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Generalized uncertainty principle or curved momentum space?
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The concept of minimum length, widely accepted as a low-energy effect of quantum gravity, man-
ifests itself in quantum mechanics through generalized uncertainty principles. Curved momentum
space, on the other hand, is at the heart of similar applications such as doubly special relativity.
We introduce a duality between theories yielding generalized uncertainty principles and quantum
mechanics on nontrivial momentum space. In particular, we find canonically conjugate variables
which map the former into the latter. In that vein, we explicitly derive the vielbein corresponding
to a generic generalized uncertainty principle in d dimensions. Assuming the predominantly used
quadratic form of the modification, the curvature tensor in momentum space is proportional to
the noncommutativity of the coordinates in the modified Heisenberg algebra. Yet, the metric is
non-Euclidean even in the flat case corresponding to commutative space, because the resulting mo-
mentum basis is noncanonical. These insights are used to constrain the curvature and the deviation
from the canonical basis.

I. INTRODUCTION

The idea of a fundamental limitation to length mea-
surements, encountered in string theory [1–5], loop quan-
tum gravity [6–10], noncommutative geometry [11, 12],
Hořava-Lifshitz gravity [13–15] but also derived from gen-
eral arguments combining gravity and quantum theory
[16–30], has played a prominent rôle in the literature on
the phenomenology of quantum gravity. In quantum me-
chanics, such a minimum length may be implemented
by invoking a generalized uncertainty principle (GUP)
which, in turn, may be derived from a momentum-
dependent deformation of the Heisenberg algebra [31–37].
An analogous deviation from ordinary quantum me-

chanics, deduced from position-dependent corrections,
goes under the name extended uncertainty principle [38–
41]. Recently, such a relation was derived from curved
position space alone [42–45]. However, the generality of
the arguments provided there allows for a reinterpreta-
tion: As argued in Ref. [45], following the same reason-
ing while taking curved momentum space as the starting
point, it would be possible to obtain a GUP without as-
suming a deformation of the algebra of observables. This
connection between curved spaces and modified algebras
is on display in the context of doubly special relativity
[46–49] as well, which may be interpreted as a theory de-
fined on de Sitter-momentum space [50, 51]. Moreover it
has been corroborated further from the geometric point
of view [52, 53]. Those results provide a strong motiva-
tion to search for an equivalence between GUP-deformed
quantum mechanics and quantum mechanics on curved
momentum space.
The aim of the present paper lies in establishing such

an equivalence by introducing a novel set of conjugate
variables X̂ i and P̂i satisfying the d-dimensional Heisen-
berg algebra. Those can be used to describe these kinds
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of modifications in d dimensions canonically. As for the
transformation often applied in case of the GUP on com-
mutative space [54, 55], this naturally leads to a modifica-
tion of the single-particle Hamiltonian. The thus arising
dynamics constitute motion on a nontrivial momentum
space. For the quadratic GUP the curvature tensor is
proportional to the noncommutativity of space. How-
ever, a commutative space does not imply that the cor-
responding background is trivial. To the contrary, the
resulting basis in momentum space is nonlinearly related
to the one underlying the Euclidean metric.
Therefore, it is possible to import bounds on the cur-

vature of momentum space and the deviation from the
canonical basis from the literature on noncommutative
geometry and GUPs on commutative space, respectively.
We thus obtain a distinct interpretation for the already
existing phenomenology. Furthermore, the new set of
phase space variables allows for a rather simple treat-
ment of noncommutative space in quantum mechanics
mapping it onto a theory which is analogous to quantum
mechanics on curved manifolds as described in Ref. [56].
This paper is organized as follows. Sections II and

III serve as brief introductions to the influence of curved
momentum space and GUP-like deformations on quan-
tum mechanics, respectively. The equivalence of those
two theories is established in section IV providing the
map connecting them. Subsequently, the newly appear-
ing geometrical observables are constrained in section V.
Finally, section VI is intended as summary and conclu-
sion of the results.

