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A bstract

W e describefourtypesofinnerinvolutionsoftheCartan-W eylbasispro-

viding (for jqj = 1 and q real) three types of realquantum Lie algebras:

Uq(O (3;2)) (quantum D = 4 anti-de-Sitter),Uq(O (4;1)) (quantum D = 4

de-Sitter) and Uq(O (5)). W e give also two types ofinner involutions ofthe

Cartan-Chevalley basis ofUq(Sp(4;C )) which can not be extended to inner

involutionsofthe Cartan-W eylbasis.W e outline twelve contraction schem es

for quantum D = 4 anti-de-Sitter algebra. Allthese contractions provide

fourcom m uting translation generators,butonly two (one forjqj= 1,second

forq real)lead to the quantum Poincar�e algebra with an undeform ed space

rotationsO (3)subalgebra.
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1 Introduction

Recently the form alism ofquantum groups and quantum Lie algebras1) (see e.g.

[1-6]) has been applied to physicalspace-tim e sym m etries. Severalauthors have

looked forq-deform ationsofD = 4 Lorentz group and D = 4 Lorentz algebra [7-

11].In otherpapersthecontraction schem eshavebeen used to obtain thequantum

deform ation ofsem isim pleLiealgebrasdescribing M inkowskiorEuclidean group of

m otions.In particulartherewereobtained:

a)quantum deform ationsofD = 2and D = 3Euclidean and M inkowskigeom etries,

described asquantum Liealgebra orasquantum group [12,13]

b)quantum deform ation ofD = 4 Poincar�ealgebra [14]

Quite recently also severaldeform ations ofD = 2 supersym m etry algebra in its

Euclidean [15-17]aswellasM inkowski[15,17]version wereobtained.

In ourrecentpaper[14]weobtained thequantum deform ation ofD = 4Poincar�e

algebra by contracting theCartan-W eylbasisofa particularrealform Uq(SO (3;2))

(jqj= 1)ofthe second rank quantum Lie algebra Uq(Sp(4;C)). Perform ing these

calculationswerealized thatthechosen schem eisnotunique.W efound thatthere

areatleasttwo questionswhich should beanswered in detailforthephysicalappli-

cationsofany quantum Liealgebra Uq(̂g)ofrank � 2:

a)Theclassi�cation ofinvolutionsofthequantum Liealgebra(Uq(̂g);�;S;E),where

�denotescom ultiplication (�:U q(̂g)! Uq(̂g)
 Uq(̂g));S -theantipode("quantum

inverse" )(S :Uq(̂g)! Uq(̂g))and � isthe counit(� :Uq(̂g)! C)2). In principle

onecan introducefourtypesofinvolutions(seeSect.2).

b)The extension ofinnerinvolutions ofCartan-Chevalley basisto the fullLie al-

gebra basis,described by the Cartan-W eylgenerators.Itappearsthatforphysical

applicationsoneshould "solve" theSerrerelations,and study thereality condition

forthedeform ed Liealgebra generators.

In thispaperweaddressthesequestionsforthesim plecaseofrank 2 quantum Lie

algebraUq(Sp(4)),and providetheanswers.Itappearsthatdi�erentrealstructures

im ply di�erentsignaturesaswellasdi�erentrestrictionson q(jqj= 1 orq real).In

particularin thecaseofUq(O (3;2))theCartan subalgebra ofO (3;2)can bechosen

m axim ally com pact (O (2)� O (2)) or m axim ally noncom pact (O (1;1)� O (1;1)),

and two triples(ei;e� i;hi)(i= 1;2)describing Cartan-Chevalley basisofSp(4)for

di�erentrealstructuresdescribe di�erentrealform sofSL(2;C)(O (3)orO (2;1)).

Ifwefollow them ethod ref.[14]and perform thecontraction procedurefordi�erent

realstructureswe obtain di�erentdeform ationsofthe four-dim ensionalinhom oge-

neousspace-tim ealgebras:thequantum Poincar�ealgebraswithM inkowskisignature

(3,1)ortheonesdescribing four-dim ensionalquantum geom etry with thesignature

(2,2).Further,the"physical" quantum Poincar�ealgebra (with signature(3,1))can

bedeform ed in two di�erentways:

a)with undeform ed O (3)subalgebra ofD = 3 spacerotations.

b)with undeform ed O (2;1)subalgebra.

