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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, and we do
this perturbatively in the first order of the Seiberg-Witten expansion. More precisely, we show
that red a particular model of noncommutative U(1)⋆ gauge field coupled to a NC scalar field and
to a classical geometry of the Reissner–Nordström (RN) type is to a first order in deformation
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 r− φ component. Using this first order duality between two theories
and physical systems they describe, we formulate an effective approach to studying a dynamics of
spin 1

2
fields on the curved background of RN type with an abiding noncommutative structure.

As opposed to that, we also investigate in a more formal way a dynamics of spin 1

2
fields, and we

do this perturbatively, within a first order in deformation parameter, by studying a semiclassical
theory which describes the NC U(1)⋆ gauge field coupled to NC spin 1

2
field and also coupled to

gravity, which is however treated classically. Upon utilising the Seiberg-Witten (SW) 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 first order noncommutative duality. Therefore, linearized equations of motion for a spinor
field in SW expansion turn out to be the same as equations of motion in a perturbed metric. 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
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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
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–Nordström 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, 65].
In particular, here we show that noncommutative U(1)⋆ gauge theory coupled to NC scalar field and to a classical
geometry of the Reissner–Nordström type is equivalent within a first order of deformation to a commutative U(1)
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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 first order dual picture, or the first order 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 r − φ component. This whole scheme thus
establishes a first order duality relation between two models, one (semiclassical 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 the undeformed local SO(1, 3). With that in mind, we put forth a proposal for
the NC U(1)⋆ Dirac action that could meet these requirements. As this NC U(1)⋆ Dirac action that we propose is
being expressed in terms of the NC spin 1

2 field and the NC U(1)⋆ gauge field that are both coupled to gravitational
degrees of freedom, it is important to stress that it will remain invariant under the NC U(1)⋆ gauge transformations
as long as we assume that the gravity is unaffected by them, i.e. δ⋆gµν = 0 ( or alternatively δ⋆e

a
µ = δ⋆ω

ab
µ = 0).

In other words, our formal approach assumes that the NC spin 1
2 field, and the NC U(1) gauge field are the only

degrees of freedom that get affected by the NC gauge transformations. In addition, we will assume that the local
SO(1, 3) symmetry is unaffected by NC deformation. 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 1

2
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 [66] and kappa-
Minkowski space [67], the impact of quantum deformation on the spin- 12 Aharonov–Bohm effect [68], the problem of
Yukawa couplings and seesaw neutrino masses in noncommutative gauge theory [39], photon-neutrino interaction in
noncommutative field theory [69], renormalizability and dispersion of chiral fermions in NCQED [70] and the impact
on neutrino oscillations due to noncommutativity of spacetime [71] to name just a few. Besides canonical and kappa-
Minkowski type of noncommutativity (for a recent review see [72]), other types of spacetime noncommutativity that
have been frequently studied in the past include that of Snyder type (for the review see [73, 74]), as well as that which
is usually referred to as the “spin noncommutativity”, first introduced in [75, 76], and which could be theoretically
understood as a non-relativistic analog of the original Snyder’s model [18]. In [77], the spin noncommutativity was
obtained by means of a consistent deformation of the Berezin-Marinov pseudoclassical model for the spinning particle
[78]. 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 [77, 79].
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 [80] and especially in
terms of the Dirac oscillator on NC space [81–89]. 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 [90],[91].
Another intriguing 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 [92–94]. Besides the algebraic approach to this problem, which originally started by
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considering the standard real form of the quantum anti-de Sitter algebra, SOq(3, 2) and then by consistently modifying
the related coproduct [95], there recently appeared a geometric approach [96–99] to the same problem, which is based
on the geometry of a curved momentum space [100–106]. While Dirac equation obtained in [95] is invariant under
the spin-half representation of the κ-Poincaré algebra, it doesn’t yield the Casimir after squaring. Instead, its square
gives rise to the κ-deformed Pauli-Lubanski vector. Contrary to that, Dirac equation obtained in [99] gives rise to the
κ-Poincaré Casimir upon squaring, along with having the required symmetry properties. This geometric approach
should be seen as complementary to the more spread algebraic one [107–113]. Finally, it is worthy to mention that
Dirac equation has an important role in studying wide range of physical processes that occur near the black hole
horizon, such as the scattering and absorption processes for Dirac particles [114], the spectral power emission of Dirac
fermions [115],[116], including the study of superradiance [117] and the quasinormal mode (QNM) spectrum for the
fermionic perturbations. In the latter case, of special interest is the study of the impact of NC spacetime deformation
on 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 III we study semiclassical NC U(1)⋆ gauge theory coupled with NC spin 1

2 field and NC gravitational degrees
of freedom, whose action is invariant uder NC gauge transformations and the undeformed local SO(1, 3) group. Upon
utilising the Seiberg-Witten map in order to write 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
Ψ̄. The effective dual metric (derived in Appendix A) is then used in Section IV to write a noncommutative version of
the equation of motion for the fermions in a curved background of RN type, thus putting forth an effective approach
to the same problem that is treated in a formal, more rigorous way in Section III. Here we find that surprisingly, both
of these two approaches, formal and effective, yield the same final result. In Section V 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 1

2 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.
We end up with two Appendices. In Appendix A we demonstrate the equivalence between semiclassical NC U(1)⋆
gauge theory with NC scalar field on a classical RN background and commutative U(1) gauge theory with ordinary
scalar field on the background with the effective dual metric. Furthermore, we find the explicit form of the effective
dual metric in a first order of deformation. In Appendix B we briefly discuss possible generalizations of our model to
include settings with more nontrivial geometric backgrounds, as well as types of deformation.

II. PRELIMINARY SETTINGS

A solution to Einstein equations representing a charged non-rotating black hole with massM and charge Q is given
by the Reissner–Nordström (RN) metric

ds2 =
(

1− 2MG

r
+
Q2G

r2

)

dt2 − dr2

1− 2MG
r + Q2G

r2

− r2(dθ2 + sin2 θdφ2). (1)

Being static and spherically symmetric, the spacetime of RN black hole has four Killing vectors, among which ∂t and
∂φ are included, and t and φ are the time and polar variables of the spherical coordinate system xµ = (t, r, θ, φ).