II. CURVED MOMENTUM SPACE

In order to understand curved momentum space, a
short introduction to the geometry of generalized Hamil-
ton spaces is indispensable. On the base of this reason-
ing and under the assumption that the metric bear no
position-dependence, it is straight-forward to construct
the corresponding quantum theory.

http://arxiv.org/abs/2110.11067v2
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A. Geometry

The theory of curved momentum spaces derives from
the geometry of generalized Hamilton spaces [57, 58]
which is gradually seeing more application to physics, in
particular in the context of the phenomenology of quan-
tum gravity [59–61]. The starting point for this investi-
gation is a metric which not only depends on the position
but also the momentum of the investigated object

gij = gij(x, p). (1)

To investigate the corresponding geometry, it is necessary
to find a nonlinear connectionNij which governs the divi-
sion of the cotangent bundle into horizontal (”position”)
and vertical (”momentum”) space. This choice is highly
nontrivial, though it can be simplified in a special case.
Define the Cartan tensor of the background space as

Ckij =
1

2
∂̇kgij , (2)

where the partial derivative with respect to momenta is
denoted as ∂̇i = ∂/∂pi. If this tensor turns out to be
totally symmetric, the metric can be derived from the
Hamiltonian of a free particle of mass m

H =
1

2m
pipjg

ij (3)

according to the relation

gij = m∂̇i∂̇jH. (4)

Furthermore, a canonical nonlinear connection can be
found as

Nij =
1

4

(

{gij , H} − gik∂̇
k∂jH − gjk∂̇

k∂iH
)

, (5)

where the symbols {, } denote the Poisson bracket. Once
the nonlinear connection is known, it is possible to de-
rive the covariant derivatives in position and momentum
space and the curvature tensors.
Assuming that the metric be solely a function of the

momenta

gij = gij(p), (6)

the nonlinear connection immediately vanishes making
the problem particularly simple. Correspondingly, the
covariant derivative in position space is just the partial
derivative. Motion in momentum space, on the other
hand, is described by a Levi-Civita-like connection re-
lated to the Cartan tensor

Cij
k = −1

2
gkl

(

∂̇igjl + ∂̇jgil − ∂̇lgij
)

. (7)

Defining covariant differentiation in momentum space de-
noted by the symbol ∇̇ in the usual way, this makes it
possible to construct a scalar from the Cartan tensor

C ≡ g(jkgil)∇̇lCijk, (8)

where the parenthesis in the indices implies total sym-
metrization. If the Cartan tensor is totally symmetric,
this quantity is uniquely defined and measures the de-
parture from Riemannian geometry. Moreover, the cur-
vature tensor in position space vanishes while its coun-

terpart in momentum space S ilj
k takes the familiar form

S ilj
k = ∂̇jCil

k − ∂̇lCij
k + Cml

k Cij
m − Cmj

k Cil
m, (9)

which is clearly reminiscent of the Riemann tensor.
Therefore, the Hamilton geometry derived from a purely
momentum-dependent metric is simply of Riemannian
type. We can further define the Ricci scalar as usual

S ≡ gijS
ikj

k . (10)

Unfortunately, the metric which will be treated below
does not generally yield a totally symmetric Cartan ten-
sor (2). Thus, we are dealing with a generalized Hamil-
ton space. In this case, the nonlinear connection must be
provided beforehand. By analogy with the simpler case,
we choose the nonlinear connection to vanish because the
metric harbours no position dependence. Then, the same
reasoning follows.
A note of caution might be in order, though. Have in

mind, that the metric still constitutes a tensor and thus
transforms as such. It can only be independent of the
position if the system is described in Cartesian coordi-
nates. Otherwise, several issues arise which complicate
the process of quantization enormously. Fortunately, this
set of coordinates suffices for the purpose of the present
paper.

