arXiv:1002.3202v3 [hep-th] 16 Apr 2010

Maxwell’s equations on the κ-Minkowski spacetime and Electric-Magnetic duality

E. Harikumar^∗

School of Physics, University of Hyderabad, Central University P O, Hyderabad, AP, India, PIN-500046

We derive the Maxwell’s equations on the κ-deformed spacetime, valid up to first order in the deformation parameter, using the Feynman’s approach. We show that the electric-magnetic duality is a symmetry of these equations. It is also shown that the laws of electrodynamics are different for particles of equal charges, but with different masses. We show that the Poincare angular momentum, required to maintain the usual Lorentz algebra structure, do not get any κ-dependent corrections.

PACS numbers: 11.10.Nx, 11.30.Cp, 03.50De Keywords: κ-Minkowski spacetime, Maxwell’s equations, noncommutative geometry.

I. INTRODUCTION

Noncommutative spacetime was originally introduced to cure the IR divergences that plague quantum theories[1]. Though this approach was not pursued further due to the spectacular success of renormalisation programme, Connes’s work has rekindled the interest in noncommutative (NC) spacetime and physics on such manifolds[2]. It was shown that noncommutative gauge theory defined on Moyal spacetime naturally emerges as a limit of certain string theory model. A mapping between the NC gauge theory and a gauge theory defined on the commutative spacetime was also obtained [3] and this led to intense activities in construction and study of various physical models on NC spacetime. The field theory models on NC spacetime have highly non-local and non-linear interactions which are not present in the corresponding commutative theories. UV/IR mixing, which is a characteristic feature of field theories on NC spacetime raises serious questions about the renormalisability of such theories and many authors have investigated these aspects [4]. Noncommutative spacetime also provides a way to model the spacetime uncertainties which arises due to the quantum gravity effects[5].

The widely studied and by now well understood example of noncummutative spacetime is the Moyal spacetime, whose coordinates obey [X̂^μ, X̂^ν ] = iθ^{μν} , where θ^{μν} is a constant. One of the most striking features of the NC spacetime brought out in recent times is the fact that the symmetries of these models are realised in terms of Hopf algebra [6]. NC spacetime with coordinates satisfying a Lie algebra type commutation relation is another class of spacetimes that is being investigated vigorously. An example for a spacetime of this class is the fuzzy sphere[7] which is being studied with various motivations[8]. Another prototype of this class is the κ-deformed spacetime whose coordinates obey [x̂^i, x̂^j ] = 0, [x̂^0, x̂^i] = ax^i, (a =^1_κ )[9]. κ-spacetime and its symmetry algebra naturally appears in the context of doubly special relativity (DSR) [10] (a modified relativity principle having one more dimensionfull parameter other than the velocity of light). κ-Poincare algebra and DSR are also known to be related to certain quantum gravity models[10]. This led to investigations on κ-spacetime and physics on κ-spacetime in recent times[11–13], bringing out many interesting aspects of κ-spacetime and physics models on κ-spacetime.

Recently Klein-Gordon equation have been derived on κ-spacetime and various aspects of this model have been analysed[9, 11, 12]. It is known that there are many different proposals for Klein-Gordon equation in κ-spacetime [9, 11, 12], all satisfying the criterion of invariance under κ-Poincare algebra. There are some works where U(1) gauge theory on κ-spacetime had been constructed[14]. The U(1) theory in κ-spacetime is constructed in terms of commutative fields using ∗−product and Seiberg-Witten map, up to first order in the deformation parameter.

