 2 Vi
1 1 Q Q (38)
r a
[ — W]lat + 7’\/?0387« + 0109 + m028¢ + 3 cot foq — ;]r fos04 — 37 ]1/}1 mrilys = 0.
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We further make a factorization of the spinor wavefunctions v¢; and 1, according to

r, _ez(u wt) "/)1 1(1/ wt) RQ(T)Sl(@)
Y =Yi(t,r,0,0) ¢— ( ) o —Rl(r)Sg(H))’

—_ r Z(l/ wt) ( ) _ ei(l/ —wt) Ry (T)Sl (9)
V=l o) = ( (.0 )) ¢ <Rz(r>sz(9>)’

where w and v are respectively energy and projection of the angular momentum of the spin 1/2 particle. The first
step in utilizing the factorization (39), which includes a separation of the azimuthal and time variables, gives rise to
the set of two 2—component equations

(39)

[MT;]I — r\/?aga 0109 — ﬁag — %cot 0oy + w—\/7 o3 — % ]wg(r 0) — mriyy(r,0) =0,

wr i 1 . aqQ qu
—1 N —_— — cot B0 — iv——> -
[\/T + 7’\/?033 + 0109 + Sin902 + 5 cot oy — v or \/_03 \/T

The second step, which involves a separation of the radial and polar angle variables, leads to the set of four coupled
partial differential equations

(40)
]7/)1(7’ 0) — mrls(r,0) = 0.

; 1
SRS — VIO RS — R, — 25 (-)EsS: — 5 cotORs,
iqQ

4

; 1
RS+ 10, Ba)S; — RauSy — iRt — 5 cot0RaSy
aqQ )

—’LV—[RgSg +mrRySy — \/7

1
(7Z)R152 — 5 cot 9R1S2

iqQ
i
—ﬂRlsg + T\/}(a Rl)Sg — R26981 — —’iRgSl — 1COt (9R251

Nai " sin 6 2
iqQ

4

After dividing above equations respectively with RSy, R1S2, R1S1, R2S2 one finds that this system of equations is
completely separable,

+z‘y%\/ﬁ%151 +mrRyS1 — —=R151 =0,

RQSQ = 0
w

WTRQS1 - r\/?(arR2)Sl -’ e

VT

+’LV—\/7R251 mrR1S1 + —=RsS1 =

7’L.I/—\/_R152 - mTRQSQ + R1S2 =0.

wr Rl 8TR1 . an ZqQ R1 8952 v SQ 1 SQ
—_— = —_— - == = — 4+ —cotl—= A\
\/_R T\/? R2 \/_ \/_R tm Sl +51n95’1+2 Sl ’
wr Ry OrRs . an 1qQ Ro ~ 0pS1 v Sl 1 S
— —_— - == = cotf— =\
\/_R \/? Rq \/_Rl \/_ Ry tm So s1n9 SQ + So b (42)
wr Ry 8TR2 . an ZqQ Rs 09 Sa v Sy 1 Sy
——=5 — — = = — + —cotf—= A\
VI R VIR, \[ T R T s Tsmes 25 T
iwr Ry orR1 . an qu R, 09 S1 v S1 1 S
—— — _— = = — + —cotl— =
N I, \[ TR T s, smes, 205,
Moreover, it is easily seen that two separation constants A and A1, which have appeared in a process of separation are
not mutually independent, but subject to the requirement A = —)\;. In effect, the system of equations (42) gives rise
to two angular equations
1
09 Sa + GSQ + 5 cot Sy = A5,
(43)

1
065y — —— 81 + = cot0S, = —ASo,
sin 0 2



12

and two radial equations

%Rl - T\/far]ﬁ + iu%\/flﬁ — %Rl = <>\ - mT>R2’

MT‘;RQ + T\/farRz — iu%ﬂRz - %RQ =- <>\ + mr> R,

This system of radial equations can be used to study the behaviour of spinor quasinormal modes in the RN background.

This discussion we close with the analysis of the stability of chargeless, but massive fermionic modes. For that
purpose we recall that for the bosonic fields on Kerr spacetime there exists a regime in which bosonic modes become
unstable, due to superradiant growth [114-118]. Contrary to that, in the same regime where the bosonic modes
manifest instability, the fermionic fields on Kerr spacetime under condition of extra slow rotation do not, resulting
in them being stable and subject only to a decay [119],[120],[121],[122],[123]. In other words, unlike the equations
of motion governing the bosonic fields, the single-particle Dirac equation is not subject to superradiance, and thus
all modes decay in that particular regime, which includes a setting where mM < (I + %), as well as the limit of
slow rotation, Q/M << 1%. Interestingly, fermionic fields on Schwarzschild or Reissner—Nordstrém spacetime display
somewhat different characteristics, making them more likely to exhibit the effect of superradiance and thus not
remain stable. These observations may be drawn by inspecting the bosonic and fermionic modes in question, either
by inspecting the imaginary part of their bound state frequencies or by investigating the properties of the flux passing
into the horizon and the corresponding conservation law.