The�rstcasewasobtained in ourrecentpaper[14],with jqj= 1.Ifweconsider
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allpossiblerealstructures,both casesa)and b)can beaccom panied with thereality

conditionsjqj= 1 aswellasq = �q (q real). Asa consequence we conclude thatin

the deform ation form ulae given in [14]forthe quantum Poincar�e algebra also the

purely im aginary valuesofdeform ation param eter� m ay appear. W e obtain that

m odulo som e num ericalcoe�cients,depending on thechoice ofthe involution,the

sinP0
�
and cos P0

�
term scan be replaced by sinh P0

�
and cosh P0

�
term s,providing

agreem entwith earlierresultsforthree-dim ensionalcase[12,13].

The plan ofour paper is the following. In Sect. 2 we shallrewrite the Hopf

bialgebraUq(Sp(4;C))in Cartan-W eylbasis,with com ultiplication table,antipodes,

counitsand Serre relationsreplaced by bilinearalgebraic relations. In Sect. 3 we

shallconsidertwo typesoftheHopfalgebra involutions,satisfying respectively the

conditions

i) S((S(a�))�)= a , S � � = � � S
� 1 (1a)

ii) S
� 1((S(a
 ))
 )= a , S � 
 = 
 � S (1b)

W eshow thattherearefourdi�erentwaysofintroducingintotal16realstructuresof

Cartan-W eylbasisofUq(Sp(4)).(eightoftype1a)andeightoftype1b)).Expressing

the Cartan-W eylgenerators ofUq(Sp(4)) as quantum deform ation ofO (3;2) Lie

algebrabasis,onecan relatethechoiceofrealstructureswith thechoiceofsignature

ofrealD = 5orthogonalalgebrasO (5� k;k)(k = 0;1;2).Theresultsarepresented

in Table 1. For com pleteness we shallpresent also the involutions �s = S � �

which due to the relation (1a)satisfy �2s = 1. They provide the exam plesofinner

involutionsofCartan-Chevalley basiswhich howevercannotbeextended toCartan-

W eylbasis. In Sect. 4 we discuss the contraction schem es ofdi�erent realform s

ofUq(Sp(4)),which are obtained for16 choicesofrealstructures(12 forquantum

anti-de-Sitter,2 forquantum de-Sitter,and 2 forUq(O (5)),which can betreated as

quantum D = 4 Euclidean de-Sitteralgebra).Finally in Sect.5 wepresentgeneral

rem arksand com m ents.

2 Uq(Sp(4))in C artan-W eylbasis

Let us recallthat the Lie algebra C2 � Sp(4) can be described by the following

standard choiceofsim pleroots(seee.g.[19])

�1 =

 

1
p
2
;�

1
p
2

!

�2 = (0;
p
2) (2:1)

which leadsto thefollowing sym m etrized Cartan m atrix �ij =< �i;�j > (i= 1;2):

�=

�
1 �1

�1 2

�

(2:2)

TheDrinfeld-Jim bo q-deform ation ofUq(Sp(4))isdescribed by thefollowing defor-

m ation ofCartan-Chevalley basis(ei;e� i;hi),corresponding to sim ple roots(2.1)(
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[x]� (q� q� 1)� 1 � (qx � q� x))

[ei;e� j]= �ij[hi]q

[hi;e� j]= ��ijej [hi;hj]= 0

restricted also by theq-Serrerelations
�

e� �1

h

e� �1 [e� �1;e� �2]q� 1

i

q� 1

�

q� 1

= 0

h

e� �2 [e� �2;e� �1]q� 1

i

q� 1
= 0

(2:4)

where[e�;e�]q = e�e� � q� < �;�> e�e� Thecoproductand antipodesaregiven by the

form ulae
�(h i)= hi
 1+ 1
 hi

�(e � i)= e� i
 q
h
i

2 + q�
h
i

2 
 e� i

(2:5)

and

S(hi)= �hi S(ei� )= �q�
1

2
diei� (2:6)

wheredi=< �i;�i>= (1;2).