In the previous paper [62] we have introduced a semiclassical model describing a charged NC scalar field Φ̂ and

NC U(1) gauge field Â 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, 64]

F = e−
i
2 θ

αβ∂α⊗∂β

= e−
ia
2 (∂t⊗∂φ−∂φ⊗∂t), (2)
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with α, β = t, r, θ, φ and θtφ = −θφt = a as the only non-zero components of the deformation tensor θαβ . 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 = µ ◦ F−1 (f ⊗ g) = µ{e ia
2 (∂t⊗∂φ−∂φ⊗∂t)f ⊗ g}

= fg +
ia

2
(∂tf(∂φg)− ∂tg(∂φf)) +O(a2), (3)

where the map µ 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 Ψ on a fixed gravitational background can be described by the following action

S =

∫

d4x |e|Ψ̄
(

iγµDµΨ−mΨ
)

. (4)

The mass and the charge of the spinor field Ψ are respectively m and q. The determinant of the vierbein ea µ we label

with |e| = √−g and the covariant derivative Dµ includes both the spin connection ωµ and the U(1) gauge field Aµ

DµΨ = ∂µΨ− i

2
ω ab
µ ΣabΨ− iqAµΨ. (5)

Matrices Σab are the (herimtean) generators of the local Lorentz transforamtions and they close the Lorentz algebra

[Σab,Σcd] = i(ηadΣbc + ηbcΣad − ηacΣbd − ηbdΣac).

The spin connection is not an independent field, but a function of ea µ, calculated from the torsion free condition

T a
µν = ∇µe

a
ν −∇νe

a
µ = 0,

with ∇µe
a
ν = ∂µe

a
ν + ω a

µ b e
b
ν . For more details on the spin connection, vierbeins and the notation we use, we

refer to the beginning of Section IV.
The action (4) is invariant under the local U(1) transformations

δαΨ = iα(x)Ψ, δαΨ̄ = −iΨ̄α(x), δαAµ =
1

q
∂µα(x). (6)

Note that these transformations do not act on the gravitational background, that is on ea µ and ωµ. The action (4)
is also invariant under the general coordinate transformations 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 Ψ is obtained by varying the action (4) with respect to Ψ̄ and it is given by

iγµ
(

∂µΨ− iωµΨ− iqAµΨ
)

−mΨ = 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 background1 (1)

S⋆ =

∫

d4x |e| ⋆ ¯̂
Ψ ⋆

(

iγµ
(

∂µΨ̂− iωµ ⋆ Ψ̂− iqÂµ ⋆ Ψ̂
)

−mΨ̂
)

. (8)

1 Actually, it can be any background with Killing vectors ∂t and ∂φ.
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Noncommutative fields are now labeled with a ˆ and the ⋆-product is given by (3). One can show that this action is
invariant under the following infinitesimal U(1)⋆ gauge transformations:

δ⋆Ψ̂ = iΛ̂ ⋆ Ψ̂,

δ⋆Âµ = ∂µΛ̂ + i
(

Λ̂ ⋆ Âµ − Âµ ⋆ Λ̂
)

, (9)

δ⋆ωµ = δ⋆e
a
µ = 0,

where Λ̂ is the NC gauge parameter. In particular, note that

δ⋆DµΨ̂ = iΛ̂ ⋆ DµΨ̂

since the twist (2) does not act on the gravitational field and therefore ωµ ⋆ Λ = ωµ · Λ = Λ ⋆ ωµ. Note that the
action (8) can be written in a more geometric way [63] such that the general coordinate transformation invariance is
manifest

S ∼
∫

(

(DΨ̂)B ⋆ Ψ̂A − ¯̂
ΨB ⋆ (DΨ̂)A

)

∧⋆ (e ∧⋆ e ∧⋆ eγ5)BA, (10)

with spinor indices A,B explicitly written and the vierbein one form e. The covariant derivative one-form is given by
DΨ̂ = dΨ̂ − iω ⋆ Ψ̂ − iÂ ⋆ Ψ̂, with the gauge potential one-form Â and the spin connection one-form ω. When the
Killing twist is used and the action (10) is expanded in a chosen coordinate basis, the action (8) is obtained.

Similarly to [62], we can add the action for the NC U(1)⋆ gauge field Âµ to (8), promoting the gauge field Âµ into
a dynamical field. However, since later on we will be interested in propagation of NC spinor field on the fixed RN
background, we do not write the action for the NC U(1)⋆ gauge field Âµ explicitly here.
To simplify the calcualtion, from now on we redefine Aµ = qAµ. Then we use the Seiberg-Witten (SW)-map [15],[26]

in order to express NC fields Ψ̂ and Âµ as functions of the corresponding commutative fields and the deformation
parameter a. 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:

Ψ̂ = Ψ − 1

2
θρσAρ(∂σΨ), (11)

Âµ = Aµ − 1

2
θρσAρ(∂σAµ + Fσµ). (12)

The expanded action up to first order in a is given by

S⋆ =

∫

d4x |e|Ψ̄
(

iγµDµΨ−mΨ
)

+
1

2
θαβ
(

− iFµαΨ̄γ
µDU(1)

β Ψ− i

2
Ψ̄γµωµFαβΨ − 1

2
FαβΨ̄

(

iγµDU(1)

µ Ψ−mΨ
)

.

Remebering that Fαβ = ∂αAβ − ∂βAα and choosing the electromagnetic potential to be that of the RN black hole,

the only non-zero component of Fαβ is Frt =
qQ
r2 . This leads to a simplified NC action

S⋆ =

∫

d4x |e|Ψ̄
(

iγµDµΨ−mΨ
)

− i

2
θαβΨ̄Fµαγ

µDU(1)

β Ψ (13)

and the corresponding equation of motion for the spinor Ψ

iγµ
(

∂µΨ− iωµΨ− iAµΨ
)

−mΨ− ia

2
Frtγ

r∂φΨ = 0. (14)

Inserting the explicit expressions for Frt and γ
r = e r

a γa, this equation reduces to

iγµ
(

∂µΨ− iωµΨ− iAµΨ
)

−mΨ− ia

2

qQ

r2

√

fγ1∂φΨ = 0. (15)

For a later comparison with the result that will be obtained in an effective approach, it is instructive to write this

equation in terms of two-component spinors Ψ =

(

Ψ1

Ψ2

)

. Note that the spin connection part ωµ and vielbeins refer
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to RN background2.

i
1√
f
i

(

0 1

1 0

)

∂tΨ+ i
√

fi

(

0 σ3
−σ3 0

)

∂rΨ+ i
1

r
i

(

0 σ1
−σ1 0

)

∂θΨ+ i
1

r sin θ
i

(

0 σ2
−σ2 0

)

∂φΨ

+
(

e t
0 γ0ωt + e θ

2 γ2ωθ + e φ
3 γ3ωφ

)

Ψ + e t
0 γ0AtΨ−mΨ+

a

2

qQ

r2

√

f

(

0 σ3
−σ3 0

)

∂φΨ = 0.

