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Abstract
We consider dferent realizations for momentum sectorxePoincare Hopf algebra, which is associated with a
curved momentum space. We show that the notion of the partielss as introduced recently by Amelino-Camelia
et al. in the context of relative-locality is realizatiordependent for a wide class of realizations, up to linearmorde
in deformation parametér On the other hand, the time delay formula clearly shows &dépnce on the choice of

realization.
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[. INTRODUCTION

A recently postulated idea on relative-locality [[1-3] posps to describe a "classical nongravitational
regime", where both andG are negligible, but their ratiMp ~ \/g provides an energy scale given by the
Planck mass. The emergence of such an energy scale prok@esotivation to consider the momentum
space as the fundamental entity and leads to the study ofdtsetry. Various features of this momentum
space geometry can be described by a noncommutative algedtnan as thec-Minkowski algebral[4=7],
which is associated with a curved momentum space [1-3, 8 fildmework adopted here consists of
this curved momentum space together with the definition diigta mass as a geodesic distance in such
a space. These ingredients lead to the notion of relatvality, whereby events that are coincident for a
pair of nearby observers may not be so when they are sepamagpdcetime. In addition, theMinkowski
algebra can be used to analyze the time-delay of signalsngpofrim gamma ray bursts, which could be a
signature of Planck scale physics|[9-14].

The noncommutative-Minkowski algebra and its symmetry quantum group is knowrai infinite
number of realizations in terms of commutative coordinates derivatives [15—20]. Each of these realiza-
tions corresponds to a certain ordering prescription. Htimate link between dlierent realizations of the
noncommutativec-Minkowski algebra and its symmetry quantum group and threesponding orderings
is elaborated in detail in Ref__[17]. In the context of theati®e-locality framework, the majority of the
work done so far uses a particular realization of tHeoincare Hopf algebra, the so called Majid-Ruegg
bicrossproduct realization. It is a natural question ifeothealizations can provide further insight into the
conseguences of the relative-locality framework. It migappen that dierent realizations point to a uni-
versality of certain physical results. On the other handgeitain predictions depend on the choice of the
realizations, that can be used to constrain the allowed cfealizations.

In this paper, we shall work within a particular class of iztions of thex-Minkowski algebra that
is much broader than just the single Majid-Ruegg bicroshjprbrealization. We shall show that the lin-
earized mass formula obtained from the geometry of the mamespace is independent of the realizations
within the chosen class. On the other hand, the time delaigeirobservation of two particles emitted si-
multaneously depends explicitly on the choice of the rasitn. If such time delays can be experimentally
measured, that would lead to phenomenological constramthe allowed class of realizations of the
Minkowski algebra.

The analysis here is based on two ingredients. The first omidisging the nontrivial geometrical prop-
erties of the momentum space, as well as of the phase spateeaselcond one is the notion of the particle

mass as introduced in [1-3]. Both of these ingredients derdefine a relative-locality framework, within



which we want to find whatféect the change of realization has on certain physical feaftsuch as the
photon time delay and the velocities of massive and masghesisles.

Thus we start this paper with the generdPoincare momenta realization which is used to obtain a gen-
eral form of the metric on momentum space. Explicit caléatet of the Christffel symbols and geodesic
equation in Sec.lll are provided for this certain class afligations, which is still much broader than the
class previously considered in the literature. Sectiontrts with the deformed Poisson brackets which
via the Hamilton equations provide the solutions for thdipiar worldlines. These particle worldlines ap-
pear to explicitly depend on the realization. Here we find thathe observer situated at the detector, the
two simultaneously emitted photons offéirent energies will arrive at the detector with some tinféedi
ence, exhibitting the time delay in arrival times for the tparticles. This time delay is found to depend
on the choice of realization. The velocity of the massivdiplaris also found to depend on the choice of
realization, while interestingly, the velocity of massigmrticles was not found to be realization sensitive.

Concluding remarks close this paper.

[I. GENERALIZED METRIC

k-Poincare inspired picture can be used as one of the iltimisaof curved momentum-space geometry
(as well as providing an example of the energy-momentunosettDSR theory). Inl[3] it was shown that
by using the so-called Majid-Ruegg (bicrossproduct) radilbn for momenta one gets that the connection
(parallel transport) is nonmetric and torsion-full. Howevone is not limited to this one basis of the
Poincare momenta sector and it is possible to consider the gameral realization for the momenta, which

can be written as [17],[18],[19]:

P Z1-z 1_, p? zZ+zZt 1_, p?
P = —2771 Pg = TR g = S g 1
7y = Y Ew a2 em W
for anyy, ¢. In the following we use the Lorentzian metrjg, = (+, —, —, —) and the notationA = ia - 9 =

—a- p. We also choosa = (I,0,0,0) and in the quantities Iikei2 = pp (i =12 3) the summation over

space indices is understood. Also in the above realizati@asedZ = e*(® with ¥ (A) = OA %1, where
Z is the so-called shift operator which satiinZsp,l] =0.
Such coordinate®, = (P,,, P4) @) satisfy the (hyperboloid) condition [21]:
1
P3—Pi-P5-P3-Pi=—= 2)

|2

and provide the four-dimensional de Sitter space which egpabametrized by,,.

