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Emergent spacetime from a momentum gauge and electromagnetism
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Motivated by the fermionic Berry’s phase in momentum space, we study a local Abelian phase in
momentum space, also known as the momentum gauge, coupled to electromagnetism, for complex
scalars in the phase-space worldline formalism. The interaction of both Abelian fields is shown
to give rise to a momentum gauge dependant emergent spacetime. As a concrete example, we
further study classical solutions of the momentum gauge field which lead to an emergent Newtonian
gravity with gravitational potential predicted by coupled Coulomb fields both in configuration and
momentum spaces. Noncommutative aspects of the theory are also provided.

Introduction: Berry’s phase [1] is a ubiquitous con-
cept in condensed matter: It underpins the Hall current
and conductivity [2], the anomalous Hall effect [3, 4],
and spin transport [5], to name a few. The phase exists
in Weyl/Dirac semimetals at Weyl nodes in quasi-crystal
momentum space, and gives rise to the chiral (Adler-
Bell-Jackiw [6]) anomaly [7]. A remarkable feature is the
classical emergence of the anomaly in a Louiville the-
orem for Weyl fermions by the way of an incompress-
ible phase-space [8]. Remarkable because, despite the
Berry phase’s prevalence, the phase’s coupling to elec-
tromagnetism gives rise to “exotic” [J9] noncanonical-
equivalently noncommutative in the quantum picture—
(NC) d.o.f. in phase-space [10], making possible the
anomaly.

NC theories have enjoyed plentiful study; see, e.g., re-
views by [11]. A theory was first formulated by Snyder in
an efforts to combat the UV divergences plaguing quan-
tum electrodynamics as a natural regularization [12].
Similar encompassing NC theories in momentum space
have ensued under doubly, or deformed, special rel-
ativity [13] including those of x-Minkowski [14], and
Magueijo-Smolin [15]. NC theories can arise in systems
with electrons subject to a strong magnetic field [16],
such as has been applied for the Peierls substitution [17],
and they naturally occur in string theories [18]. A fea-
ture that goes hand-in-hand with noncommutativity is an
emergent spacetime geometry. This has been conceived
for (complex) scalars [19] and gauge field theories [20]
using a Sieberg-Witten map [21], as well as matrix the-
ories [22]. Furthermore, the connection to curved mo-
mentum space has been put into the more formal math-
ematical language of Hopf algebras [23]. It is thus in-
tuitive that an emergent geometry should be present in
deformed phase-space courtesy of Berry’s phase; indeed
hints to such a relationship were found in [24], where the
fermionic covariant Berry’s phase was likened to a spin
connection.

We explore emergent spacetime geometries from a
Berry phase inspired local momentum phase. Whereas
monopoles (magnetic charges) are understood in mo-
mentum space from Berry’s phase, locality makes pos-

sible electric charges in momentum space. By way of a
quantum field theory defined in momentum space the lo-
cal symmetry was introduced as a “momentum gauge”
in [25], and has since been derived from a Kaluza-Klein
reduction in curved momentum space [26]. Here we show
how the momentum gauge shares a similar form to the
adiabatic Berry phase in momentum space. Also, we
introduce a coupling to electromagnetism. This is im-
portant. For without it in our first-quantized setting,
noncommutativity and the resulting emergent spacetime
cease. Furthermore, we go on to argue that electric
charges in the momentum gauge coupled to an electro-
magnetic charge give rise to a weak Newtonian gravity
with the product of field strengths in both configuration
and momentum spaces resembling a Newtonian poten-
tial.

Fermionic Berry Phase Motivations: Let us motivate
our discussion of a momentum gauge by first introducing
its occurrence as an Abelian Berry’s phase for fermions
after employing the adiabatic theorem. Berry’s phase
is easily captured in a first-quantized setting in phase-
space; furthermore a manifestly Lorentz invariant de-
scription is desirable. Therefore we make use of a phase-
space worldline construction [27], (c.f., applications to
Snyder spacetime in [28]). We review relevant discus-
sions as outlined in [29]; see also [8, 30]. To begin let
us write down the (n+1)-dimensional massive fermionic
Green’s function for quantum electrodynamics using a
Minkowski flat-space metric (in Greek letter indices) with
mostly-plus signature in Cartesian coordinates as

S(xys, ;) :i/m dT/DxDpDAPe%[5F+5A1. (1)
0
Here the fermionic worldline action reads
Sp = /01 drli,p" +qAut —T(p+me)],  (2)
with Maxwell action, Sy = —(4poc)™! [d*zF,, FH,
for the dynamical gauge field [31]. Note that we have

excluded the normalizing determinant factor under the
gauge integration in a “quenched approximation” [32].