B. Quantum mechanics

Given a metric (6) and a vanishing nonlinear connec-
tion, it is possible to construct the line element in mo-
mentum space

dσ2 = gij(p)dpidpj . (11)

First and foremost, this implies that the dynamics of a
single particle derive from a Hamiltonian operator

Ĥ =
1

2m
p̂ip̂jg

ij (p̂) + V
(

x̂i
)

. (12)

Furthermore, the position and momentum operators
obey the Heisenberg algebra

[x̂i, x̂j ] = 0 [p̂i, p̂j ] = 0 [x̂i, p̂j] = i~δij, (13)

as in textbook quantum mechanics.
A convenient representation of this algebra yielding a

Hermitian Hamiltonian is based on the integral measure

dµ(p) = ddp
√

g(p) (14)
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with the determinant of the metric g = det gij . Then, the
Hilbert space scalar product, transforming as a scalar if
the momentum space wave functions ψ and φ transform
as scalars, becomes

〈ψ|φ〉 =
∫

ddp
√

g(p)ψ∗(p)φ(p). (15)

The position operator, being an observable, is required
to be symmetric with respect to the measure (14) which
is why it is turned into a vertical covariant derivative
denoted by the symbol ∇̇

x̂iψ = i~

(

∂̇i +
1

2
Cij

j

)

ψ = i~∇̇iψ. (16)

Correspondingly, the Hamiltonian describing a single
particle in curved momentum space acts on wave func-
tions as

Ĥψ =

[

1

2m
gij(p)pipj + V

(

i~∇̇i
)

]

ψ. (17)

Furthermore, the geodesic distance σ, the only possible
position-dependent scalar appearing in the Hamiltonian,
can be computed solving the differential equation

gij∂iσ
2∂jσ

2 = 4σ2. (18)

In the given case, this procedure results in the expression

σ2 = gij(p) (x− x0)
i
(x− x0)

j
, (19)

where xi0 denote the coordinates of the point with respect
to which the distance is calculated, for reasons of simplic-
ity chosen to coincide with the origin xi0 = 0. Considering
the nonvanishing commutator of positions and momenta,
this clearly leads to operator ordering ambiguities anal-
ogous to the ones appearing in the kinetic energy of a
particle on a curved background. Similarly, they can be
resolved representing the squared geodesic distance as the
Laplace-Beltrami operator in momentum space

σ̂2ψ = −~
2 1√

g
∂̇i
(√

ggij ∂̇
jψ
)

, (20)

which is clearly Hermitian with respect to the measure
(14).
Evidently, this description bears much resemblance to

quantum mechanics on a spatially curved manifold. Keep
in mind, though, that this picture does not hold under
general coordinate transformations.

III. GUP-DEFORMED QUANTUM

MECHANICS

In contrast to the theory described in the previous sec-
tion, quantum mechanics with a minimum length is de-
rived from a deformed algebra of observables

[x̂a, x̂b] =i~f̃ab(x̂, p̂) (21a)

[p̂a, p̂b] =0 (21b)

[x̂a, p̂b] =i~f
a
b (p̂), (21c)

where we introduced the tensor-valued functions
f̃ab(x̂, p̂) and fa

b (p̂) which are not independent. Instead,
they are constrained by the Jacobi identity

[

f̃ab, p̂c

]

= 2
[

f [a
c , x̂

b]
]

(22)

where the square brackets denote antisymmetrization.
The usual way to go at this point consists in finding a

representation in momentum space for this algebra. For
example, the position operator may read [32]

x̂aψ = i~fa
b (p)∂̇

bψ. (23)

Within this representation, the Jacobi identity (22) can
be solved yielding

f̃ab = 2f [a
c ∂̇

|c|f
b]
d

(

f−1
)d

e
xe ∝ Ĵba (24)

where we introduced the angular momentum operator
Ĵab = 2x̂[ap̂b].
At first glance, the theory of generalized uncertainty

principles and the theory of curved momentum space dif-
fer substantially. How, then, can they be reconciled with
each other?

IV. EQUIVALENCE OF THE MODIFICATIONS

The algebra (21) indicates that the kinematical de-
scription in the GUP approach is based on unusual co-
ordinates in phase space. In particular, they are not of
Darboux-form which would imply the canonical commu-
tation relations (13) to be satisfied. The Darboux theo-
rem [62], however, states that symplectic manifolds, like
phase space, have vanishing curvature. Thus, provided
the necessary transformation is found, every system can
be expressed in terms of Darboux coordinates. The task
of this section entails finding new operators

x̂a → X̂ i (x̂, p̂) p̂a → P̂i (p̂) , (25)

such that X̂ i and P̂i satisfy the Heisenberg algebra (13).
A similar approach albeit with different realization and
goals was followed in Ref. [63] in the context of doubly
special relativity.