Here we take a different approach-Feyman’s approach, to derive the Maxwell’s equations on κ-spacetime. In this framework, starting with Newtons second law of motion and commutation relations between coordinates and velocities, Feynman obtained homogeneous Maxwell’s equations [15]. Various aspects of this approach have been investigated, including the generalisations to obtain non-abelian gauge theories, in depth [16]. Tanimura had obtained relativistic covariant generalisation of this approach[17]. It was also shown that the only possible interactions a quantum mechanical particle can have are those with scalar, gauge and gravitational fields[17]. In recent times,

∗ harisp@uohyd.ernet.in

the Feynman’s approach has been generalised to obtain inhomogeneous Maxwell’s equations, in addition to the homogeneous ones.[18]. The inherent non locality results in novel interactions in non-commutative theories (which are not shared by their commutative counterparts). In [19], it was shown that the so(3) symmetry is broken in the Feynman approach because of the non vanishing commutators between the velocities and coordinates. But this symmetry can be restored by augmenting the generators by magnetic angular momentum. Thus it is of interest to apply Feynman’s approach to non-commutative spacetime and derive the corresponding Maxwell’s equations as well as to see the allowed interactions. The Feynman’s approach we adopt here has been used to obtain Maxwell’s equation in Moyal spacetime also for more general cases [20].

In this paper, we derive both homogeneous and inhomogeneous Maxwell’s equations in κ-spacetime, using the covariant approach of [17], adapted to noncommutative spacetime. We obtain the κ dependent correction to Maxwell’s equations up to first order in the deformation parameter as well as the modified force equation. From the structure of the force equation, we argue that the interactions of the particle with scalar and gauge fields do get κ dependent modifications. Using explicit form of the κ-deformed Maxwell’s equation, we then show that the κ-Maxwell’s equations are invariant under the electric-magnetic duality transformation, as in the commutative spacetime. We also obtain the generators of the undeformed Lorentz algebra and show that this naturally leads to the introduction of magnetic monopole.

This paper is organised as follows. After a brief summary of the Feynman’s approach in the covariant form in section 2, we present the derivation of Maxwell’s equation in κ-spacetime, valid up to first order in the deformation parameter, in section 3. We also derive and analyse the force equation here. In section 4, we discuss the electricmagnetic duality of κ-deformed Maxwell’s equation (up to first order in the deformation parameter). We then discuss the restoration of the Lorentz algebra in section 5. Our concluding remarks are given in section 6.

II. FEYNMAN’S APPROACH TO MAXWELL’S EQUATIONS

In this section, we present a short summary of essential details of the covariant generalisation of Feynman’s approach[17]. This approach makes certain basic assumption [17] in deriving Maxwell’s equations. One is that the coordinates of the relativistic particle in 4-dimensions is described by x^μ(τ), where τ is just a parameter and not the proper time.The coordinates have vanishing commutation relations between them,i.e.,

[x^μ, x^ν ] = 0. (1)

Another important assumption is the Feynman bracket between the coordinates and the velocities, i.e.,

[x^μ, ẋ^ν ] = iℏ m η^{μν} (2)

where ẋ^μ =^{dxμ}_{dτ} . The above equation correctly reproduces the familiar commutation relation between the coordinates and momenta. But we note that in original approach of Feynman’s [15], existence of momentum was not assumed.

Thirdly, it is assumed that the Newton’s equation holds good, i.e.,

mẍ^μ = F^μ(x, ẋ), (3)

where F^μ can depend on velocity also. Last assumption is that the brackets involving coordinates and velocities satisfy

(i) [A, B] = −[B, A] (anti − symmetry), (4)

(ii) [A, [B, C]] + [B, [C, A]] + [C, [A, B]] = 0 (Jacobi Identity), (5)

and the Leibniz rules, (iii) [A, BC] = [A, B]C + B[A, C], (iv) d dt [A, B] = [ A dt , B] + [A, dB dt ]. (6)

It is known that last property listed above is not automatically satisfied by Poisson brackets, unless canonical equations of motion are assumed[20]. This is the reason for using commutators rather than Poisson brackets in this approach.

Combining Eqns.(1,2) with Leibniz rules in Eqn.(6) leads to useful identities

[x^μ, f(x^ν )] = 0, [x^μ, f(x^ν , ẋ^λ)] =^{iℏ}_m^{∂f (xμ,ẋν )}_{∂ẋν} (7) [ẋ^μ, f(x^ν , ẋ^λ)] = −^{iℏ}_m^{∂f}_{∂xμ} . (8)

A second rank anti-symmetric tensor is naturally introduced by considering the differentiation of Eqn.(2), Thus we find,

[ẋ^μ, ẋ^ν ] = −[x^μ, ẍ^ν ] = iqℏ m^2

F^{μν} . (9)

This F^{μν} would be identified with the Maxwell field strength and q with the electric charge of the particle.