(16)

The particular model of NC gauge theory applied to NC spinor field, that we consider here, involves NC spinor
field which is minimally coupled to both, NC U(1) gauge field and classical gravitational field of the RN background.
While the gauge field itself is fixed to be the Coulomb field, but only until after rejecting all except the first order
terms in the SW expansion and varying the action to get the equation of motion, the gravitational field is fixed from
the very beginning to be that of the RN background. In practice this means that the only propagating degrees of
freedom in this model are those of the matter fields. We point out that the working setting just described is completely
analogous (even identical) to the one that we used in our previous work [62] when studying a particular model of NC
gauge theory, as applied to NC scalar field. The main assumption of this setting is that a gravitational field is being
considered as a classical (commutative) object, and matter fields along with a gauge field are being considered as
noncommutative objects. From this reason we term this kind of working framework as semiclassical, bearing on the
fact that it does not correspond to a full NC gauge theory, but only to a description of NC matter field in a particular
setup (static charge, black hole geometry). The immediate consequence of the gravitational degrees of freedom (either
components of the metric or vielbeins) being classical is that they do not change/transform under infinitesimal NC
gauge transformations. Therefore, an immutability of the gravitational degrees of freedom is an assumption and a
starting point of this particular NC framework, and not its consequence.
Mathematically, the semiclassical approximation manifests itself in (13) in the following way: the covariant deriva-

tive DµΨ = ∂µΨ − iAµΨ − iωµΨ includes both the electromagnetic (U(1)) and the gravitational part, while the
covariant derivative DU(1)

β Ψ = ∂βΨ − iAβΨ has only the electromagnetic part. In the NC correction only the U(1)
part appears.

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

In our previous paper [62] we have analyzed a 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

f
∂2t −∆+ (1− f)∂2r +

2MG

r2
∂r + 2iqQ

1

rf
∂t −

q2Q2

r2f
− µ2

)

Φ +
aqQ

r3

(

(
MG

r
− GQ2

r2
)∂φ + rf∂r∂φ

)

Φ = 0, (17)

with f = 1− 2MG
r + Q2G

r2 . In [55, 56], within first order of deformation, an equivalence between the NC scalar field on
the non-rotating BTZ background and a 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.
It can be shown that the equation of motion (17) may be rewritten as the equation of motion governing a charged

commutative scalar field with the same charge q as its NC counterpart, and propagating in some effective metric.
That this process of finding a metric from the given equation of motion can indeed be carried out3 within a first order
of deformation is shown in Appendix A. There the first order effective dual metric has been derived and shown to
pick up the form of a modified RN geometry

ds2 =
(

1− 2MG

r
+
Q2G

r2

)

dt2 − dr2

1− 2MG
r + Q2G

r2

− aqQ sin2 θdrdφ − r2(dθ2 + sin2 θdφ2). (18)

It appears that new, first order effective dual metric (18) acquires an additional off-diagonal term which is induced
purely by noncommutative nature of spacetime. This feature comes into play only in the presence of charged matter.

2 How they look like in RN background may be inferred from relations (28), (22) and (23), by taking into account that ωµ ≡ −
1

2
ω cd
µ Σcd

and by setting a to zero.
3 It can be carried out at least for the type of geometry and deformation considered in this paper, i.e. a deformation with the Killing
twist operator. For more general examples of deformation, see Appendix B.
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Unlike in the case of scalar field in the (NC) BTZ background, in this case the effective metric cannot be interpreted
as a metric of a background rotating geometry (of either RN or any other type).
Having established the effective metric (18), we now investigate the propagation of a charged massive spinor field Ψ

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

(iγa∇a −m)Ψ = 0, (19)

where the Latin indices such as a, (a = 0, 1, 2, 3) refer to intrinsic coordinates and γa are the standard flat space
Dirac gamma matrices, {γa, γb} = 2ηab, where

ηab = ηab =







+1 0 0 0
0 −1 0 0
0 0 −1 0
0 0 0 −1






. (20)

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

(

iγa(∇a − iAa)−m

)

Ψ =

(

iγae µ
a (∇µ − iAµ)−m

)

Ψ = 0. (21)

The gravitational covariant derivative ∇µ is defined as ∇µΨ = ∂µΨ − i
2ω

ab
µ ΣabΨ. The Dirac operator γa∇a on a

curved space is introduced in terms of tetrads (vierbeins) ea µ and their inverse e µ
a , satisfying ea µe

ν
a = δ ν

µ and

ea µe
µ

b = δa b. Tetrads written in components are ea µ = (ea t, e
a
r, e

a
θ, e

a
φ) and e µ

a = (e µ
0 , e µ

1 , e µ
2 , e µ

3 ).