A. Transformation

Let us, in particular, assume that the transformation
take the shape

x̂a =
(

e−1
)a

i
(P̂ )X̂ i (26a)

p̂a =eia(P̂ )P̂i, (26b)

where the coordinates transform according to the opera-
tor ordering imposed by geometric calculus [64] applied
to momentum space. Note that other operator orderings
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would yield equivalent theories [65, 66] which, however,
would not manifestly unveil the nontriviality of momen-
tum space.
This transformation immediately implies that the

Hamiltonian describing the dynamics of a nonrelativis-
tic particle may be reexpressed as

Ĥ =
1

2m
P̂iP̂je

i
ae

j
bδ

ab + V
[

(

e−1
)a

i
X̂ i
]

. (27)

Moreover, the geodesic distance in the original flat back-
ground transforms in a similar way to the kinetic energy

σ̂2 = δabx̂
ax̂b = δab

(

e−1
)a

i
X̂ i
(

e−1
)b

j
X̂j . (28)

Thus, the matrix eia may be understood as vielbein.
Then, we may construct the metric and its inverse as

gij =δabeiae
j
b (29)

gij =δab
(

e−1
)a

i

(

e−1
)b

j
. (30)

Correspondingly, the Hamiltonian acts in momentum
space as

Ĥψ(P ) =
PiPjg

ij

2m
ψ(P ) + V

[

i~
(

e−1
)a

i
∂̇i
]

ψ(P ), (31)

while the geodesic distance exactly follows Eq. (20). For
this structure to be consistent, the measure has to read

dµ = det
(

eia
)

ddp, (32)

i. e. represent the volume form derived from the metric.
Under the assumption, that the transformed phase

space coordinates obey the Heisenberg algebra, the com-
mutator of positions and momenta (21) implies the Ja-
cobian

∂̇aPj =
(

f−1
)a

b

(

e−1
)b

j
, (33)

which may be rewritten as a condition on the vielbein

f
[a
d

[

∂̇|d|
(

e−1
)b]

j
ejc − ∂̇|d|f

b]
d

(

f−1
)d

c

]

= 0. (34)

Then, after some algebra the tensor measuring the spatial
noncommutativity reads

f̃ab = 2f [a
c ∂̇

|c|f
b]
d

(

f−1
)d

e
xe. (35)

Fortunately, this relation, derived from the assumptions
that the new phase space coordinates obey the Heisen-
berg algebra and that the original variables satisfy the
commutation relations (21) and the Jacobi identity (22),
reproduces the condition on the noncommutativity of
space in the original representation (24). Thus, the trans-
formation introduced in this paper can always be per-
formed.
To put it in a nutshell, it is possible to describe the

dynamics implied by any set of deformed commutators

of the form (21) by Darboux coordinates defined in Eqs.
(26a) and (26b) if the matrix characterizing the transi-
tion satisfies the consistency condition (34) and the non-
commutativity of the spatial coordinates is of the form
(35). The background, which the system is moving on,
will then necessarily be nontrivial.
Note, though, that this is how the metric can be deter-

mined in terms of the original momenta p̂a. In principle,
as can be seen from the equation

eia (p̂b) = eia

[

ejb (p̂c) P̂j

]

= . . . , (36)

trying to express the result in terms of the transformed
momenta P̂i, leads to an infinite regress. Yet, this prob-
lem can be circumvented by solving it iteratively as in
perturbation theory. Before we get to this point, though,
it is instructive to show how the consistency conditions
turn out when f̃ab, fa

b and eia are expressed in terms of
scalar functions.