The determinant will not affect our semiclassical picture
employed for scalars below. There is a path-ordering in
propertime acting on the fermionic indices. We have also
taken the liberty of absorbing 7T into 7, where now the
Schwinger propertime acts a Lagrange multiplier. Note
that we have made use of SI units here and throughout.
Finally, one has for path integral measure boundary con-
ditions, z(0) = z; and z(1) = x;.

Berry’s phase manifests from a similarity transform of
the Hamiltonian; in our context this occurs via a Hamil-
tonian gauge-transformation of p — u™"pu+ihu~"4 [29],
where u may be chosen to take p diagonal. Then un-
der the adiabatic theorem level-crossing terms in w14
may be neglected, leading to a connection with non-
vanishing curvature. For example, in (2+1)-dimensions
off-diagonal terms may be neglected leading to Abelian
Berry’s phases:  diag[(u™'0hu)'t, (u™'0hu)??]; OF =
0/0p*. The Berry phases then supplement the previous
worldline action, Eq. (2), with a force-dependent term;
e.g., for the “11” matrix index element, upon decou-
pling of the path-ordering, the corresponding Lagrangian
would now read

jzup“—i—qA#g'c“—i—h(u_l@ﬁu)np“ —T[(u_lpu)11 +me]. (3)

The introduction of the Berry phase term spoils the
canonical Poisson bracket structure [10], giving rise to
NC d.o.f. The conserved phase-space volume is also aug-
mented [33]. A key feature of the above modified La-
grangian is the necessity of a U, (1) electromagnetic cou-
pling [8], for without it one may simply absorb the Berry
phase (after integration by parts) into a coordinate re-
definition as x, — x, + h(uilaﬁu)u rendering physical
contributions from the Berry phase trivial.

Motivated by the appearance of a momentum space
dependent Berry phase, in this work we explore an ex-
tended local Abelian U,(1) symmetry in momentum
space: the momentum gauge (phase), taking for example
(u='0%u)' — By, where now the momentum gauge con-
nection B, (p) may represent an arbitrary function. We
hypothesize the local symmetry because: 1. The pure
gauge transformation should already present; a gauge
transformation, with u € U,(1), of the Berry phase will
give no observable effects to the accumulated phase. 2.
The local momentum gauge symmetry is already a sym-
metry for the free theory without electromagnetism. This
is most simply demonstrated, like above, with a coordi-
nate shift: =, — x, + bB,, for coupling b. Non-triviality
appears from an interaction with electromagnetism.

The introduction of a U,(1) local symmetry begs the
question: Why has it not been observed? We argue this is
because it appears, due to its NC nature, as an emergent
spacetime. We clarify this connection by examining the
simplest scenario with a U, (1) and U, (1) interaction, one
of two well-separated dissimilar dual-charged particles,
demonstrating the appearance of a Newtonian potential.

Complex Scalars with Dynamic Momentum Gauge:
The simplest physical setting in which a local U, (1) mo-
mentum phase would have physical effects is one for a
complex scalar coupled to electromagnetism. Let us de-
note for Abelian momentum gauge, By, a curvature of
Sy = 3531, — 0PB,,. Now we postulate, based on the
above Berry phase motivations, the most general propa-
gator with dynamical and local momentum gauge, writ-
ten in a worldline representation for complex scalars as