Now repeated use of the Jacobi identities involving coordinates, velocities as well as those involving both along with judicious use of Eqn.(8) leads to the homogeneous Maxwell’s equations

∂^μF^{νλ} + ∂^ν F^{λμ} + ∂^λF^{νμ} = 0 (10)

where F^{μν} = ∂^μA^ν (x) − ∂^ν A^μ(x).

It is also shown that the force F^μ(x, ẋ) appearing in Eqn.(3) above can be expressed in terms of F^{μν} and a vector quantity as

F^μ(x, ẋ) = G^μ + qF^{μν}ẋ_ν (11)

where G^μ is the gradient of a scalar field, i.e., G^μ = ∂^μΦ and q is the electric charge of the particle.

Thus, in this approach, one gets the homogeneous Maxwell’s equations and Lorentz force equation, starting with the assumption of the Feynman bracket between coordinates and velocities.

This construction was generalised to curved spacetime by modifying Eqn.(2) by replacing η^{μν} with g^{μν} . In this case, it was shown that the force F^μ in Eqn.(11) gets an additional contribution which depends on the derivative of metric tensor g^{μν} [17]. Thus, in this approach, two of the Maxwell’s equations were obtained in a manifestly covariant form. This also showed that the particles get coupled naturally to a scalar, gauge, and gravitational fields. Later, in [18], it was shown that the inhomogeneous Maxwell’s equations can also be derived from Eqn.(10) itself by contracting any two of the three indices. Thus contracting μ with ν in Eqn.(10) sets

∂_μF^{μν} = j^ν (12)

where j^ν is the conserved current, a fact which can be seen by using the Jacobi identity given in Eqn.(5) and Eqn.(8).

III. κ-DEFORMED MAXWELL’S EQUATIONS

In this section, we apply the covariant generalisation of Feynman’s approach of above section to κ-deformed spacetime whose coordinates obey

[x̂^μ, x̂^ν ] = ic^{μν}_λx̂^λ (13)

where

c^{μν}_λx̂^λ = (a^μη^ν_λ − a^ν η^μ_λ)x^λ, a^0 = a = κ^{−1}, a^i = 0. (14)

From now onwards, we do not write“hat” explicitly over the coordinates of the κ-spacetime since there is no scope of confusion as all the coordinates we use are that of noncommutative spacetime. It can be easily seen that the conditions imposed on c^{μν}_λ by the Jacobi identity involving only coordinates are trivially satisfied.

Differentiating the Eqn.(13) with respect to τ, we get [ẋ^μ, x^ν ] + [x^μ, ẋ^ν ] = ic^{μν}_λẋ^λ.For c^{μν}_λ = 0, the above equation is symmetric in μ and ν. For the present case we get,

[ẋ^μ, x^ν ] = − iℏ m_{ef f} g^{μν} + ic^{μν}_λẋ^λ, (15)

where m_{ef f} = m(1+amc)( see discussion below). Note that the functional form of g^{μν} is not fixed by the differentiation of Eqn.(13), but fixes only the anti-symmetric part. In the above, g^{μν} can, in general, be a function of both coordinates as well as velocities. Now, we impose the requirement that the above equation reproduces the well known result in the commutative limit. This imply that as a → 0, g^{μν} → η^{μν} . The Jacobi identity involving a velocity and two coordinates show that the g^{μν} can be just η^{μν} itself. Though in the original approach, momentum was not assumed to exist, here, we take the known commutation relation between coordinate and momenta [21] as a guiding tool to fix the dependence of g^{μν} on x and ẋ. We also note that the non-relativistic limit of the energy-momentum relation in the κ-spacetime shows that the momentum, up to first order in a, is p_i = m_{ef f} ẋ_i, where m_{ef f} = m(1+amc)[22]. This suggest that up to first order in a, g^{μν} is just equal to η^{μν} in the above equation. This also shows that the higher order (in a) corrections to g^{μν} depend only on velocities and not on coordinates themselves. With these considerations, we take the Feynman brackets, valid up to first order in the deformation parameter a to be