B. Conditions on scalars

As may be deduced from the Jacobi identity (22), the
spatial noncommutativity depends on the original phase
space variables as

f̃ab = f̃
(

p̂2
)

Ĵba, (37)

where the newly introduced dimensionful scalar f̃ mea-
sures the noncommutativity of space. Furthermore, in
general the quantity fa

b , being a tensor, assumes the form

fa
b = A

(

p̂2
)

δab +B
(

p̂2
) p̂ap̂b
p̂2

, (38)

where we introduced the dimensionless scalars A and B.
Note that they have to satisfy the conditions A(0) =
1 and B(0) = 0 for the given phase space variables to
reduce to ordinary canonical conjugates in the low-energy
limit. Both scalars are related to the function f̃ according
to Eq. (35)

f̃ = 2 (logA)′ (A+B)− B

p̂2
, (39)

where the prime denotes derivation with respect to p̂2.
Furthermore, providing the vielbein in the most general

form compatible with the generalized uncertainty princi-
ple

eia = C
(

p̂2
)

δia +D
(

p̂2
) p̂ip̂a
p̂2

, (40)

Eq. (34) suffices to determine the newly introduced di-
mensionless scalar functions C and D implying the rela-
tion

D

C
=
[

f̃ + 2 (logC)′ (A+B)
]

p̂2 = A− 1, (41)
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which, assuming that the background reduces to flat
space in the low-energy limit, i. e. C(0) = 1 and D(0) =
0, can be solved to yield

C =exp

(

1

2

∫ p̂2

0

A− 1− f̃

A+B
(q)dq

)

(42)

D =(A− 1)C. (43)

Have in mind, though, that the expression for the viel-
bein (40) needs to be translated to a description in terms
of the canonical momenta in accordance with Eq. (36).
The metric can then be obtained from Eq. (29) as

gij = C2δij +
(

2CD +D2
)

P̂ iP̂ j . (44)

In short, we can understand the generalized uncertainty
principle as dual description to a quantum theory on non-
trivial momentum space. Additionally, the newly found
set of phase space variables allows for applications in its
own right.

C. Note on canonical variables

Classically, the dynamics of any system are governed
by the action describing it. Alternatively, in quantum
theory it suffices to provide a Hamiltonian and an alge-
bra relating the dynamical variables. In the Heisenberg
picture, the evolution of the system may then be ob-
tained according to the Heisenberg equations. To provide
the corresponding Schrödinger equation and the action of
a system, however, it is compulsory to find canonically
conjugate variables, i. e. a set obeying the Heisenberg al-
gebra (13). By construction, this is the case considering
the phase space coordinates introduced in the preceding
section (26). Furthermore, it is evident that the Heisen-
berg equations of motion in terms of both sets provided in
this paper are equivalent. Thus, the action of the system,
subject to a generalized uncertainty principle including
spatial noncommutativity, reads

S =

∫

dt
[

Ẋ iPi −H(X,P )
]

. (45)

Up until now, this kind of result had only been obtained
in the case of a commutative space [54, 55] which is re-
lated to the one provided in the present paper by a canon-
ical transformation.

D. Iterative approach

For all intents and purposes, it suffices to solve Eqs.
(39) and (41) iteratively. Assume as given the coefficients
of a power series expansion of A and B

A =
∑

n

An

(

lp̂

~

)2n

B =
∑

n

Bn

(

lp̂

~

)2n

(46)

with some length scale l and where B0 = 0 to avoid
divergences. Similarly, describe the scalars f̃ , C and D
using power series

f̃ =
1

p̂2

∑

n

f̃n−1

(

lp̂

~

)2n

(47)

C =
∑

n

Cn

(

lp̂

~

)2n

(48)

D =
∑

n

Dn

(

lp̂

~

)2n

, (49)

where now D0 = f̃−1 = 0. Then, Eq. (39) becomes at
Nth order

N
∑

n=0

AN−n

[

2(N − n) (An +Bn)−Bn − f̃n

]

= 0 (50)

determining the coefficients fn order by order. Moreover,
the Eqs. (41) uniquely specify the dependence of the
coefficients Cn and Dn on An and Bn in an analogous
fashion

DN =

N
∑

n=0

CN−n

[

f̃n + 2(N − n) (An +Bn)
]

(51)

=

N
∑

n=0

CN−nAn − CN . (52)

In short, the coefficients of the power series expansions
describing the functions C and D are related to the ones
representing the given scalars A and B such that there
is no ambiguity. This opens up the possibility for a per-
turbative treatment.