They also satisfy gµν = ea µe
b
νηab and gµν = e µ

a e ν
b ηab. In what follows we use the setting defined in [118] with

the vierbein frame chosen to be

ea µ =









√
f 0 0 0
0 1√

f
0 0

0 0 r 0

0 aqQ
2r sin θ 0 r sin θ









(22)

with the corresponding inverse matrix

e µ
a =









1√
f

0 0 0

0
√
f 0 −aqQ

2r2

√
f

0 0 1
r 0

0 0 0 1
r sin θ









. (23)

The representation of gamma matrices is

γ0 = iγ̃0 = i

(

0 1

1 0

)

, γ1 = iγ̃3 = i

(

0 σ3
−σ3 0

)

,

γ2 = iγ̃1 = i

(

0 σ1
−σ1 0

)

, γ3 = iγ̃2 = i

(

0 σ2
−σ2 0

)

,

(24)

where γ̃0, γ̃1, γ̃2 and γ̃3 are gamma matrices in chiral (Weyl) representation, while σi, (i = 1, 2, 3) are the usual
Pauli matrices

σ1 =

(

0 1
1 0

)

, σ2 =

(

0 −i
i 0

)

, σ3 =

(

1 0
0 −1

)

. (25)

By writing out a detailed structure of the covariant derivative ∇a, the Dirac equation (21) takes the form4

4 Since implementation of (24) as our representation of γ−matrices involves a flip in their hermiticity properties (hermitian turns into
antihermitian), the covariant derivative gets changed, ∇µ = ∂µ −

i
2
ω cd
µ

i
4
[γc, γd] → ∇µ = ∂µ −

1

2
ω cd
µ

1

4
[γc, γd], which amounts to

changing the sign in the covariant derivative in front of the spin part, ∇µ = ∂µ + i
2
ω cd
µ Σcd = ∂µ + i

2
ω cd
µ

i
4
[γc, γd] .
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[

iγae µ
a

(

∂µ +
i

2
ω cd
µ Σcd − iAµ

)

−m

]

Ψ = 0. (26)

Here Σcd = i
4 [γc, γd] and the coefficients of the spin connection ω ab

µ are given by

ω ab
µ = ea νη

bc∂µe
ν

c + ea νη
bce λ

c Γν
µλ

=
1

2
eaν
(

∂µe
b
ν − ∂νe

b
µ

)

− 1

2
ebν
(

∂µe
a
ν − ∂νe

a
µ

)

− 1

2
eaρebσ

(

∂ρecσ − ∂σecρ

)

ec µ,

where Γν
µλ = 1

2g
νδ

(

∂µgδλ + ∂λgµδ − ∂δgµλ

)

are the coefficients of the affine connection. Note that ω ab
µ = −ω ba

µ .

With the tetrads given in (22), one gets that the only non zero components of the spin connection are

ω 01
t = −ω 10

t = −Mr−Q2

r3 , ω 12
θ = −ω 21

θ =
√
f,

ω 13
φ = −ω 31

φ =
√
f sin θ, ω 23

φ = −ω 32
φ = cos θ,

ω 23
r = −ω 32

r = aqQ
2r2 cos θ, ω 13

r = −ω 31
r = aqQ

√
f

2r2 sin θ.

(27)

In subsequent analysis we will also use the sums ω cd
µ Σcd:

ω cd
t Σcd = 2ω 01

t Σ01 = −2
Mr −Q2

r3
i

4
[γ0, γ1] = −iMr −Q2

r3

(

−σ3 0
0 σ3

)

,

ω cd
r Σcd = 2ω 23

r Σ23 + 2ω 13
r Σ13 = −aqQ

2r2
cos θ

(

σ3 0
0 σ3

)

+
aqQ

√
f

2r2
sin θ

(

σ1 0
0 σ1

)

,

ω cd
θ Σcd = 2ω 12

θ Σ12 = −
√

f

(

σ2 0
0 σ2

)

,

ω cd
φ Σcd = 2ω 13

φ Σ13 + 2ω 23
φ Σ23 =

√

f sin θ

(

σ1 0
0 σ1

)

− cos θ

(

σ3 0
0 σ3

)

,

(28)

Inserting these into (26) leads to the Dirac equation
[

iγ0e t
0

(

∂t − iAt +
i

2
ω cd
t Σcd

)

+ iγ1e r
1

(

∂r − iAr +
i

2
ω cd
r Σcd

)

+ iγ2e θ
2

(

∂θ − iAθ +
i

2
ω cd
θ Σcd

)

+ iγ1e φ
1

(

∂φ − iAφ +
i

2
ω cd
φ Σcd

)

+ iγ3e φ
3

(

∂φ − iAφ +
i

2
ω cd
φ Σcd

)

−m

]

Ψ = 0.

(29)

With the spinor field Ψ written in terms of two two-component spinors Ψ1 and Ψ2, namely Ψ =

(

Ψ1

Ψ2

)

and the gauge

potential Aµ = (At, ~A) = (− qQ
r ,
~0), the equation (29) splits into two two-component equations

[

− 1√
f

1∂t −
√

fσ3∂r −
1

2

Mr −Q2

r3
1√
f
σ3 −

√
f

r
σ3 −

1

r
σ1∂θ

+
aqQ

2r2

√

fσ3∂φ − 1

r sin θ
σ2∂φ − 1

2r
cot θσ1 −

iqQ

r
√
f

1

]

Ψ2 −m1Ψ1 = 0,

[

− 1√
f

1∂t +
1

2

Mr −Q2

r3
1√
f
σ3 +

√

fσ3∂r +

√
f

r
σ3 +

1

r
σ1∂θ

− aqQ

2r2

√

fσ3∂φ +
1

r sin θ
σ2∂φ +

1

2r
cot θσ1 −

iqQ

r
√
f

1

]

Ψ1 −m1Ψ2 = 0.

(30)

We see that these equations have the same form as the equation (15). The only NC correction is of the form
aqQ
2r2

√
fγ1∂φΨ. Therefore we can conclude that the rigorous approach of the NC gauge theory and the SW expansion

described in Section III 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, implying that the
linearized equations of motion for a spinor field in SW expansion turn out to be the same as equations of motion in
a perturbed (first order effective dual) metric. Secondly, the result in Section III was deduced using the semiclassical
approximation. In our future work we plan to investigate if this duality holds more generally.
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V. DISCUSSION AND OUTLOOK