[x^μ, ẋ^ν ] = iℏ m_{ef f} η^{μν} + ic^{μν}_λẋ^λ. (16)

Differentiating the above equation with respect to τ gives

[x^μ, ẍ^ν ] = −[ẋ^μ, ẋ^ν ] + ic^{μν}_λẍ^λ. (17)

The right side of the above equation is anti-symmetric in indices and the above equation allow us to define a rank two, anti-symmetric tensor as in the commutative case. Thus we define

[ẋ^μ, ẋ^ν ] = iℏq m^2_{ef f} F^{μν} + ic^{μν}_λẍ^λ. (18)

Using Eqn.(18) in Eqn.(17) and integrating leads to

F (x, ẋ)^μ = G(x)^μ + qF^μ_νẋ^ν (19)

where we have assumed the Newtons second law, valid up to first order in a to be F^μ = m_{ef f} ẍ^μ. In the above, F_{μν} can be function of coordinates and velocities. Using the Jacobi identity [x^μ, [ẋ^ν , ẋ^λ]]+ cyclic terms, shows that [x^μ, F^{νλ}] ≠ 0. In the limit a → 0, one gets [x^μ, F^{νλ}] = 0, implying F^{μν} is a function of coordinates alone, in the commutative spacetime. Thus, in the present case, a dependent terms in F^{μν} can be functions of x as well as ẋ. We take F^{μν} as function of x alone, as a first approximation, in deriving Eqns. (21) and (23). Had we taken F^{μν} to be function of ẋ also, we would have got additional terms of the form (iℏ/m^2_{ef f} )^{∂F μν}_{∂ẋμ} + iℏc^{μα}_ρẋ^{ρ ∂F νλ}_{∂ẋα} . Here the second term is quadratic in a and hence we neglect it. The first term has an additional ℏ/m_{ef f} compared to remaining terms of Eqns. (21) and (23) and thus negligible. This justify taking F^{μν} as a function of x alone.

To derive the Maxwell’s equations, we use the Jacobi identity involving velocities alone, i.e.,

[ẋ^μ, [ẋ^ν , ẋ^λ]] + [ẋ^ν , [ẋ^λ, ẋ^μ]] + [ẋ^λ, [ẋ^μ, ẋ^ν ]] = 0. (20)

Using Eqn.(18) in the above equation gives the κ-deformed, homogeneous Maxwell’s equations (up to first order in deformation parameter) as ℏ m_{ef f} (∂^μF^{νλ} + ∂^ν F^{λμ} + ∂^λF^{μν} ) = [ c^{μα}_ρẋ^ρ∂_αF^{νλ} + c^{να}_ρẋ^ρ∂_αF^{λμ} + c^{λα}_ρẋ^ρ∂_αF^{μν} ]

− im^2_{ef f} ℏq [ c^{νλ}_ρ[ẋ^μ, ẍ^ρ] + c^{λμ}_ρ[ẋ^ν , ẍ^ρ] + c^{μν}_ρ[ẋ^λ, ẍ^ρ] ] . (21)

Contracting μ with ν by multiplying above equation with η_{μν} gives ∂_μF^{μλ} − m_{ef f} ℏ c^{μα}_ρẋ^ρ∂_αF^λ_μ + im^3_{ef f} qℏ^2 c^{νλρ}[ẋ_ν , ẍ_ρ] + ∂_μF^{λμ} − m_{ef f} ℏ c^{μα}_ρẋ^ρ∂_αF^λ_μ + im^3_{ef f} qℏ^2 c^{λνρ}[ẋ_ν , ẍ_ρ] = 0. (22)

Using anti-symmetry of indices, we see that the left hand side of the above equation vanishes identically. We use the above equation to define the current[18], thereby obtaining the inhomogeneous equations, i.e., [∂_μF^{μν} − m_{ef f} ℏ c^{μα}_ρẋ^ρ∂_αF^ν_μ ] = −[∂_μF^{νμ} − m_{ef f} ℏ c^{μα}_ρẋ^ρ∂_αF^ν_μ] .= −j^ν . (23)

In obtaining the above equation from Eqn.(22), we have used the anti-symmetry in the first two indices in c^{μν}_λ to cancel terms involving [ẋ, ẍ]. This complete the derivation of both homogeneous and inhomogeneous Maxwell’s equation on κ-spacetime, in presence of source and a moving particle of charge q and mass m. Note these equations are valid up to first order in the deformation parameter. Also note that in the limit a → 0, we recover the known equations in the commutative space.