E. Application to the quadratic generalized

uncertainty principle

As mentioned above, under the assumption that the
generalized uncertainty principle recover Heisenberg’s re-
lation in the low-energy limit, the unperturbed scalars
have to satisfy A0 = 1 and B0 = f̃−1 = 0. Furthermore,
denote A1 = β, B1 = β′ and choose the Planck length to
describe the scale to compare to (l = lp) in accordance
with the literature [67–69]. Accordingly, we find

f̃0 =0 f̃1 =2β − β′ (53)

C0 =1 C1 =
β′ − β

2
(54)

D0 =0 D1 =β. (55)

At second order, the contribution stemming from the it-
erative apperance of the vielbein (36) is trivial. Thus, the
metric reads

gij = δij + hij , (56)
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where the correction to the Euclidean part results as

hij = (β′ − β)

(

lpP̂

~

)2

δij + 2β

(

lp
~

)2

P̂ iP̂ j . (57)

Hence, we can derive the Cartan tensor from it yielding

Cijk = 2

(

lP
~

)2
[

(β′ − β) P̂ iδjk + 2βP̂ (jδk)i
]

. (58)

The Cartan tensor is totally symmetric if and only if
β′ = 2β, i. e. f̃ ≃ 0, implying a commutative background.
Then, the scalar (8) derived from it reads in the low-
energy limit

C|
P̂=0 = 2d(d+ 2)β

(

lp
~

)2

. (59)

Otherwise, this metric does not belong to the class of
Hamilton spaces as claimed in section II B. Nevertheless
assuming a vanishing nonlinear connection as was argued
in the same section, the curvature tensor in momentum
space (9) can be determined. In the low-energy limit it
reads

Sikjl
∣

∣

P̂=0
= 2f̃1

(

lp
~

)2
(

δijδkl − δilδkj
)

. (60)

Given this result, it is possible to compute the Ricci
scalar in accordance with Eq. (10)

S|
P̂=0 = 2d(d− 1)f̃1

(

lp
~

)2

. (61)

Thus, at first order the curvature of momentum space,
provided the system is represented canonically, measures
the noncommutativity of space described in terms of the
original coordinates. This is why the Cartan tensor is
totally symmetric in the case of a GUP with a commu-
tative background. Note, though, that, despite the back-
ground being flat, the momentum basis in terms of which
the system is hence described is not the usual one. As
the symplectic structure is not invariant under nonlin-
ear transformations of momenta, the resulting theory is
not equivalent to ordinary quantum mechanics notwith-
standing the flat background. This effect is measured by
the quantity C (59).
In short, quadratically deformed Heisenberg algebras

may be understood as a normal-frame-description of a
momentum space harbouring essentially Planckian cur-
vature if space is noncommutative. Thus, we can import
much information from the phenomenology of generalized
uncertainty principles to this arena.

V. CONSTRAINTS FROM EXISTING

LITERATURE

In the preceding section, a correspondence between
models of the quadratic generalized uncertainty princi-
ple and quantum mechanics on a non-Euclidean momen-
tum space was pointed out. This connection implies that

Experiment Ref. Upper bound on Sm2

p

Lorenz inv. viol. [71] 1013

electron dipole moment [72] 1027

lamb shift [73, 74] 1029

9Be decay [75] 1029

composite quarks/ leptons [76, 77] 1029

Møller scattering [78] 1031

muon g − 2 [79] 1031

hydrogen spectrum [80, 81] 1033

133Cs decay [75] 1035

star energy loss [82] 1035

Pauli oscillator [83] 1041

Aharonov-Bohm [84] 1043

TABLE I. Upper bounds on the low-energy-limit of the scalar
curvature in momentum space as in Eq. (61) given in units
of l2p/~

2.