G(zy,z;) :/ dT/DJ;DpDADB\/—w enlSwHSa+Ss]
0

(4)
with worldline action given by

1
Sw:/ dT[dc#p”—l—qA#i“—i—bBHp“—T(p2+m202)]. (5)
0

Similar to the Maxwell action, S4, we have introduced
a similar Maxwell-like kinetic term for the momentum
gauge given by Sp = —(c¢/4s) [ d*pS,.,S". We work
in (3+1)-dimensions. We have placed a factor of ¢ that
arises from energy, cp’, and in analogy to the vacuum
permeability we have introduced a factor s. The dimen-
sion of [bB,,] is given as a length. Different qualitatively
from Eq. (1), we have included the factor /—w, with
w = detw,,, for an invariant phase-space measure for
the NC d.o.f. [34]-an explicit form for w will be given
later. We stress that here all indices are flat; we will,
however, explore an emergent metric shortly.

Our aim in this work is to explore the classical and
interacting physics of Eq. (5). While the placement
of the momentum gauge is similar to Berry’s phase in
Eq. (3), the importance of integrating over B, stems
from the fact that now B, [as a classical solution of
some point-like particle] may be treated as a background
field [of another point-like particle]. Indeed, writing
q [drA,i* = ¢! [dyj,A"(y), one may find for a
point-like particle an electromagnetic current given by
" (y) = qc [ drit6*(y — x(7)) that is conserved, 9,j" =
0, with charge [ d3y j%(y) = gc [35]. In the same way, one
may find an analogous current in momentum space [25]
from b [drB,p* = c [d'qj4B,(q) with corresponding
charge as

=2 [arrsta-pe). [Eaio =2 ©

it too is conserved, 917/ = 0. One may push the point-
like particle analogy further by considering the classical
solution in momentum space: Like the inhomogeneous
Maxwell equation, i.e., 0, F*" = —poj”, one has

RS = i, (7)
which admits a Coulomb-like solution in momentum
space [25].

It has been established that NC systems may be inter-
preted as a curvature in momentum space [23]. However,



we would like to explore an emergent curved space in a
conventional coordinate space representation. It is an-
ticipated this may be achievable by integrating out the
momenta. Since we are interested in augmentations to
the classical picture, we employ a semiclassical technique.
In the absence of a momentum gauge but in curved
coordinate space, such a technique can reproduce the
configuration-space action from its phase-space descrip-
tion [36]. Let us begin by writing down the equations of
motion in z* and p*:

it = 2TpH — bS™p, , P = qF" i, . (8)

The above are a Lorentz covariant extension of the com-
mon Berry curvature modified dynamics of a Bloch elec-
tron in a solid, however for arbitrary curvature S, .
Combining the two we have

P = iy, = (M + SY F)a, . (9)

Then taking solutions to the coupled Eq. (8) in p* as our
classical solution, we may rewrite the worldline action,
Eq. (5), as

1
Sw = / dr [ d" gud” + qAud* — Tm?c?],  (10)
0
where we have suggestively written
Guv = [n— (qb)*FS*F + 2¢bF " B(n + quF)]W . (11)

In arriving at the above we have neglected surface terms
after an integration by parts, bB,p* = —b0,B,p"p",
which lead to the same equations of motion in Eq. (8).
B, (p(z)) and S, are now functions of z,. Contracted
Lorentz indices are assumed where not explicitly written
in matrix form, i.e., [F'S],, = F},7S,,. Note also that
we do not treat fluctuations about the classical solutions
in this analysis.

Let us treat the small electromagnetic coupling case
keeping terms to O(q) in the metric as

Guv = Npw + 2gbF, 05 B, . (12)

Also since —detg,,, ~ 1+ gbn""F,,;57,,, we find \/—g ~
V/—w. Therefore we can now interpret an emergent
curved space system with (¢g71)* = ¢" and indices
now represent those in curved space. The action in
Eq. (10) can now be interpreted as the usual curved
complex scalar action to O(q); (note that then gA,&*
may be treated with either flat or curved indices). And
the invariant phase-space volume measure now becomes
the conventional invariant curved space determinant in
a sum over paths in coordinate space [37]. An interest-
ing observation is that w*” closely resembles the emer-
gent metric for the Maxwell Lagrangian in NC space-
time with 0,, — §,, found using an exact Sieberg-
Witten map [20], for usual and constant NC parameter
in [z,,2,] =i0u,.