In orderto write the Cartan-W eylbasisonehasto introduce thegeneratorscorre-

sponding to nonsim ple roots.(�1 + �2;2�1 + �2).Introducing thenorm alorderof

roots(�1;�4 = 2�1+ �2,�3 = �1+ �2;�2)and usingthefollowingde�ning relations

fornonsim plegeneratorsstaying in norm alorder(�;�+ �;�)[20,21]

e�+ � = e�e� � q� < �;�> e�e�

e� �� � = e� �e� � � q< �;�> e� �e� �

(2:7)

oneobtains([A;B ]q � AB � qB A)

e3 = [e1;e2]q e� 3 = [e� 2;e� 1]q� 1

e4 = [e1;e3] e� 4 = [e� 3;e� 1]

(2:8)

The com plete setofcom m utation relationsforUq(C2)in q-deform ed Cartan-W eyl

basiswasgiven in [14].W erecallthat

[ei;e� j]= �ij[hi]q

[hi;hj]= 0

[hi;e� j]= ��ije� j

[e3;e� 3]= [h3]q h3 = h1 + h2

[e4;e� 4]= [h4]q h4 = h1 + h3

(2:9a))
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Thesetofbilinearrelationsequivalentto q-Serrerelationstakestheform :

[e1;e4]q� 1 = 0; [e� 2;e� 3]q = 0

[e4;e3]q� 1 = 0; [e� 3;e� 4]q = 0

[e3;e2]q� 1 = 0; [e� 4;e� 1]q = 0

(2:9b)

Theform ulaeforcoproductand antipodeforthegenerators(2.8)look asfollows:

�(e 3)= e3 
 q
1

2
h3 + q�

1

2
h3 
 e3 + (q� 1 � q)q�

1

2
h2e1 
 e2q

1

2
h1

�(e � 3)= e� 3 
 q
1

2
h3 + q�

1

2
h3 
 e� 3 + (q� q� 1)q�

1

2
h1e� 2 
 e� 1q

1

2
h1

(2:10a)

�(e 4)= e4 
 q
1

2
h4 + q�

1

2
h4 
 e4 + (q� q� 1)f(1� q� 1)

�q�
1

2
h2e21 
 e2q

h1 � q�
1

2
h3e1 
 e3q

1

2
h1

o

�(e � 4)= e� 4 
 q
1

2
h4 + q�

1

2
h4 
 e4 + (q� q� 1)f(q� 1)

�q� h1e� 2 
 e2� 1q
1

2
h2 + q�

1

2
h1e� 3 
 e� 1q

1

2
h3

o

(2:10b)

and
S(e3)= �q

1

2e3 + q
1

2(1� q2)e1e2

S(e� 3)= �q�
1

2e� 3 + q�
1

2 (1� q� 2)e� 2e� 1

S(e4)= �qe4 + (1� q2)f(q� 1)e21e2 + e1e3g

S(e� 4)= �q� 1e� 4 + (1� q� 2)
n

(q� 1 � 1)e� 2e
2
� 1 + e� 3e� 1

o

(2:11)

Thedescription ofquantum algebra in Cartan-W eylbasisisan alternativedescrip-

tion to the standard one,given by (2.3 -2.6). There are two advantages ofthis

approach:

a)ThenonlinearSerreconstraintsarereplacesby bilinearrelations(see(2.9b))

b)In thelim itq! 1 oneobtainstheordinary Liealgebra relations.

In com parison with [14]weshallproposeherem oregeneralrelationsbetween the

"root"generatorsea;e� a;hi,(a = 1�;i= 1;2)and the"physical"rotation generators

M A B = �M B A (A;B = 0;1;2;3;4;),allowing forthe q-dependentrescaling ofthe

"root" generators

e� a ! E � a = C� a(q)e� a (2:12)

where C� (1) = 1. In fact a nontrivialchoice ofthe num ericalcoe�cients C � a

is necessary ifwe wish to obtain the reality conditions for M A B from the inner

involution form ulaefortheCartan-Chevalley basis,satisfying thecondition (1.1a).
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3 R ealform s ofUq(Sp(4))

Letusconsiderthe Hopfalgebra A overC with com ultiplication � and antipode

S.W eshalldistinguish thefollowing fourtypesofinvolutivehom om orphism sin A :

i)The+ -involution,which isan anti-autom orphism in thealgebra sector,and

autom orphism in thecoalgebra sector,i.e.(ai2 A ):

(a1 � a2)
+
= a

+
2 a

+
1 (�(a))

+
= �(a + ) (3:1)

ii) The �-involution,which is an autom orphism in the algebra sector,and an

antiautom orphism in thecoalgebra sector,i.e.