Before we go on to analyze the set of equations (30), note that the main result of our paper may be restated in
a slightly different way, by using interpretation in terms of a process of reversed engineering described in Section
IV and Appendix B, which has led to the first order effective dual metric (18). In this respect, it is important to
emphasize that the process of reversed engineering as applied to the equations of motion resulting from two different
NC gauge theory models, one for NC scalar field, and the other for NC spin one-half field, may not necessarily lead
to the same first order effective dual metric. Quite opposite, it would be highly unlikely for this to happen. However,
within our semiclassical model of NC gauge theory, we have manifestly demonstrated that this is indeed the case,
and this constitutes the main result of our paper. More precisely, two first order effective dual metrics, obtained
by two different and independent back engineering processes, one applied on the particular NC scalar field model
and the other on the related NC spin one-half model, are the same! We have shown this by establishing the first
order equivalence between the formal and the effective approach to the semiclassical U(1) gauge theory applied on
NC spinor field. This way we have gone around and bypassed the process of reversed engineering on the equation
of motion for the NC spinor field. To be more precise, we took one of the first order effective dual metrics, the one
obtained by back engineering the NC scalar field equation of motion and then we used this metric to write down the
equation of motion for the ordinary commutative spinor field. Interestingly enough, it turned out that this equation
is the same as the equation of motion obtained in a more formal approach to the semiclassical model of NC gauge
theory, as applied to NC spin one-half field.
Let us now analyze the equation (30) 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 (30) for the wavefunction Ψ ≡ Ψ(t, r, θ, φ), we follow [118] and take the ansatz

Ψ =

(

Ψ1

Ψ2

)

=











Ψ
(1)
1

Ψ
(2)
1

Ψ
(1)
2

Ψ
(2)
2











=
1

r
f−1/4

(

ψ1

ψ2

)

=
(

r4f
)−1/4

(

ψ1

ψ2

)

=

(

r4 − 2Mr3 +Q2r2
)−1/4











ψ
(1)
1

ψ
(2)
1

ψ
(1)
2

ψ
(2)
2











. (31)

After plugging this ansatz into (30) and performing some simplicifations, the set of equations (30) reduces to

[

− r√
f

1∂t − r
√

fσ3∂r − σ1∂θ −
1

sin θ
σ2∂φ − 1

2
cot θσ1 +

aqQ

2r

√

fσ3∂φ − iqQ√
f

1

]

ψ2 −mr1ψ1 = 0,

[

− r√
f

1∂t + r
√

fσ3∂r + σ1∂θ +
1

sin θ
σ2∂φ +

1

2
cot θσ1 −

aqQ

2r

√

fσ3∂φ − iqQ√
f

1

]

ψ1 −mr1ψ2 = 0.

(32)

We further make a factorization of the spinor wavefunctions ψ1 and ψ2 according to

ψ1 ≡ ψ1(t, r, θ, φ) = ei(νφ−ωt)

(

ψ
(1)
1 (r, θ)

ψ
(2)
1 (r, θ)

)

= ei(νφ−ωt)

(

−R2(r)S1(θ)
−R1(r)S2(θ)

)

,

ψ2 ≡ ψ2(t, r, θ, φ) = ei(νφ−ωt)

(

ψ
(1)
2 (r, θ)

ψ
(2)
2 (r, θ)

)

= ei(νφ−ωt)

(

R1(r)S1(θ)
R2(r)S2(θ)

)

,

(33)

where ω and ν are respectively energy and projection of the angular momentum of the spin 1/2 particle. Note that
this factorization is not arbitrary, but is singled out by a demand of having separable equation of motion. Indeed, it
gives rise to a straightforward separation of the equation of motion into radial and angular parts, as we show below.
The first step in utilizing the factorization (33), which includes a separation of the azimuthal and time variables,

gives rise to the set of two 2−component equations

[

iωr√
f

1 − r
√

fσ3∂r − σ1∂θ −
iν

sin θ
σ2 −

1

2
cot θσ1 + iν

aqQ

2r

√

fσ3 −
iqQ√
f

1

]

ψ2(r, θ)−mr1ψ1(r, θ) = 0,

[

iωr√
f

1 + r
√

fσ3∂r + σ1∂θ +
iν

sin θ
σ2 +

1

2
cot θσ1 − iν

aqQ

2r

√

fσ3 −
iqQ√
f

1

]

ψ1(r, θ)−mr1ψ2(r, θ) = 0.

(34)

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

iωr√
f
R1S1 − r

√

f(∂rR1)S1 −R2∂θS2 −
iν

sin θ
(−i)R2S2 −

1

2
cot θR2S2

+iν
aqQ

2r

√

fR1S1 +mrR2S1 −
iqQ√
f
R1S1 = 0,

iωr√
f
R2S2 + r

√

f(∂rR2)S2 −R1∂θS1 −
iν

sin θ
iR1S1 −

1

2
cot θR1S1

−iν aqQ
2r

√

fR2S2 +mrR1S2 −
iqQ√
f
R2S2 = 0,

− iωr√
f
R2S1 − r

√

f(∂rR2)S1 −R1∂θS2 −
iν

sin θ
(−i)R1S2 −

1

2
cot θR1S2

+iν
aqQ

2r

√

fR2S1 −mrR1S1 +
iqQ√
f
R2S1 = 0,

− iωr√
f
R1S2 + r

√

f(∂rR1)S2 −R2∂θS1 −
iν

sin θ
iR2S1 −

1

2
cot θR2S1

−iν aqQ
2r

√

fR1S2 −mrR2S2 +
iqQ√
f
R1S2 = 0.

(35)

After dividing above equations respectively with R2S1, R1S2, R1S1, R2S2 one finds that this system of equations is
completely separable,

iωr√
f

R1

R2
− r
√

f
∂rR1

R2
+ iν

aqQ

2r

√

f
R1

R2
− iqQ√

f

R1

R2
+mr =

∂θS2

S1
+

ν

sin θ

S2

S1
+

1

2
cot θ

S2

S1
≡ λ,

iωr√
f

R2

R1
+ r
√

f
∂rR2

R1
− iν

aqQ

2r

√

f
R2

R1
− iqQ√

f

R2

R1
+mr =

∂θS1

S2
− ν

sin θ

S1

S2
+

1

2
cot θ

S1

S2
≡ λ1,

− iωr√
f

R2

R1
− r
√

f
∂rR2

R1
+ iν

aqQ

2r

√

f
R2

R1
+
iqQ√
f

R2

R1
−mr =

∂θS2

S1
+

ν

sin θ

S2

S1
+

1

2
cot θ

S2

S1
= λ,

− iωr√
f

R1

R2
+ r
√

f
∂rR1

R2
− iν

aqQ

2r

√

f
R1

R2
+
iqQ√
f

R1

R2
−mr =

∂θS1

S2
− ν

sin θ

S1

S2
+

1

2
cot θ

S1

S2
= λ1.