We now turn our attention to Newtons equation of motion. Using Eqn.(19) and the fact that F^μ = m_{ef f} ẍ^μ, we find [ẋ^μ, G^ν ] − [ẋ^ν , G^μ] = iℏ m_{ef f} (∂^μF^{νλ} + cyclic in μ, ν, λ)ẋ_λ + iℏq [ c^{μα}_ρẋ^ρ∂_αF^{νλ}ẋ_λ − μ ↔ ν ] − iℏq [ F^{νλ}c^μ_{λα}ẍ^α − μ ↔ ν ] (24)

Since the G^μ(x) in Eqn.(19) is a function of x alone, we find

[ẋ^μ, G^ν ] = − ih m_{ef f} ( ∂^μG^ν + 1 ℏ c^{μα}_λẋ^λ∂_αG^ν ) . (25)

Using above equation in Eqn.(24), we find,

∂_μG_ν − ∂_ν G_μ = O(a) (26)

showing that, once the first order correction in the deformation parameter is included, G^μ = ∂^μΦ + O(a) where Φ is a scalar. This shows that the interaction of quantum mechanical particle in κ-spacetime with the scalar field is modified. We also note that the Eqn.(21) show that F_{μν} = ∂_μA_ν − ∂_ν A_μ + O(a), showing that the gauge field interaction is also modified in the κ-spacetime.

IV. ELECTRIC-MAGNETIC DUALITY

In this section, we analyze the κ-deformed Maxwell’s equations obtained in Eqns.(21,23). Using explicit form of c^{μν}_λ given in Eqn.(14), in Eqns. (21,23), we get the Maxwell’s equations, valid up to first order in the deformation parameter as ⃗∇ · ⃗B + ma ℏ ⃗v · ∂_0 ⃗B = 0, (27) ∂_0 ⃗B + ⃗∇ × ⃗E + ma ℏ [ v^i∂_i ⃗B + ⃗v × ∂_0 ⃗E ] = 0 (28) ⃗∇ · ⃗E + ma ℏ ⃗v · ∂_0 ⃗E = ρ_e (29) ∂_0 ⃗E − ⃗∇ × ⃗B + ma ℏ [ v^i∂_i ⃗E − ⃗v × ∂_0 ⃗B ] = −⃗j_e (30)

Here, we have used x^i/dτ = v^i. We note that in the limit a → 0, above equation reproduce the well known Maxwell’s equations in the commutative spacetime. It is interesting to see that the mass of the charged particle also appears naturally in the κ-dependent of the modified Maxwell’s equation. This suggest that the laws of electrodynamics for particles with same charge, but with different masses will be different. This result is a complete departure from the commutative spacetime^1. Also, it is interesting to note that for the static electric and magnetic fields, the Gauss law equations (27 and 29) do not get any a dependent modifications while Eqns. (28, 30) are still modified due to κ-deformation.

In the commutative space, Maxwell’s equation, in the absence of source is invariant under the combined transformations ⃗E → ⃗B, ⃗B → − ⃗E. This is a symmetry even when sources are present, provided that the magnetic monopole exist and along with above transformation, we also have ρ_e, j_e → ρ_{mag}, j_{mag} ; ρ_{mag}, j_{mag} → −ρ_e, −j_e. It is easily seen from the above Eqns. (27,28, 29) and (30) that the a(= κ^{−1}) dependent terms maintain this symmetry.