(a1 � a2)
�
= a

�
1a

�
2 (�(a))

�
= � 0(a�) (3:2)

where� 0= ��= R�R � 1 (�-
ip autom orphism in A 
 A ).

W eassum efurtherthatthebialgebra involutionsi),ii)satisfy therelation (1a).

iii)The �-involution,which isan antiautom orphism in both algebra and coal-

gebra sectors,i.e.

(a1 � a2)
�
= (a2)

�
(a1)

�
(�(a))

�
= � 0

�

a
�
�

(3:3)

iv)TheO* -involution,which isan autom orphism in both algebra and coalgebra

sectors,i.e.

(a1 � a2)
O* = (a1)

O*� (a2)
O* (�(a))

O* = �
�

a
O*
�

(3:4)

W e assum e forthe bialgebra involutions iii),iv)the relation (1b). W e would like

to recallthat the standard realstructure ofthe Hopfalgebra A is given by the

involution i)(seee.g.[2]).

Now weshallpresent16 involutionsofUq(Sp(4))-fourin every category i)-iv),

distinguished by twoparam eters�and �(wechoosefurther�= �1;�= �1)-which

areinneron Cartan -W eylbasis(k = q
1

2
h):

i)+ -involutions(jqj= 1)

k
+
i = ki , h

+
i = �hi

e
+
� 1 = �e� 1 e

+
� 2 = �e� 2

e
+
� 3 = ���q� 1e� 3 e

+
� 4 = �q� 1e� 4

(3:5)

W ede�netherescaled generatorsE � 3;E � 4 by introducing in theform ula (2.12)

C� 3(q)= C� 4(q)= q
�

1

2 (3:6)

satisfying therelations

E
+
� 3 = ���E � 3 E

+
� 4 = �E� 4
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W ede�netherotation generatorsasfollows:

M 12 = h1 M 34 =
1p
2
(E � 3 � E 3)

M 23 =
1p
2
(e1 + e� 1) M 24 = � 1

2
(e2 + e� 2 + E 4 + E � 4)

M 31 =
1p
2
(e1 � e� 1) M 14 = � 1

2
(e2 � e� 2 � E 4 + E � 4)

M 04 = h3

M 03 =
1p
2
(E 3 + E � 3)

M 02 =
1

2
(e2 � e� 2 + E 4 � E � 4)

M 01 =
1

2
(e2 + e� 2 � E 4 � E � 4)

(3:8)

giving for�= �= �1 thecondition

M A B = �M +
A B (3:9)

with

A;B = 0;1;2;3;4

and forq = 1

[M A B ;M C D ]= gB C M A D + gA D M B C � gA C M B D � gB D M A C (3:10)

where

�= �= �1: gA B = diag(� + � + +) (3:11a)

Byproperchoiceof"i"factorsin theform ulae(3.8)onecan achievethecondition

(3.9)also forothervaluesof� and �. One getsthen the relations(3.10)with the

following setofm etrics:

�= 1; �= �1: gA B = diag(� + � � +) (3:11b)

�= �1; �= 1: gA B = diag(+ + � + �) (3:11c)

�= 1; �= 1: gA B = diag(+ + � � �) (3:11d)

Theinvolution (3.5)with �= �= 1 correspondsin dualpictureto theonepro-

posed in [1]fortherealform Spq(2n;R)ofthecom plex quantum group Spq(2n;C).