1 The functionsy, ¢ are related to dierent realizations of-Minkowski spacetime and will be discussed in Section IV.
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From this point of view the space of momenta is not a flat spae@ special relativity, but it is curved,
maximally symmetric space of constant curvature (this feed already used within the DSR framework ,
see e.g..[22]).

One can show that the general realizatidn (1) forkhBoincare momenta describe a momentum space

with the 'generalized de Sitter metric’ which leads to treddtive-locality’ efect as well:
_ 11y ay( LY 1\? 2
o = |l 24| (g () ]t ©
1\? , 1Y 1
N = 2 Z—l Z—l -2 _ =\ = '

(Zw) et + (( ) 2% (Zw) Zso) Pidpocp,
where(:)’ stands for%. In fact the line elemerds’ above is a local expression for an induced metric on
the hyperboloid[{R) written in local coordinate system jed by the formulad(1).

However to obtain the relative-localityffect (in the more general "framework" thanlin [3]), it is enbug

to consider the simpler cases, with the chajice 1 for which the shift operator i& = e 'Po = €A, hence

the realization of momenta reduces to:

p2
Po(po.p) = 7 sinh(po) + 55" @
Pi (po, pi) = %e'p"; (5)
D2
P4 (po. pi) = Tlcosh(lpo)—z%ép"- (6)

For this choicep = ¢; = Z~* = e A = ellPo (1 is real). Within this realization one gets the line element

which depends on the paramefieand has the form:
ds) = [1-124%p?e? 0P | d g — - VPod P + 210620 prdpodp. 7)

One can easily notice that for the choice.bf= 0 we recover the Majid-Ruegg c&sels® = dp% -
e?Podp? with the so-called 'Majid-Ruegg metrigj,, = diag(1, —e?Po, —e?Po, —e?Po) [3].

[Il. MOMENTUM SPACE GEODESICS
A. Christoffel symbols

From any metric one can calculate the Chifigstbsymbols from the general formula:

v 1 O,V VO, v,
" = 590 (@7 + g7 - g™), (8)

2 The convention in this letter fiers from the one introduced in [3] by— —I.
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Limiting ourselves to the case ¢f= 1, ¢ = Z~* = A, the nonzero components of the metfit (7) are:
Qoo = 1 — 1242 pZet-DlPo; ki = —e2 L IPogy: Qo = Gio = 14 Popy, 9)

The inverse metric is:

1 |Apy lAp2 lAp3
@7 = |1Apy 1242pF — e721-ipo 1222p1 p2 124%p1ps (10)
lAp2 12A%py po 12022 — e A1-Vlpo 1222 p,ps
|Aps 12A%py ps 1222, ps 122 p3 — e-2(1=Dlpo

For this choice of realization in the metric we obtain thddeing set of Christéfel symbols:

Y =—@-alel =1% 1) =1(a-@-2) (2 —1222p2))6'; (11)
Mo =121-2ap =19; 1Y = 121 - )aps'; (12)
=0, r1¥=0 (13)

It can be seen that, within the first order in deformation,(Ihlsmponent:*igj andl“:(j vanish
oi N
r, =0(?); r, =o(?. (14)

For the sake of comparison with the results in Ref.[3], weedive explicit expressions of the above

guantities for the special case bE 0:

) =1°=-s;; Ty =-le2Pogl; (15)

-0, T)=0 (16)

B. Geodesic equation

In this chapter and later on our focus is directed only to tret éirder in the deformation parameter

The geodesic equation in momentum space reads as:
B + T puby =0, 17)

where ~ stands fordis andsdenotes a geodesic parametrization.



For the solution of the geodesic equation up to the first drdére deformation parametewe can use

the following ansatz [3]

1 .
P, () = P,s+ El“g P.P, (s— 32); (18)
. 1 v
Py (8) =P, + EFP P.P, (1-2s), (29)

with the initial conditions:p, (0) = 0; p, (1) = P,.