(36)

Moreover, it is easily seen that two separation constants λ and λ1, which have appeared in a process of separation are
not mutually independent, but subject to the requirement λ = −λ1. In effect, the system of equations (36) gives rise
to two angular equations

∂θS2 +
ν

sin θ
S2 +

1

2
cot θS2 = λS1,

∂θS1 −
ν

sin θ
S1 +

1

2
cot θS1 = −λS2,

(37)

and two radial equations

iωr√
f
R1 − r

√

f∂rR1 + iν
aqQ

2r

√

fR1 −
iqQ√
f
R1 =

(

λ−mr

)

R2,

iωr√
f
R2 + r

√

f∂rR2 − iν
aqQ

2r

√

fR2 −
iqQ√
f
R2 = −

(

λ+mr

)

R1,

(38)

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 [117, 119–124]. 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 not5, resulting

5 The absence of superradiance for Dirac field in a Kerr or Kerr-Newman background was proved for a first time in [117].
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in them being stable and subject to a decay only [125],[126],[127],[128],[129]. 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 . (l + 1

2 ), as well as the limit of

slow rotation, Ω/M << 16. Interestingly, fermionic fields on Schwarzschild or Reissner–Nordström spacetime display
somewhat different characteristics, which makes them more susceptible of exhibiting the effect of superradiance and
thus not remaining 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 (A7), introduces certain changes to the above statements. To start with, let us recall the form of the
wave function that solves the Dirac equation

Ψ = ei(νφ−ωt)
(

r4f
)−1/4

(

ψ1

ψ2

)

= ei(νφ−ωt)

(

r4 − 2Mr3 +Q2r2
)−1/4







−R2(r)S1(θ)
−R1(r)S2(θ)
R1(r)S1(θ)
R2(r)S2(θ)






. (39)

Its corresponding hermitian conjugate is defined as

Ψ̄ = −Ψ†γ0 = −iΨ†
(

0 1

1 0

)

, (40)

and the covariant derivatives that include the spin connection part are given by

∇µΨ = ∂µΨ− ΓµΨ = ∂µΨ− 1

4
ω bc
µ γbγcΨ,

∇µΨ̄ = ∂µΨ̄ + Ψ̄Γµ = ∂µΨ̄ +
1

4
ω bc
µ Ψ̄γbγc.

With these quantities at hand, one may define the stress-energy tensor as

Tµν =
i

4

[

Ψ̄γµ∇νΨ+ Ψ̄γν∇µΨ−
(

∇µΨ̄
)

γνΨ−
(

∇νΨ̄
)

γµΨ
]

. (41)

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 (39). The radial Dirac current and the corresponding conservation
law in this case give rise to the condition

dN

dt
=

(

|R1|2 − |R2|2
)

r=rh

≤ 0, (42)

where N is the number density and rh is the outer horizon radius, signalling the absence of superradiance [118].
For the case considered in this paper, i.e. deformed RN metric (A7), the radial component of the Dirac current
Jµ = Ψ̄γµΨ = Ψ̄e µ

a γaΨ may be shown to have the form

Jr = Ψ̄γrΨ = Ψ̄e r
a γaΨ

= −i
(

r4 − 2Mr3 +Q2r2
)−1/2

√

f
(

R∗
1S

∗
1 R∗

2S
∗
2 −R∗

2S
∗
1 −R∗

1S
∗
2

)







0 0 i 0
0 0 0 −i
−i 0 0 0
0 i 0 0













−R2S1

−R1S2

R1S1

R2S2







=
1

r2

(

|R1|2 − |R2|2
)(

|S1|2 + |S2|2
)

.

(43)

At first glance, with the result (43) 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

6 Note that m is the mass of the perturbing field, M is the mass of the black hole, l is the orbital angular momentum number and ΩM

is the angular momentum of a black hole.
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current evaluated at the lower bound, i.e. at the outer horizon r = rh, has a natural interpretation as the flux passing
into the horizon and the expression on the rhs of (43) 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 Tµνt

µtν ≥ 0 must hold for any time-like vector field,
tµt

µ > 0, with Tµν 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 tµ ≡ e µ
0 = (e t

0 , e r
0 , e θ

0 , e φ
0 ) =

( 1√
f
, 0, 0, 0), tµt

µ > 0, and first evaluate and then analyse the bilinear form Tµνt
µtν = Tµνe

µ
0 e ν

0 = Ttte
t

0 e t
0 . This

gives

Tµνt
µtν =

i

4

[

Ψ̄γt∇tΨ+ Ψ̄γt∇tΨ−
(

∇tΨ̄
)

γtΨ−
(

∇tΨ̄
)

γtΨ
]

e t
0 e t

0

= 2

[

i

4
Ψ̄γt∇tΨe

t
0 e t

0 − i

4

(

∇tΨ̄
)

γtΨe
t

0 e t
0

]

. (44)

Inserting (22),(24) and (39) into this equation leads to

Tµνt
µtν = 2

(

r4 − 2Mr3 +Q2r2
)−1/2

4
√
f

[

ω

(

|R1|2 + |R2|2
)(

|S1|2 + |S2|2
)

+i
Mr −Q2

2r3

(

|R1|2 − |R2|2
)(

|S1|2 + |S2|2
)

]

−2

(

r4 − 2Mr3 +Q2r2
)−1/2

4
√
f

[

− ω

(

|R1|2 + |R2|2
)(

|S1|2 + |S2|2
)

+i
Mr −Q2

2r3

(

|R1|2 − |R2|2
)(

|S1|2 + |S2|2
)

]

=

(

r4 − 2Mr3 +Q2r2
)−1/2

2
√
f

2ω

(

|R1|2 + |R2|2
)(

|S1|2 + |S2|2
)

. (45)

It is clear that outside the outer horizon the expression under the square root is greater than zero. Moreover,
the expression (45) as a whole is strictly positive-definite, that is Tµνt

µtν ≥ 0, implying that the noncommutative
deformation of the Reissner–Nordström 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
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 superradiant7 regime ω < ν Ω

2Mrh
, where ω is the

frequency of the mode and ν is its azimuthal number, Ω
2Mrh

is the angular frequency of the horizon and rh 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