ii)� -involution (q real)

k�i = k
� 1
i $ h�i = �hi

e�� 1 = �e� 1 e�� 2 = �e� 2

e�� 3 = ���q� 1e� 3 e�� 4 = �q� 1e� 4

(3:12)
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Ifwe rescale the generatorse� 3;e� 4 using the scaling factor(3.6)and introduce in

suitableway therotation generators(3.8)with proper"i-factors",in ordertosatisfy

thecondition

M A B = M
�
A B (3:13)

one can show that the choices of� and � in (3.12) im plies the following D = 5

orthogonalm etrics3)

�= �1;�= �1: gA B = diag(+ + + + +) (3:14a)

�= 1;�= �1: gA B = diag(+ + + � +) (3:14b)

�= �1;�= 1: gA B = diag(� + + + �) (3:14c)

�= 1;�= 1: gA B = diag(� + + � �) (3:14d)

W e see therefore that we obtained for six involutions (3.11a-d) and (3.14c-d) the

O (3;2)m etric,forthechoice(3.14b)-theO (4;1)m etric,and for(3.14a)-theO (5)

m etric.Alleightinvolutions(3.5)and (3.12)satisfy thecondition (1.1a).

iii)� -involution (jqj= 1)

k
�
i = k

� 1
i $ h

�
i = hi

e
�
� 1 = �e� 1 e

�
� 2 = �e� 2

e
�
� 3 = ��e� 3 e

�
� 4 = �e� 4

(3:15)

In the case ofthe involutions (3.15) the rescaling of"root" generators is not

needed.Ifonechoose"i-factors" in theform ula (3.8)properly,therelations(3.15)

willim ply thereality conditions

M
�
A B = �M A B (3:16)

and thefollowing choicesofthem etricin theform ula (3.10):

�= 1;�= 1: gA B = diag(+;+;+;+;+) (3:17a)

�= 1;�= �1: gA B = diag(�;+;+;+;�) (3:17b)

�= �1;�= 1: gA B = diag(�;�;�;+;�) (3:17c)

�= �1;�= �1: gA B = diag(+;�;�;+;+) (3:17d)

W ewould liketom ention herethatin ourpreviouspaper[14]weconsidered thecon-

traction schem efortheinvolution (3.17b);theinvolution (3.17a)wasalso presented

in [14].
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iv)O*-involution (qreal)

k
O*
l = ki, h

O*
i = hi

e
O*
� 1 = �e� 1 e

O*
� 2 = �e� 2

e
O*
� 3 = ��e� 3 e

O*
� 4 = �e� 4

(3:18)

Thechoiceoftheinvolutions(3.18)im pliesforrealgenerators.

M
O*
A B = M A B (3:19)

thefollowing choicesofm etric:

�= 1;�= 1: gA B = diag(� + � + +)

�= 1;�= �1: gA B = diag(+ + � + �)

�= �1;�= 1: gA B = diag(� + � � +)

�= �1;�= �1: gA B = diag(+ + � � �)

(3:20)

By considering the involutions(3.15)and (3.18)we see again thatwe obtained six

involutionsproviding O (3;2)m etric,one -the O (4;1)m etric,and one giving O (5)

m etric.Alleightinvolutions(3.15)and (3.18)satisfy thecondition (1.1b).

In orderto com plete the discussion ofinvolutionsforUq(Sp(4))we should con-

sider also two types ofinvolutions,obtained by the com position ofantipode m ap

and theinvolutionsi),ii).Usingtheform ulaefortheantipodeonegetsthefollowing

two new involutions:

v)�s = S � �

BecausetheantipodeS isan antiautom orphism ofalgebra aswellascoalgebra,

theinvolution �s isa standard realstructureofHopfbialgebra behaving asthe+ -

involution (seei)),and satis�estherelations[1]:

(a1a2)
�s = (a2)

�s � (a1)
�s

(�(a))
�s = �(a �s)

(3:21)

On Uq(Sp(4))therelations(3.21)im ply thatqshould bereal.Besidestheinvolution

�s takesthefollowing expliciteform :

k
�s
i = ki , h

�s
i = hi

e
�s
� 1 = ��q�

1

2e� 1 e
�s
� 2 = ��q� 1e� 2

e
�s
� 3 = ���q�

1

2 ~e� 3 e
�s
� 4 = �q� 1~e� 4

(3:22)
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where ~e� a = �e� a (a = 3;4;�� 
ip autom orphism ),i.e.