V. LORENTZ SYMMETRY

It is well known [19] that the non-vanishing brackets between velocities given in Eqn.(9), modifies the Lorentz algebra [L^{μν} , L^{λσ}] = iℏ ( η^{μσ} L^{λν} − η^{μλ}L^{σν} + η^{νλ}L^{σμ} − η^{νσ} L^{λμ} ) + iℏq ( x^μx^λF^{νσ} − x^ν x^λF^{μσ} − x^μx^σ F^{νλ} + x^ν x^σ F^{μλ} ) , (31)

1 We note that, by re-expressing the above, modified Maxwell’s equations in terms of LT^{−1}u^i = v^i, the new terms of the deformed Maxwell’s equations can be parameterized by a dimensionless quantity ã = (ma/ℏ)LT^{−1} .

[x^μ, L^{νλ}] = iℏ ( x^ν η^{μλ} − x^λη^{μν} ) , (32)

[ẋ^μ, L^{νλ}] = −iℏ ( η^{μν}ẋ^λ − η^{μλ}ẋ^ν ) + iℏ m ( x^ν F^{μλ} − x^λF^{μν} ) (33)

in the commutative spacetime itself. In this section we study the consequences of κ-deformation on the above algebra. As we have seen in the previous sections, the κ-deformation drastically alter the Maxwell’s equations as well as the force equation. Thus, it is of interest to see how κ-deformation affect the above algebraic structure.

It is clear that the κ-dependent modifications to the commutators in Eqns.(13,16,18) do modify the above algebra in the κ-spacetime, and can be calculated in by a straightforward, but lengthy calculation.

Now, we modify the generators of the algebra to be

L^{μν} = L^{μν} + M^{μν} (34)

such that L^{μν} will satisfy same commutation relations as in the commutative spacetime given in Eqns.(31,32,33)(such modifications of symmetry algebra have been studied with different motivations in [11, 12, 23]). With this requirement, we find [x^μ, M^{νλ}] = −im_{ef f} [ c^{μν}_αx^αẋ^λ − c^{μλ}_αx^αẋ^ν ] + iℏm_{ef f} [ c^{μλ}_αx^ν x^α − c^{μν}_αx^λx^α ] = iℏ(m^{−1} − m^{−1}_{ef f} ) ( x^ν η^{μλ} − x^λη^{μν} ) (35)

[ẋ^μ, M^{νλ}] = −i ℏ m_{ef f} q [ x^ν F^{μλ} − x^λF^{μν} ] − iℏm_{ef f} x^α [ c^{μν}_αẋ^λ − c^{μλ}_αẋ^ν ] + iℏm_{ef f} [ c^{μλ}_αx^ν − c^{μν}_αx^λ ] ẍ^α (36)

Above two equations along with the condition that L^{μν} should have same commutation relations as in Eqn.(31) gives M_{jk} = q [ x^ix_j F_{ik} − x_ix^iF_{jk} + x^ix_kF_{ji} ] (37)

where we have taken, up to first order in deformation parameter, [M_{ji}, M_{ik}] = 0, which is true since [x_i, x_j ] = 0 in the κ-spacetime. Thus we find

M_i = ϵ_{ijk} M^{jk} = −q(x · B)x_i (38)

where^1_2 ϵ_{ijk}F^{jk} = B_i. Consistency of [ẋ^i, M^j ] calculated using the explicit form of M^j given above with the same derived from Eqn.(36) leads to the condition on the magnetic field as

x^iB_m + x_mB^i = −x^j ∂_iB_j x_m. (39)

This is satisfied by ⃗B = g^{⃗r}_{4πr3} . Using this in Eqn.(38), gives the Poincare magnetic angular momentum[19] ⃗M = −qg^{⃗r}_{4πr2} . Here we note that magnetic angular momentum do not get any modification due to κ-deformation. This is expected since the space coordinates have vanishing commutators among themselves in κ-spacetime. From the fact that a^0 = a , it is easy to see from Eqns.(35, 36) that the boost sector will get modification due to the κ-deformation, but these modifications may not have interesting interpretation unlike that of angular momentum sector, since even in the commutative spacetime, the boost sector of M^{μν} in Eqn.(34), do not have any interesting interpretation[19].