A distinct feature of the induced metric, Eq. (12), is its
momentum gauge dependence. Applying a gauge trans-
formation, B, — BM—I—i%u_l@f:u for u = e“(P) € U,(1) to
Eq. (12) written symmetrically, we can see that additions
to the metric, gh{0},00eF, + 0105 eF°, }, resemble addi-
tions from a gauge transformation in a linearized theory
in general relativity (GR) as 9,§, + 0,.§, for infinitesimal
diffeomorphism with Killing vector §,,, or a Lie derivative
in linearized gravity. In this way we see that a momentum
gauge dependence is a natural feature. We next explore
a key example of an induced metric stemming from the
backgrounds of a dual charged particle.

Dual Uz (1) and Uy(1) Coulomb Fields and Gravity:
In the absence of the momentum gauge one could rea-
son the simplest classical interacting scenario involving
point-like particles would be one of a test charged particle
in a U;(1) Coulomb potential. Therefore, let us extend
the classical test particle picture to encompass the new
Up(1) charge. In this picture one would have not only
the Coulomb potential, but now also a Coulomb-like po-
tential in momentum space [25]. We take for the test
particle an arbitrary mass, m, and for the particle gen-
erating the background field, a large mass, M, such that
on-shell, —ptp,, = c¢2M?, one may take for the energy

2

P =+{Mc+ 2’;&} +OM™2).  (13)

Next, let us consider for the background particle charges
of j = ¢¢6*(x) and additionally j) = (b/c)d*(p), whose
field solutions from the inhomogeneous Maxwell equation
and Eq. (7) are respectively

i0 g x io_ —sb p

_ z 14
dmege |x)3 (14)

We will also require a gauge selection; we choose a
Coulomb gauge for each:

sb 1
= — . 1
4me |p| (15)

o__a 1 0
dmege x|’

See Fig. la for the background setup of a (4¢,+b)
charged particle—(let us emphasize however that any +¢
or +b charge can be used).

Recall in Eq. (10) to find an emergent metric we inte-
grated out momenta. To carry out this procedure, one
needs to evaluate the equations of motion, Eq. (8), for
the background particle, and determine p*(x) and hence
also B, (p(x)). Note that we also make use of the on-shell
equation of motion as dictated by the propertime, T, in-
tegral; according to Eq. (8), one must always have p*p,,
equal to a propertime-independent constant, and clas-
sical solutions will be dominant around the mass-shell
criteria, Eq. (13), for large M. Let us emphasize that al-
though we are evaluating equations of motion, these are
in-essence a self-interaction of the background particle
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FIG. 1. (a) Dual Up(1) and U, (1) background (generating
S% and F° fields, Eq. (14), respectively) for particle of M
mass with sample (4g¢, +b) charge. Test particle with m mass
is located at phase-space coordinate of || and |p|. (b) Semi-
classical picture of the dual background is shown in which
pu(z) is found; this leads to S°* going as —|x|. An emergent
gravitational potential, ®, (shown figuratively as a function of
|z|) results from the product of both Up,(1) and U, (1) fields
given in Eq. (12). We also note that the original Uz (1) po-
tential, A°, (also shown figuratively as a function of |x|) is
unmodified.

onto itself. We also specify initial conditions for the back-
ground particle; we take that the particle was brought in
from spatial infinity at rest such that p(0) = r(0)~! = 0.

It is convenient to exploit the symmetry of our
setup, and use a spherical coordinate system (in a
coordinate basis). We use the conventional z# =
(20,7 sin 6 cos ¢, rsin sin ¢, r cos @), and spherical coor-
dinate indices we write with Latin letters as z¢ =
(2%,7,0,¢). Our transformation matrices read e,* =
Ot and e,* = 9,z such that e, e,” = §; and like-
wise for contractions in Cartesian coordinates. Momenta
are naturally lowered such that p, = e ”p,, and the
flat space metric becomes 74, = diag(—1,1,72,72sin? ).
Then one can write the equations of motion in Eq. (8) and

1, .ab,;