7 The term superradiant is here used because in this regime bosonic fields rapidly grow in time, thus exhibiting a superradiance. Dirac
fields though remain stable in this regime, as they are not superradiant there.
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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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Appendix A: Effective metric from first order noncommutative duality-Calculation of the first order effective

dual metric

Here we show that the equation (17) can be reversely engineered to yield the first order (in the deformation
parameter a) effective metric (18).
Equation (17) can be symbolically written in terms of an extended Klein-Gordon operator, extended to include a

coupling to a gauge field

(

�g′ +O(a)
)

Φ ≡
(

g′µν
(

∇′
µ − iAµ

)(

∇′
ν − iAν

)

+O(a)

)

Φ = 0. (A1)

Corrections are included in O(a) that is a generic expression and it designates symbolically a whole set of correction
terms in the equation (17) that are induced by the noncommutativity and are therefore linear in NC parameter a.
Likewise, ∇′

µ is a covariant derivative with respect to the metric g′µν
8 (1) and �g′ is the Klein-Gordon operator for

the metric g′µν . Note that by switching off a noncommutativity by letting a −→ 0, all corrections that scale with a
disappear, and the KG equation reduces to

�g′Φ ≡ g′µν
(

∇′
µ − iAµ

)(

∇′
ν − iAν

)

Φ =
1√−g′ (∂µ − iAµ)

(

√

−g′ g′µν
(

∂ν − iAν)

)

Φ = 0. (A2)

At this stage one is naturally led to ponder over a possiblity that the terms in (17) which scale linearly with the
NC parameter a can actually be soaked up by the already present KG operator �g′ to yield a KG operator �g 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

(

�g′ +O(a)
)

Φ =

(

g′µν
(

∇′
µ − iAµ

)(

∇′
ν − iAν

)

+O(a)

)

Φ

≡ �gΦ = gµν
(

∇µ − iAµ

)(

∇ν − iAν

)

Φ =
1√−g (∂µ − iAµ)

(√
−g gµν

(

∂ν − iAν

)

)

Φ = 0.

(A3)

where ∇µ is a covariant derivative with respect to the new, effective metric gµν . 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 (A3), one may try with the following ansatz

gµν =









f 0 0 0
0 − 1

f 0 grφ
0 0 −r2 0
0 grφ 0 −r2 sin θ









, (A4)

The novel nonvanishing entry grφ is assumed to depend only on variables r and θ, since we expect that ∂t and ∂φ
are Killing vectors for the effective metric as well. Moreover, it is assumed to be at least linear in NC parameter a,

8 ∇′
µA

ν = ∂µA
ν + Γ′ν

λµ
Aλ and ∇′

µAν = ∂µAν − Γ′λ
µνAλ.
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grφ ∼ O(a) since the effective metric gµν has to reduce to the original RN metric g′µν in the limiting case a −→ 0.
The inverse of the metric tensor (A4) has nonvanishing entries at the same places

gµν =













1
f 0 0 0

0 −f +
f2g2

rφ

fg2
rφ

−r2 sin2 θ
0

fgrφ
fg2

rφ
−r2 sin2 θ

0 0 − 1
r2 0

0
fgrφ

fg2
rφ

−r2 sin2 θ
0 1

fg2
rφ

−r2 sin2 θ













, (A5)

It can be seen that while off-diagonal elements have a leading correction term that is linear in a, the diagonal elements
grr and gφφ have a leading correction term that is quadratic in a. Likewise, the determinant and the square-root of
the determinant of the effective metric (A4) have a leading correction term that is quadratic in the NC parameter
a,

√−g = r2 sin θ + O(a2). These observations will have a crucial role in the subsequent analysis, whose aim is to
deduce the metric gµν , satisfying the requirement (A3).
The form of the metric (A4) dictates which terms are going to survive after the equation (A3) is written out

explicitly

�gΦ =
1√−g (∂µ − iAµ)

(√−g gµν
(

∂ν − iAν

)

)

Φ

=
1√−g

[

(∂t − iAt)

(√−ggtt
(

∂t − iAt

)

)

+ (∂r − iAr)

(√−ggrr
(

∂r − iAr

)

)

+(∂r − iAr)

(√
−ggrφ

(

∂φ − iAφ

)

)

+ (∂θ − iAθ)

(√
−ggθθ

(

∂θ − iAθ

)

)

+(∂φ − iAφ)

(√−ggφr
(

∂r − iAr

)

)

+ (∂φ − iAφ)

(√−ggφφ
(

∂φ − iAφ

)

)

]

Φ.

Taking into account the fact that the gauge potential has only time component, one finds that the equation of motion
(A3) further boils down to

1

f

[

∂2tΦ− 2iAt∂tΦ− A2
tΦ

]

+
1√−g

[

∂r
(√−ggrr

)

]

∂rΦ+ grr∂2rΦ +
1√−g

[

∂r
(√−ggrφ

)

]

∂φΦ

+ 2grφ∂r∂φΦ+
1√−g

[

∂θ
(√−ggθθ

)

]

∂θΦ + gθθ∂2θΦ + gφφ∂2φΦ = 0.

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

aqQ

r3

(

MG

r
− GQ2

r2

)

∂φΦ =
1√−g

[

∂r
(√−ggrφ

)

]

∂φΦ,

aqQ

r2
f∂r∂φΦ = 2grφ∂r∂φΦ.

(A6)

The solution to this set of relations, which is consistent with the requirement grφ =
fgrφ

fg2
rφ

−r2 sin2 θ
, finally gives for

the dual effective metric

gµν =









f 0 0 0

0 − 1
f 0 −aqQ

2 sin2 θ

0 0 −r2 0

0 −aqQ
2 sin2 θ 0 −r2 sin2 θ









(A7)

and for its inverse metric

gµν =









1
f 0 0 0

0 −f 0 aqQ
2r2 f

0 0 − 1
r2 0

0 aqQ
2r2 f 0 − 1

r2 sin2 θ









. (A8)
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Note that we demand gµνg
νρ = δ ρ

µ +O(a2).
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 q as its NC counterpart), propagating in a modified RN geometry

ds2 =
(

1− 2MG

r
+
Q2G

r2

)

dt2 − dr2

1− 2MG
r + Q2G

r2

− aqQ sin2 θdrdφ − r2(dθ2 + sin2 θdφ2). (A9)

Appendix B: More general choices of the twist

In this Appendix we briefly discuss more general forms of the twist operator, leading to more general NC deforma-
tions. This discussion if far from being complete, the detailed analysis we postpone for our future research.