VI. CONCLUSIONS

We have derived the Maxwell’s equations on κ-Minkowski spacetime, using the Feynman’s approach. We have also obtained the force equation for particle moving in this spacetime. These results are valid up to first order in the deformation parameter. We have also analysed the magnetic momentum generator needed to maintain the Lorentz algebra relations in the κ-spacetime.

The κ-deformed Maxwell’s equations shows that the electric-magnetic duality symmetry is present in the κspacetime also(up to first order in deformation parameter). But for the specific case where the electric and magnetic fields are time independent, this symmetry is broken in κ spacetime, unlike in the commutative spacetime. In the Moyal spacetime, electric-magnetic duality had been studied and the dual of U(1) gauge theory was constructed [24].

The κ-deformed Maxwell’s equations, further show, the laws of electrodynamics will be different for particles with same electrical charges but having different masses. This effect of κ-deformation on electrodynamics is distinctly different from the modifications due to Moyal spacetime. Certainly this feature is drastically different from the commutative spacetime and hence can lead to stringent limits[25] on the deformation parameter(studies along these lines are in progress). Modified force equation (Eqn.(19)) shows that the particle’s interactions with scalar and gauge fields get modified due to the κ-deformation.

Acknowledgment: EH thank A. Khare and M. Sivakumar for useful comments. EH also thank the anonymous referee for useful comments and suggestions.

[1] H. S. Snyder, Phys. Rev. 71 (1947) 38.

[2] A. Connes, Noncommutative Geometry, Accademic Press, San Diego (1994). [3] N. Seiberg and E. Witten, JHEP 9909 (1999) 032,arXiv:hep-th/9908142.

[4] S. Minwalla, M. Van Raamsdonk, N. Seiberg, JHEP 0002 (2000) 020, hep-th/9912072; S. Sarkar, B. Sathiapalan, JHEP 0105 (2001) 049, hep-th/0104106; J.M. Grimstrup, R. Wulkenhaar, Eur. Phys. J. C 26 (2002) 139, hep-th/0205153; B.P. Dolan, D. O’Connor and P. Presnajder, JHEP 0203 (2002) 013, hep-th/0109084; H. Grosse and R. Wulkenhaar, JHEP 0312 (2003) 019,arXiv:hep-th/0307017.

[5] S. Doplicher, K. Fredenhagen and J. E. Roberts, Commun. Math. Phys. 172 (1995) 187,arXiv:hep-th/0303037. [6] M. Chaichian, P. Kulish, K. Nishijima and A. Tureanu, Phys. Lett. B604 (2004) 98,arXiv:hep-th/0408069; P. Aschieri, C.

Blohmann, M. Dimitrijevic, F. Meyer, P. Schupp and J. Wess, Class. Quant. Grav. 22 (2005) 3511,arXiv:hep-th/0504183. [7] J. Madore, Class. Quant. Grav.9 (1992)69.

[8] A. P. Balachandran, S. Kurkcuoglu and S. Vaidya, World Scientific Publishing Co. Pvt. Ltd, Singapore, 2007. [9] J. Lukierski, A. Nowicki, H. Ruegg and V. N. Tolstoy, Phys. Lett. B264, (1991) 331; J. Lukierski, A. Nowicki and H.

Ruegg, Phys. Lett. B293, (1992) 344; J. Lukierski and H. Ruegg, Phys. Lett. B329, (1994) 189,arXiv:hep-th/9310117. [10] J. Kowalski-Glikman, Lect. Notes. Phys. 669 (2005) 131, arXiv:hep-th/0405273, and reference therin. [11] M. Dimitrijevic, L. Jonke, L. Moller, E. Tsouchnika, J. Wess and M. Wohlgenannt, Eur. Phys. J. C31, (2003) 129,arXiv:hep-th/0307149; L. Freidel, J. Kowalski-Glikman and S. Nowak, Phys. Lett. B648, (2007) 70, arXiv:hep-th/0612170; M, Dimitrijevic, L. Moller and E. Tsouchnika, J. Phys. A37 (2004) 9749, arXiv:hep-th/0404224; K. Kosinski, J. Lukierski and P. Maslanka, Phys. Rev. D62, (2000) 025004, arXiv:hep-th/9902037.