Eq. (9) in spherical coordinates as p* = 57w, and

Do = 73 d:icdpb +qF,a%, where we have for the connection

with zero curvature, VZd = %nbc [0aNea + Oafed — OcNad)-
Exploiting the spherical symmetry we can evaluate

p(z) for the desired range of applicability. Let us first

explicitly write out

r20 r2 gin? Qé
= — =~ 16
Do 2T,0 ,  Po 2Tp ’ ( )
where we have
1 sb?g? 7
p= (17)

S or (4me)2e |pl3r2

The key takeaway here is that even though S affects the

magnitude of py and p, through the p factor, like the case
without S they are still proportional to 6 and ¢. There-
fore, our setup has a similarity to the case of a stationary
charged particle in the presence of a Coulomb potential
for 7 > 0 in that the particle may only move in the ra-
dial direction, effectively reducing to (141)-dimensions.
Hence we have that pg = py = 0, |p.| = |p|, and that p,
is negative.

The time component of the Lorentz force equation,
takes on a simple form with the selection of the Coulomb
gauge in Eq. (15), namely p° = —qA°. This differen-
tial equation can be readily evaluated using the initial
conditions, as well as Eq. (13), to find that

2 Mg®

_ _ 18
L —— (18)

We have used the negative energy expression in Eq. (13),
which is needed for solutions with real momenta.

Using the above arguments, along with the gauge se-
lection in Eq. (15), one can find that

‘ib €or
2c Mq?~

0By = Sy = (19)
Then we can determine that the induced metric, Eq. (12),
becomes

Gap = diag(—1+ ®, 1,72, r*sin? ¢) (20)

where we have that

1 sb?

= S ME (21)

At this point we can now see the role of s and b, and we
fix their values such that ® agrees with the Newtonian
potential, or

sb? = 16T M>G'. (22)

We have astonishingly predicted a new long range/low
energy description of gravity, whereby the product of
both Coulomb fields depict a gravitational potential. See
Fig. 1b for a depiction of the combined fields living in
coordinate space. The combination of both fields is such
that neither 4+¢ nor +b charge dictates the sign of the
potential; ¢ and €y cancel out and only the combination
of sb? remains.

The metric given in Eq. (20) before integrating out
momenta was momentum gauge dependent. A differ-
ent choice in Eq. (15) would have resulted in a differ-
ent induced metric, e.g., supplying corrections to spatial
components. However, let us again emphasize that or-
dinary gauge transformations in GR can accomplish the
same thing; e.g., a synchronous gauge in perturbed grav-
ity would also lead to corrections to spatial components
instead of the Newtonian picture above [38].



Let us last remark that a full description of a fic-
titious large mass particle would be captured through
a Schwarzchild or (to higher resolution) a Reiss-
ner—Nordstrém metric. However, approximations used
for our purposes, namely keeping terms to O(q) in the ac-
tion and O(M ~2) in Eq. (13), indicate a resolution good
to O(r~1) in our induced metric. We leave the derivation
of the Schwarzchild metric as a topic for future work.

Noncommutative Description: Let us understand
why the addition of a momentum gauge can lead to the
long range/low energy description of gravity; this is due
to the underlying NC structure that emerges. We can
readily show the structure in the first-quantized repre-
sentation by investigating the equations of motions in
Eq. (8). To do so, we will consider an enlarged phase-
space, described by variables £ = (x,,p,), where capi-
tal Greek indices run over the 8 spacetime indices corre-
sponding to the (143)®(1+3)-dimensions. The worldline
Lagrangian corresponding to Eq. (5) may then be written
as Ly = a ) — H(¢), where

"= (p Z§A>  HE=TE*+m).  (23)

Then the (Hamilton) equations of motion read
En={H, &0} = (Q HArd"H = Qard"H.  (24)

Correspondingly we have that QATér = 92 H, and QA =
0ra' — 9%a. Here the Poisson brackets read {f,g} =
Qar0™ fO'g. One then need only find find the inverse of

QAT = <qf ;g) (25)

to show noncommutativity. Let us first write the inverse
of w¥ given in Eq. (9) as [29]

(Wﬁl)uu = Wy = X! (ﬂ;w - qbﬁupgpu) ) (26)