Also the inverse metric in the linear orderlihas the easier form

1 |/1p1 |/1p2 I/lp3
g7 = [A1p1 —1+2(1—/1)Ip0+O(I2) 0 0 (20)
1Ap, 0 “1+2(1-A)lpo +0(1?) 0
lAp3 0 0 —1+2(1-2)Ipo +0O(1?

There are only two non-zero Chrigiiel symbols in this case:
oi . N -
r=-@-2ls; Iy =1(1-1)6". (21)

Therefore our solutions read as follows:
Po(9) = Pos+5(21-1)P?(s- <)  with  Ppo(9) =Po+5(21-1)P?(1-29)
andpi (s) = Pis— (1- D) 16)PoPj (s= &) with () =P — (1 - 2)15/PoP; (1 29).

With this, it is straightforward to calculate the quadragigressiorg” f, (s) py (S) = P3— P? + IPgPZ +
0(1?), giving rise to the length of the momentum space worldlinedekd, the length of the worldline,
D(O, P,l) = folds\/m, in momentum space between the two boundary points, spedified
the two values of the parametgrnamely 0 and 1 respectively, can be calculated within thednder in

deformationl as

1
D(O,Pﬂ):j; ds\[P2~ P2 +IPgP2 = \[P2 — P2 + IPoP2. (22)

Postulating that the geodesic distance from the origin tereegc point in momentum space is the mass of

a particle|[1], we get the relation:
n? = P2 — P2+ IPoP? + O(1?). (23)

The obtained result is the same aslin [3], therefore it iSza@bn independent, i.e. there is no explicit de-

pendence oi. Since the mass Casimir should depend neither on the chbibe ordering nor realization,
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the results of the foregoing calculations show that the alpmstulate makes sense and is thus physically
reasonable (relation between ordering and realizatiodstsissed in [17]). Nevertheless, it seems that the
physical phenomena, as the time delay, will depend on egadiz for the noncommutative coordinates, at
least within the class of realizations considered in thisggpaparametrized by the paramefier And this

point will be shown in the next chapter.

V. HAMILTONIAN DESCRIPTION AND TIME DELAY

The momenta realization introduced above corresponds éotaire realization of noncommutative- (

Minkowski) spacetime coordinates:

%0 = XU (A) = Ixkpky (A), % = Xio (A) (24)

for an arbitrary choice ofy, ¢, wheregp is the same function appearing in the momentum realizafin (
These functions satisfyy = %1// + 1 with the initial conditions:y(0) = ¢ (0) = 1, ¢’ (0)-finite andA =
ia-d=-a-p. (witha=(1,0,0,0) as before) witly’ = g—,ﬁ. A special case of the above, when one chooses:

e =2y =1y=(1-21)and
R0=%—1(1- ) XPpc, K=xZ" (25)

will be used in the calculations below.

Such realizationd (24,25) satisfy the followingNlinkowski) commutation relations:
[%o0, %] = il %; [%, %] = 0. (26)

k -deformed phase space with deformed Poisson brackets atdined by the so-called "dequantization”

procedure{ , }=%[ , ] Inthis way we obtain:
{xo, %} =1Ixi;  {%, %} =0, (27)
together with
{po, %o} =1, {po,x}=0; (28)
{pi. %o} =1(1-2) pi; {pi, xj} = —e'Pog;. (29)

It is easy to see that the realizatiohs](25) in conjunctiath ¢ie ordinary Heisenberg alget[qa;,, xv] = inuy
lead to a phase space commutation relations, which thrdwghtiove described dequantisation procedure

come up with the momentum space Poisson brackets (28] ahd (29
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The previously obtained linearized relatio = p3 — p? + Ipop? can be used to postulate the form of

the Hamiltonian|[24, 25] as:
H = N (p5 - pf +1pop? — ), (30)

whereN is the constant multiplier. Even though the on-shell reta{f3) does not depend on the realization,
the parameten will enter the particle’s velocity and worldline throughetfPoisson brackets (29). This is

made obvious by writing down the Hamilton equations for theiple coordinates, which give rise o
Xo = —N(2p0+ Ip7 + (2lpop1 — 2p1) 1 (1 - ) Dl); (31)

%1 = —2N (Ipops — p1) e''P, (32)

with the corresponding equations for the particle momemiadtrivial. This leads to the velocity of a

particle (in general):

2(Ipopy — p1) €1P0

V= > (33)
2po + 1p% + (2pop1 — 2p1) | (1 - 2) p1
and in the leading order ih
v:-L—(ﬁ—l)lpl s 2+O(I2). (34)
M2 + p? e + pg
Therefore the worldline of the particle appears to be given b
1_d 0 vl P1 m 0
xt = X +v(x—>_<e):x— — =+ (1-1Ip—— (xo—x), (35)