[12] S. Meljanac and M. Stojic, Eur. Phys. J. C47, (2006) 531,arXiv:hep-th/0605133; S. Kresic-Juric, S. Meljanac and M.

Stojic, Eur. Phys. J. C51, (2007) 229,arXiv:hep-th/0702215; S. Meljanac and S. Kresic-Juric, J. Phys. A41, (2008) 235203, arXiv:0804.3072; S. Meljanac, A. Samsarov, M. Stojic and K. S. Gupta, Eur. Phys. J. C53, (2008) 295,arXiv:0705.2471; S. Meljanac and S. Kresic-Juric, J. Phys. A42, (2009), 365204,arXiv:0812.4571.

[13] T. R. Govindarajan, K. S. Gupta, E. Harikumar, S. Meljanac and D. Meljanac, Phys. Rev. D77, (2008) 105010,arXiv:0802.1576; ibid, Phys.Rev.D80, (2009) 025014, arXiv:0903.2355;C. A. S. Young and R. Zegers, Nucl. Phys. B797 (2008) 537,arXiv:0711.2206;ibid, Nucl. Phys. B 809 (2009) 439 arXiv:0807.2745.

[14] M. Dimitrijevic, L. Jonke, L. Moller and J. Wess, Eur. J. Phys. C36 (2004),arXiv:hep-th/0310116; M. Dimitrijevic, L.

Jonke and L. Moller,JHEP 0509 (2005) 068 hep-th/0504129. [15] F. J. Dyson, Am. J. Phys. 58 (1990) 209.

[16] C. R. Lee, Phys. Lett. 148A (1990) 146; J. F. Carinena, L. A. Obort, G. Marmo and A. Stern, Phys. Rep. 263 (1995) 153; R. J. Huhges, Am. J. Phys. 60 (1992) 301.

[17] S. Tanimura, Ann. Phys. 220 (1992) 229,arXiv:hep-th/9306066. [18] A. Berard, Y. Grandati and H. Mohrbach, J. Math. Phys. 40 (1999) 3732.

[19] A. Berard, Y. Grandati and H. Mohrbach, Phys. Lett. A 254 (1999) 133; A. Berard and H. Mohrbach, Int. J. Theort.

Phys. 30 (2000) 2623.

[20] A. Berard, H. Mohrbach, J. Lages, P. Gosselin, Y. Grandati, H. Boumrar and F. Menas, J. Phys. Conf. Ser. 70 (2007), 012004,arXiv:0706.2751; J. F. Carinena and H. Figueroa, J. Phys. A39 (2006) 3763,arXiv:hep-th/0606008; I. Cortese and J. A. Garcia, Int. J. Geom. Meth. Mod. Phys. 4 (2007) 789,hep-th/0703205.

[21] S.Majid, H. Ruegg, Phys. Lett. B334 (1994) 348,arXiv:hep-th/9405107; J. Lukierski and A. Nowicki, arXiv:q-alg/9702003;

J. Kowalski-Glikman and S. Nowak, Phys. Lett. B539 (2002) 126, arXiv:hep-th/0203040.

[22] E. Harikumar and A. K. Kapoor, ‘Newton’s Equation on the kappa space-time and the Kepler problem’,arXiv:1003.4603. [23] S. Ghosh and P. Pal, Phys. Rev. D75 (2007) 105021,arXiv:hep-th/0702159.

[24] O. J. Ganor, G. Rajesh and S. Sethi, Phys.Rev. D62 (2000) 125008, arXiv:hep-th/0005046; Y. Abe, R. Banerjee and I.

Tsutsui, hys. Lett. B573 (2003) 248, arxiv:hep-th/0306272.

[25] P. A. Bolokhov and M. Pospelov, Phys. Lett. B677 (2009) 160; E. Harikumar and M. Sivakumar,‘Testable signatures of the κ-Minkowski Spacetime from the Hydrogen atom spectrum’, arXiv:0910.5778; A. Borowiec, K. S. Gupta, S. Meljanac, A. Pachol, ‘Constraints on the quantum gravity scale from kappa-Minkowski spacetime’, arXiv:0912.3299.