bounds on the noncommutativity of space f̃1 immedi-
ately carry over to the curvature tensor in momentum
space in accordance with equation (60). Some of these,
mostly extracted from Ref. [70], are displayed in table I.
The dominating constraint on the curvature scalar (61)
stems from Lorenz invariance violation yielding

S|p=0 < 1013m−2
p . (62)

Furthermore, in the case of a commutative background
space (f̃1 = 0) bounds on the parameter β can be trans-
lated as limits to the deviation from the usual momen-
tum basis embodied by the scalar C (59). A selection of
bounds obtained this way is on display in table II. Note
here, that experiments involving pendula [85], harmonic
oscillators [86] and optomechanical setups [87] deal with
macroscopic quantum objects. As there are reservations
towards the direct adoption of results from multiparticle
states to the mechanics of single particles (see e. g. Ref.
[88]), those should be taken with a grain of salt. The
strongest constraint excluding macroscopic experiments
is derived from the anomalous magnetic moment of the
muon [89] implying that

C|p=0 < 1017m−2
P . (63)

Summarizing, both the curvature of momentum space
as well as the deviation from the canonical momentum
basis in the flat case are constrained experimentally from
bounds on the noncommutativity of space and on the
β-parameter of the commutative quadratic generalized
uncertainty principle, respectively.

VI. CONCLUSION

Modifications to the Heisenberg algebra yield a con-
venient way to incorporate minimum length effects, a
generic prediction of quantum gravity, into nonrelativis-
tic quantum mechanics. Recent results [42–45] suggest



7

Experiment Ref. Upper bound on Cm2

p

pendula [85] 105

harmonic oscillators [85, 86] 108

muon g − 2 [89] 1017

equivalence principle [90] 1020

quantum noise [91] 1022

tunnelling microscope [92] 1022

hydrogen spectrum [93, 94] 1023

gravitational bar detectors [95, 96] 1033

lamb shift [92, 97] 1037

87Rb interferometry [98, 99] 1040

TABLE II. Upper bounds on the deviation from the canonical
basis in momentum space C as in Eq. (59) given in units of
l2p/~

2.

a deep connection between such generalized and ex-
tended uncertainty principles and non-Euclidean momen-
tum and position spaces, respectively. In this paper we
further strengthened this connection presenting a non-
canonical transformation which provides a direct map
from theories involving generalized uncertainty principles
to quantum mechanics on curved momentum space.
In that vein, we first introduced quantum mechan-

ics on a background described by a purely momentum-
dependent metric. We further gave an account of the
kind of general changes to the canonical commutation re-
lations which are usually associated to generalized uncer-
tainty relations including noncommutativity of the posi-
tion coordinates. Bringing those two lines of thought to-
gether, we found an explicit dual description of this type
of deformation in terms of a nontrivial momentum space.
In other words, every generalized uncertainty principle
entailing a certain set of non-Darboux coordinates yields
its counterpart in a specific set of canonically conjugated
phase space variables. The resulting dynamics strongly
indicate the presence of a nontrivial momentum space.

In particular, in the case of the quadratic generalized
uncertainty principle the curvature tensor in momentum
space is proportional to the spatial noncommutativity.
However, the dual description of a commutative space

does not imply a trivial background because the corre-
sponding basis in momentum space is curvilinear. As
nonlinear basis transformations in momentum space are
not canonical, the resulting theory is inequivalent to or-
dinary quantum mechanics. The deviation from Rieman-
nian geometry induced by this unusual basis can then be
measured by a scalar derived from the Cartan tensor.
This allows us to import constraints on the curvature

of momentum space from bounds on the noncommuta-
tivity of space yielding for the Ricci scalar in momentum
space S|p=0 < 1013m−2

p . Moreover, the literature on gen-
eralized uncertainty principles with commutative space
is helpful in constraining the deviation from Rieman-
nian geometry when the curvature is vanishing yielding
Cp=0 < 1017m2

p.
Evidently, the reasoning applied in the present pa-

per is general enough to be applied to extended uncer-
tainty principles in an analogous fashion. Correspond-
ingly, those can be mapped to theories of quantum me-
chanics on curved position space thus establishing the
connection hinted at in Refs. [42–45].
To make a long story short, the interplay of general-

ized uncertainty principles and non-Euclidean momen-
tum space as well as extended uncertainty principles and
curved position space yields a rich phenomenology that
justifies further investigation. In particular, a formu-
lation of quantum mechanics on generalized Hamilton
spaces away from Cartesian coordinates, such that the
metric may depend on positions and momenta, may be
seen as a goal to achieve in future work.
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Hořava-Lifshitz gravity. Phys. Lett. B, 679:491–498,
2009.