M2 + p? m? + pj

wherex?, X are the initial time and position, respectively.
One can notice that the worldline for the massless particiedmentum and realization independent:
K== L (0= %). (36)
However this fact does not imply that simultaneous emissiosuch particles with dierent momenta
will be detected simultaneously [23]. This appears to be ainthe properties of relative-locality idea.
Following the analogous analysis to the one performed invy@]obtain the correction to theftérence of

Bob’s detection times for the two particles sent by Alice:

At=1b(1- 1) Apy, (37)

3 For simplicity we consider 41 dim case.



whereb is the distance between Alice and Bob ang} is the momentum dierence between two photons
emitted from the position of Alice (cf.L[14]). It is evidentdim the analysis (see alsa [3]) that the two
events, each of which corresponding to a single photon lreigigtered by a detector, appeatfeliently to
two mutually remote observers. While for one observer @lithese two events appear as simultaneous,
for the other observer (Bob) they do not occur simultangoushis kind of peculiarity is a characteristic
of relative-locality. In a case that the two observers aoselto each other (in which cabés small), the
productlb will practically vanish due td being of the order of the Planck length, and tikeet will not
show up. On the contrary, if the two observers are far awam femch other (in which cadetends to
infinity), the efect is more likely to occur. Thus, greater the distance betve/o observers, more tangible
the relative-locality &ect will be [1],[2],[3],]23]. The origin of this feature cabe sought in a peculiar
geometry of the phase space, which particularly comes irdmimence when the two observers need to
communicate and share among themselves their own desospif the same physical events.

One can notice that fat=0 (right-ordering) we recover the result from [3], while fé£1, the case

which corresponds to the left-ordering, there is no Plamekesdfect at all.

V. CONCLUSION

In this Letter we have considered a large class of realimatmf the momentum sector @fPoincare
algebra and have studied theet of the variation of realizations on the expressionstiermass as well
as the time delay formulae as obtained within the DSR framewdhe mass formula obtained inl [3]
using the Majid-Ruegg bicrossproduct realization agreitis thiat obtained in this Letter. This indicates
the existence of a universality in the mass formula for a valdss of realizations. On the other hand,
the time delay formula clearly shows a dependence on theeludirealization. This is interesting from a
phenomenological point of view, since observations of tdetays of signals coming from a GRB can be
used to put constraint on the allowed class of realizations.

Here we come to the main results of our paper. The relatigality framework, with its curved mo-
mentum space geometry and nontrivial symplectic phaseesgtaacture leads to physical features that
challenge our basic notions of spacetime locality. Thisnevork leads to phenomena which exhibit a
relative-locality, a notorious example of which is the gmese of time delay in detecting of two simultane-
ously emitted photons. More precisely, while the observtdreaemitter will see two simultaneously emitted
photons as arriving at the detector with no time separattom pther observer, located at the detector will
see the same two simultaneously emitted photons as comihg detector with some time delay. What we

found is that this time dierence in two photons reaching the detector, as observettlpbserver located



at the detector, is realization dependent. Moreover, whigemassive particles appear to have velocities
that are realization dependent, the massless particlésagiphotons have velocities that are realization
independent.

A particular choice of the ordering prescription may alspegr to be important in other physical con-
texts, such as that of quantum statistics. This was denatadtto be the case by mutual comparison of
the oscillator algebras obtained in a number dfedent works|[26]1[27].[28],[29].[30],[31],[32]. How-
ever, from this perspective, it is quite interesting to nibtat for a class of orderinggalizations of the
k-Minkowski space considered in this paper, there existsigesal R-matrix, the same for all realizations
within this class, leading to the same algebra of creati@haamihilation operators appearing in the mode
expansion of the field operator and consequently leadinfdcsame particle statistics. What would be
even more intriguing is to have thiz-matrix fully expressed in terms of the Poincare generatotsch
would provide a unique covariant definition of the partickelgange, as well as the covariant notion of
identical particles in the&-deformed field theories. Some progress in this directia feen done in the
triangular quasibialgebra setting of Refl[33] and in thdeformed phase space approach related to a bial-
gebroid structure [34]. Another issue is the choice of thérimen the deformed momentum space. Within
the introduced framework, it would be interesting to inigese whether, e.g. the momentum space metric
introduced via the commutation relations for the deformedehtz generators [35] would also lead to the
similar relative-locality &ects. In the same context it would also be interesting to des would be the

mass relation calculated via geodesic distance.
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