~e3 = [e2;e1]q ~e4 = [~e3;e1]

~e� 3 = [e� 1;e� 2]q� 1 ~e� 4 = [e� 1;~e� 3]

(3:23)

W e easily see from the form ula (3.22)thatthe involution �s doesnothave an ex-

tension to theCartan-Chevalley basis.

vi)+ s = S � +

In sim ilar way one can introduce forjqj= 1 behaving asthe �-involution (see

ii)).Itisgiven by thefollowing outerinvolution oftheCartan-Chevalley basis:

k
+ s

i = k
� 1
l , hi= h

+ s

i

e
+ s

� 1 = ��q�
1

2e� 1 e
+ s

� 2 = ��q� 1e� 2

e
+ s

� 3 = ���q�
1

2 ~e� 3 e
+ s

� 4 = �q� 1~e� 4

(3:24)

4 D i�erent contraction schem es

In ourpreviouspaper[14]we have chosen the �-involution (3.15)with the choice

ofthe param eters�= 1;�= �1 (see 3.17b),providing the realquantum Lie alge-

bra Uq(O (3;2)). In thispaperwe have obtained twelve realquantum Lie algebras

Uq(O (3;2))(seetable1)

In particularUq(Sp(4))asasecond rank quantum algebracontainstwoquantum

Uq(Sl
(i)(2;C))subalgebras(i= 1;2),with generators(ei;e� i;hi).Because we have

chosen theassignm entprovided by theform ulae(3.8)weobtain that

SL
(1)(2;C)= (M 12;M 23;M 31) (4:1a)

SL
(2)(2;C)=

 

M 04;
1
p
2
(M 02 + M 14);

1
p
2
(M 01 � M 24)

!

(4:1b)

Ourcontraction isde�ned by rescaling thegenerators(�;�= 1;2;3;4)[14]

P� =
1

R
M �0 M �� unchanged (4:2)

therescaling ofthedeform ation param eter[12-14]

lnq=

8

><

>:

1

�R
forq real

i

�R
forjqj= 1

(4:3)

and perform ing thelim itR ! 1 .Following [14]weobtain in thislim itthat

10



1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8

R ootm a- Type algebra Co- M etrics Cartan N ondeform ed D = 4

pings; of algebra (g00;g11;g22;g33;g44) subalgebra subalgebra subalgebra

values ofq involution D = 3 (q = 1)

� � ! � � + anti- aut. (+ + � � � ) N C � N C O (2;1) O (3;1)

aut. (� + � � � ) N C � N C O (2;1) O (3;1)

jqj= 1 (+ + � + � ) N C � N C O (2;1) O (2;2)

(� + � + + ) N C � N C O (2;1) O (2;2)

� � ! � � anti- (+ + + + + ) C � C O (3) O (4)

q real * aut. aut. (+ + + � + ) C � C O (2;1) O (3;1)

(� + + + � ) C � C O (3) O (3;1)

(� + + � � ) C � C O (2;1) O (2;2)

� � ! � � anti- anti- (+ + + + + ) C � C O (3) O (4)

jqj= 1 � aut. aut. (+ + + � + ) C � C O (2;1) O (3;1)

(+ � � � + ) C � C O (3) O (3;1)

(+ � � + + ) C � C O (2;1) O (2;2)

� � ! � � (� + � + + ) N C � N C O (2;1) O (3;1)

jqjreal O* aut. aut. (+ + � + � ) N C � N C O (2;1) O (2;2)

(� + � � + ) N C � N C O (2;1) O (2;2)

(+ + � � � ) N C � N C O (2;1) O (3;1)

Table1:DESCRIPTION OF REAL STRUCTURES AND CONTRACTIONS OF

Uq(Sp(4;C))(Aut. � autom orphism ,antiaut. � antiautom orphism ,C -com pact

abelian (O (2)),N C -noncom pactabelian (O (1;1));� + (� � )-setofpositive(neg-

ative)roots)

i)Thequantum subalgebra Uq(SL
(1)(2;C))becom esa classicalone,i.e.