[14] Yun Soo Myung. Thermodynamics of black holes in the
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Pauli Oscillator In Noncommutative Space. 10 2021.

[84] M. Chaichian, A. Demichev, P. Presnajder, M. M.
Sheikh-Jabbari, and A. Tureanu. Aharonov-Bohm effect
in noncommutative spaces. Phys. Lett. B, 527:149–154,
2002.

[85] Mateusz Bawaj et al. Probing deformed commutators
with macroscopic harmonic oscillators. Nature Commun.,
6:7503, 2015.

[86] P. A. Bushev, J. Bourhill, M. Goryachev, N. Kukharchyk,
E. Ivanov, S. Galliou, M. E. Tobar, and S. Danilishin.
Testing the generalized uncertainty principle with macro-
scopic mechanical oscillators and pendulums. Phys. Rev.
D, 100(6):066020, 2019.

[87] Mohsen Khodadi, Kourosh Nozari, Sanjib Dey, Anha
Bhat, and Mir Faizal. A new bound on polymer quantiza-
tion via an opto-mechanical setup. Sci. Rep., 8(1):1659,
2018.

[88] Giovanni Amelino-Camelia. Challenge to Macroscopic
Probes of Quantum Spacetime Based on Noncommuta-
tive Geometry. Phys. Rev. Lett., 111:101301, 2013.

[89] Saurya Das and R. B. Mann. Planck scale effects on
some low energy quantum phenomena. Phys. Lett. B,
704:596–599, 2011.

[90] Subir Ghosh. Quantum Gravity Effects in Geodesic Mo-
tion and Predictions of Equivalence Principle Violation.
Class. Quant. Grav., 31:025025, 2014.

[91] Parth Girdhar and Andrew C. Doherty. Testing gen-
eralised uncertainty principles through quantum noise.
New J. Phys., 22(9):093073, 2020.

[92] Saurya Das and Elias C. Vagenas. Universality of Quan-
tum Gravity Corrections. Phys. Rev. Lett., 101:221301,
2008.

https://arxiv.org/abs/2109.15259


10

[93] Djamil Bouaziz and Nourredine Ferkous. Hydrogen atom
in momentum space with a minimal length. Phys. Rev.

A, 82:022105, 2010.
[94] T. L. Antonacci Oakes, R. O. Francisco, J. C. Fabris, and

J. A. Nogueira. Ground State of the Hydrogen Atom via
Dirac Equation in a Minimal Length Scenario. Eur. Phys.
J. C, 73:2495, 2013.

[95] Francesco Marin et al. Gravitational bar detectors set
limits to Planck-scale physics on macroscopic variables.
Nature Phys., 9:71–73, 2013.

[96] Francesco Marin et al. Investigation on Planck scale
physics by the AURIGA gravitational bar detector. New

J. Phys., 16:085012, 2014.
[97] Ahmed Farag Ali, Saurya Das, and Elias C. Vagenas. A

proposal for testing Quantum Gravity in the lab. Phys.

Rev. D, 84:044013, 2011.
[98] Dongfeng Gao and Mingsheng Zhan. Constraining the

generalized uncertainty principle with cold atoms. Phys.
Rev. A, 94(1):013607, 2016.

[99] Mohsen Khodadi, Kourosh Nozari, Anha Bhat, and
Sina Mohsenian. Probing Planck Scale Spacetime
By Cavity Opto-Atomic 87Rb Interferometry. PTEP,
2019(5):053E03, 2019.