Here we set to examine a possibility that a noncommutative deformation of RN spacetime, realized in a form of the
effective metric (22), introduces certain changes to the above statements. To start with, let us recall the form of the
wave function that solves the Dirac equation

(44)

, (RS0
_ ilvp—wt) (AT VA (V1N _ ivp—wt) [ 4 3 2,2 — 11 (7)o2
U=e (r*f) (1/]2) =e <T 2Mr° + Q°r > Ri(r)Si(8) |- (45)
Ry(r)S2(0)
Its corresponding hermitian conjugate is defined as
= . 01
U =00 =l ( 10 ) : (46)
and the covariant derivatives that include the spin connection part are given by
1
Vil = 9,0 — T, = 0,¥ — 2w, A
- - 1
Vil = 9,0+ UT,, = 0,0 + Jw, Ty,
With these quantities at hand, one may define the stress-energy tensor as
[ _ _ _
T = 7 [PV 0 + 07, V, 0 — (V,0)7, % - (VV\IJ)WI/] (47)

For the fermionic field on the Kerr spacetime the form of the solution for the wave function essentially (up to a
different prefactor) has the same general form as (45). The radial Dirac current and the corresponding conservation
law in this case give rise to the condition

dN
= (il -1mr) <o (49)
t T=Th

where N is the number density and 7, is the outer horizon radius, signalling the absence of superradiance [113].
For the case considered in this paper, i.e. deformed RN metric (22), the radial component of the Dirac current

4 Note that m is the mass of the perturbing field, M is the mass of the black hole, [ is the orbital angular momentum number and QM
is the angular momentum of a black hole.
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JH = UyH¥ = Ue, #4*¥ may be shown to have the form

J" =0y = Ve, "W

_1/2 0 0z O —Ry5

-4 3 2.2 / * Q% * Qk * Q% * Q% 0 00 —2 _RISQ
= —i(r* —2Mr® + Q% VI (RSt R3S; —R3Si —RiS3) | . 0 0 o R.S, (19)

0 200 RySo

1
(11l = 1ml) (151 1521,

At first glance, with the result (49) at hand, one might be led to think that the fermionic field on deformed RN
spacetime might also exhibit the absence of superradiance. This is due to the fact that the integral of the radial
current evaluated at the lower bound, i.e. at the outer horizon r = rj, has a natural interpretation as the flux passing
into the horizon and the expression on the rhs of (49) not being positive-definite.

However, a deeper inspection seems not to confirm this conclusion. In fact, a superradiance may be seen as a direct
consequence of the second law of black hole thermodynamics. On the other hand, a crucial assumption that underlies
the second law of black hole thermodynamics is that the condition 7},,t#t” > 0 must hold for any time-like vector field,
t,t* > 0, with T}, being the stress-energy tensor. This condition is known as the weak energy condition. Therefore,
for the purpose of demonstrating that a superradiance is absent in a given system, or at least that it doesn’t show
up for a particular choice of the system parameters, we would first have to make evident that there exists a sector
in the parameter space of that system where the weak energy condition is violated. In order to examine if the weak
energy condition might possibly be violated within the context of fermionic field on NC deformed RN background,
opening in this way a window for a possible violation of the second law of thermodynamics and a consequent loss of
the effect of superradiance within the same context, we take the time-like vector t* = e, " = (eyt e, €0 %, € ¢) =
(\/Lf’ 0,0,0), t,t* > 0, and first evaluate and then analyse the bilinear form T}, t*t" = T, e, ey = Tuey tey b. This
gives

Tut't = 1[0 Vel + 09,0, — (Vil) 30 — (Vo 0) 70 e e

= ) =
=2 Z\thvt\peo teo t_ 1 (Vt\Il)’yt\IleO teo o

Inserting (28),(30) and (45) into this equation leads to

—1/2
<T4 — oM + Q27’2>

Tt = 2 i w(|Rl|2+|RQ|2) (|sl|2+|52|2)
M _ 2
A= (1Rl = Rl ) (107 + |52|2)]
—1/2
<7’4 — M3 + QQTQ)
= — [—w(|R1|2+|R2|2) (|sl|2+|sz|2)

Mr — 2
S (1Rl - 1Rl ) (17 + |52|2)]

—1/2
(7’4 —2Mr3 + QQTQ)

- — 2w(|R1|2 + |RQ|2) (|51|2 + |s2|2). (51)

It is clear that outside the outer horizon the expression under the square root is greater than zero. Moreover,
the expression (51) as a whole is strictly positive-definite, that is T),,t#¢t” > 0, implying that the noncommutative
deformation of the Reissner—Nordstrom spacetime does not violate the weak energy condition for the fermionic field.
This in turn implies that the weak energy condition is not violated for the Dirac particle in a Reisner Nordstrom
spacetime subject to a noncommutative deformation. Since the key assumption for the second law of black hole
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thermodynamics is not violated, the law continues to hold and the superradiance is expected to occur for the fermionic
field in the spacetime described by the effective (deformed RN) metric, contrary to a first naive impression obtained
by considering the radial component of the Dirac current. This result is different from the case of the fermionic field

on Kerr spacetime in the near horizon region f(r) — 0 and in the superradiant® regime w < V%, where w is the
Q

frequency of the mode and v is its azimuthal number, 5 N 18 the angular frequency of the horizon and ry, is the
horizon radius. In the latter case the weak-energy condition is violated for the Dirac field on Kerr spacetime and
consequently the effect of superradiance is absent. In our future work we plan to use the results obtained in this
paper in order to study the massless as well as the massive fermionic perturbations of RN black hole in the presence
of spacetime noncommutativity.
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