Uq(SL
(1)(2;C)) �!

R ! 1
U(SL1(2;C) (4:4)

ii)ThegeneratorsP� = lim R ! 1 P� com m ute

[P�;P�]= 0 (4:5)

howevertheirprim itivecoproductism odi�ed

iii)Ifwe putallP� = 0,we obtain the quantum deform ation ofsix generators,

describing the quantum counterpart ofLorentz algebra. In table 1 we list these

algebrasin colum n 8 in thefreelim it�! 1 .

Thechoiceofarealform forSp(4)leadstothechoiceofarealform ofSL(1)(2;C).

Theserealthree-dim ensionalalgebrasarelisted in table1 in colum n 7,and dueto

therelation (4.4)they arenotdeform ed.

W e see from table 1 thatoutof12 realquantum algebrasUq(O (3;2))only two

seem to bephysically interesting -oneconsidered in [14]and second onegiven by �

-involution (3.12)with �= �1 and �= 1.Because the rescaling (3.6)forR ! 1

disappears,in thecontraction lim itweobtain

a)Thealgebra considered in [14],with thegeneratorssatisfying thereality con-

dition corresponding to thenotion ofHerm itean operatorsin quantum theory

b)Thealgebrafrom [14]with im aginaryparam eter�andtherealitycondition for

generatorscorresponding to thenotion ofrealnum ber(orrealfunction)in classical

theory.In such acaseweobtain thecosand sin deform ation term sreplaced by cosh

and sinh term s.
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W ewould liketo recallthattheconventionalPoincar�ealgebraisobtained in the

lim it�! 1 .

5 FinalR em arks

Thispaperhasbeen written in a search forothercontractionsdescribing quantum

deform ation ofPoincar�ealgebra.W ekeep thecontraction schem e thesam easpro-

posed in [14]butweapply itto allpossiblerealform sofquantum de-Sitteralgebra

Uq(Sp(4)). Asa resultwe obtain two caseswhich are interesting ascandidatesfor

quantum deform ation ofthePoincar�e algebra:onecorresponding to quantum ,and

second to classicalrealization ofquantum algebra.

In ourpaperwe restricted ourselvesto theinvolutionssatisfying theconditions

(1a-b)-describing two types ofrealstructure ofHopfbialgebra over C. Ifthese

conditionsarenotsatis�ed,weshallstillgetrealbialgebras.Itispossiblethatother

physically interesting contractionsareofthistype.Also itshould beadded thatwe

did notrealize the involutionsasadjointoperatorson the representation spacesof

quantum algebra.In generalonecan say only thattheinvolutionswhich arealgebra

autom orphism sarerelated with classicalrealizations,(involution = com plex conju-

gation),and the involutive antiautom orphism sare good candidatesforthe adjoint

operation de�ned forquantum realizations(involution = Herm itean conjugation).

Finally,we would like to stress thatthe contraction produces the deform ation

described by adim ensionfullparam eter,in ourcasem ass-likeparam eter�.Itwould

beextrem ely interestingto�nd therolein realworld forsuch am ass-likeparam eter.

Oneofpossible applicationsistheregularization oflocal�eldsby theintroduction

oflarge but �nite value of�. Unfortunately,in order to m ake such an idea m ore

concrete�rstly the�-deform ation ofM inkowskigeom etry should beform ulated.
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FO O T N O T ES:

1. Following [1]we distinguish here the quantum group G q as the q-deform ation

ofthe(algebra offunctionson the)Liegroup,and thequantum Liealgebra Uq(̂g),

described by the q-deform ation ofthe universalenveloping algebra U (̂g)ofthe Lie

algebra.

2.Forthediscussion ofrealform softhecom plex quantum Liealgebra Uq(SL(2;c))

seee.g.[18];fordiscussion ofrealform sofquantum groupssee[1].In thesepapers

only theantiautom orphism sofalgebra and autom orphism sofcoalgebra arelisted.

3.W erecallthat�-involution isa conjugation ofalgebra,notchanging theorderin
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a productofoperators,and thecondition (3.13)im pliesthereality ofthem etricin

(3.10).
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