1 — gblsp — (qb)*Ipplgg, and x* =
—detw,,,. Here the Lorentz invariants are Iz, =
(e PPE) = —LF P, Igg = —15,5m,
and Isgp = %SWF ¥ The above expression follows from
Cayley-Hamilton’s theorem, and can be confirmed using

where xy =

FF=1Izmm, SS=1Iz4n, SF—FS=—Ispn. (27)

Expressed in terms of (w™!),,, the inverse of Eq. (25) can
be readily found as

w™bs  wt
Qar = <w1 qu1) ) (28)

from which one may read off the Poisson brackets as

{xuaxu} = (w_le)N,” {pu’pv} = (qu_l);w’
{Tu,p0} = wp - (29)

We can confirm that the momentum gauge does indeed
give rise to NC Poisson brackets. In the absence of the
momentum gauge we see that the ordinary canonical
Poisson brackets are recovered. The above deformation of
the canonical Poisson brackets are similar to other theo-
ries with momentum dependent NC parameter under the
umbrella of doubly, or deformed, special relativity [13]
that include for example Snyder [12], x-Minkowski [14],
and Magueijo-Smolin [15] spacetimes, (which all can be
conveniently encompassed in the form [39] {z,,z,} =
U (0)ps APy, 2w} = Epu(p), and {p,p,} = 0 for ar-
bitrary ¢ and E). A key difference of Eq. (29) is the
coupling to electromagnetism.

To understand the NC structure better and from a
second-quantized field perspective let us write down the
corresponding quantum canonical commutation relation
in coordinate space to lowest order in b coupling, which
is [2,,2,] = thbSu,(p). Such a relation follows from
a “covariant derivative” [4], but supplementing the co-
ordinates such that z, = z, + bB,(p). A feature is
that there are canonical phase-space variables obeying
[z,,py] = thn,, and [z,,2,] = [pu,pv] = 0. In the
operator form one can then identify S,, as the NC
parameter; such an object was argued in [25]. Tt is
curious to illustrate the new covariant derivative’s ap-
pearance in functional form, and we find it arises from
a simple Up(1) phase transformation. Let us consider
simply the gauge A,(r) under the rotation, or Aj, =
exp(if(p))Au(z) exp(—if(p)), where p, = —ihd, is un-
derstood to be an operator. Next, we assume a Fock-
Schwinger gauge expansion for A, (z) [10]. Then using
the canonical commutation relations one can determine
that the gauge field under a U, (1) rotation acquires the
NC addition as A}, = A, (x + hd?f).

Conclusions and Outlook: Motivated by the appear-
ance of a Berry phase in momentum space that appears
ubiquitously in condensed matter, and has been argued
to exist on the worldline for fermions [29], we study a
local and dynamical Abelian extension of the symme-
try. Coupled with electromagnetism we find a momen-
tum gauge and electromagnetic field strength dependent
emergent metric appears from the resulting NC d.o.f. To
further illustrate the utility of a dynamical momentum
gauge, we examine its classical solutions for a point-like
particle that are Coulomb-like but in momentum space;
then coupled with an electromagnetic Coulomb poten-
tial we argue such a dual Coulomb description predicts a
Newtonian potential.

We have examined a U, (1) momentum gauge in a phys-
ically opaque setting for complex scalars, and indeed the
symmetry also exists for fermions. However, for the case
of fermions, one may also argue a local and dynamical ex-
tension of the SO(1,3) symmetry for spinors in momen-
tum space; such a formulation to study a curved momen-
tum space for fermions has been employed in [41]. Then,



in contrast to the Abelian U, (1) group, for SO(1, 3) more
complex, and topologically non-trivial, classical solutions
may be present, such as is already the case for Berry’s
phase [29]. Then topological solutions involving a pure
gauge in SO(1,3), (such as are, e.g., the case for instan-
tons, merons, etc. in SU(2) Yang-Mills theory), would be
suppressed by the Planck constant £, as would emergent
geometry, and perhaps help to explain the weakness of
gravity as a quantum phenomena appearing at the clas-
sical level. This is also a subject of future work.
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