1. For a deformation with a Killing twist operator, an arbitrary static, spherically symmetric metric

ds2 = f(r)dt2 − dr2

f(r)
− r2(dθ2 + sin2 θdφ2). (B1)

and an arbitrary static, spherically symmetric electromagnetic potential Aµdx
µ = A(r)dt, with arbitrary func-

tions f(r) and A(r), our results continue to be valid. More precisely, from equations (A6) it follows that the
component grϕ is related to the function f(r), while the radial derivative of grϕ is related to the radial derivative

of f(r). Note that in the RN case, the term MG
r − GQ2

r2 is nothing else but r
2∂rf . Therefore, the component grϕ

will have the same form as in (A8) with an arbitrary function f(r) from (B1). On the other hand, in this more
general case the only nonvanishing component of the field strength tensor is Ftr = −∂rA(r). We conclude that

the effective metric will retain the same general form (A7) with grφ = a r2

2 Ftr sin
2 θ, and its inverse metric will

have a different grϕ component given by grϕ = −a
2Ftrf(r) =

a
2f(r)∂rA(r).

2. For a definition with a semi-Killing twist operator, such as

F = e−
ia
2 (∂t⊗∂r−∂r⊗∂t)

for the RN metric, the Seiberg-Witten expanded (up to first order) action for the NC scalar field is given by

S =

∫

d4x
(√−g

(

gµνDµφ
+Dνφ− µ2φ+φ+

µ2

2
θαβFαβφ

+φ

+
1

2
θαβgµν

(

− 1

2
Dµφ

+FαβDνφ+ (Dµφ
+)FανDβφ+ (Dβφ

+)FαµDνφ
))

− i

2
θαβ∂α

(√
−ggµν

)

Dµφ
+DβDνφ

)

)

,

where Dνφ = (∂ν − iAν)φ. We notice that an additional (compared to (3.34) in [62]) term
− i

2θ
αβ∂α

(√−ggµν)Dµφ
+DβDνφ will lead to an equation of motion for the field φ that is third order in deriva-

tives. This immediately signals that equation cannot be reduced to an equation of motion for a commutative
scalar filed in an effective metric, since that equation is necessarily a 2nd order differential equation.

3. For a completely arbitrary (within a physical reason) well defined twist there is no guaranty that the first order
duality will hold. Moreover, based on the results for the semi-Killing twist deformation it is very likely that there
will be no duality between the propagation of the NC scalar field on a fixed background and the propagation of
commutative scalar field in an effective background.

From this brief analysis we can conclude that the deformation by a Killing twist is a special one and it is the only
one that corresponds to the semi-classical approximation we use in our work.

[1] A. Kempf, G. Mangano and R. B. Mann, Phys. Rev. D 52, 1108 (1995).
[2] E. Witten, Phys. Today 49 (4), 24 (1996).



17

[3] D. Amati, M. Ciafaloni and G. Veneziano, Phys. Lett. B 197, 81 (1987).
[4] D. J. Gross and P. F. Mende, Nucl. Phys. B 303, 407 (1988).
[5] L. J. Garay, Int. J. Mod. Phys. A 10, 145 (1995).
[6] Spin networks and quantum gravity, Carlo Rovelli and Lee Smolin, Phys. Rev. D52 (1995) 5743.
[7] M. Maggiore, Phys. Lett. B 304, 65 (1993).
[8] C. Rovelli, “Quantum Gravity,” Cambridge, UK: Univ. Pr. (2004) 455 p.
[9] T. Thiemann, Lect. Notes Phys. 631 (2003) 41, arXiv:gr-qc/0210094.

[10] D. Amati, M. Ciafaloni, and G. Veneziano, Phys. Lett. B 216, 41 (1989).
[11] S. Hossenfelder, Living Rev. Relativity 16, 2 (2013).
[12] M. Sprenger, P. Nicolini and M. Bleicher, Eur. J. Phys. 33, 853 (2012).
[13] D. V. Ahluwalia, Phys. Lett. B 339 (1994) 301.
[14] S. Doplicher, K. Fredenhagen and J. E. Roberts, Phys. Lett. B 331 (1994) 39; Commun. Math. Phys. 172 (1995) 187,

hep-th/0303037.
[15] N. Seiberg and E. Witten, JHEP 09 (1999) 032, hep-th/9908142.
[16] M. R. Douglas and N. A. Nekrasov, Noncommutative field theory, Rev. Mod. Phys. 73, 977 (2001) [hep-th/0106048].
[17] R. J. Szabo, Quantum field theory on noncommutative spaces, Phys. Rept. 378, 207 (2003) [hep-th/0109162];
[18] H. S. Snyder, Quantized space-time,” Phys. Rev. 71, 38 (1947).
[19] A. Connes, Noncommutative Geometry,” ISBN- 9780121858605.
[20] A. Connes and J. Lott, Nucl. Phys. Proc. Suppl. 18B, 29 (1991).
[21] M. Chaichian, A. Demichev and P. Presnajder, Nucl. Phys. B 567 (2000), 360-390, [arXiv:hep-th/9812180 [hep-th]].
[22] M. Hayakawa, [arXiv:hep-th/9912167 [hep-th]].
[23] I. F. Riad, M. M. Sheikh-Jabbari, JHEP 0008 (2000) 045.
[24] I. Ya. Aref’eva, D. M. Belov, A. S. Koshelev, Phys. Lett. B 476 (2000) 431.
[25] A. Micu and M. M. Sheikh Jabbari, JHEP 01 (2001), 025, [arXiv:hep-th/0008057 [hep-th]].
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[58] K. S. Gupta, T. Jurić, A. Samsarov and I. Smolić, JHEP 10 (2019), 170, [arXiv:1908.07402 [hep-th]].
[59] R. Bufalo and A. Tureanu, Phys. Rev. D 92 (2015) no.6, 065017.
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