arXiv:1203.1564v2 [hep-th] 12 Jun 2012

Geodesic equation in κ-Minkowski spacetime

E. Harikumar^1 School of Physics, University of Hyderabad, Central University P O, Hyderabad, AP, PIN 500046, India

T. Jurić^2, S. Meljanac^3, Rudjer Bošković Institute, Bijenička c.54, HR-10002 Zagreb, Croatia

In this paper, we derive corrections to the geodesic equation due to the κ deformation of curved spacetime, up to the first order in the deformation parameter a. This is done by generalizing the method from our previous paper [31], to include curvature effects. We show that the effect of κ-noncommutativity can be interpreted as an extra drag that acts on the particle while moving in this κ-deformed curved space. We have derived the Newtonian limit of the geodesic equation and using this, we discuss possible bounds on the deformation parameter. We also derive the generalized uncertainty relations valid in the non-relativistic limit of the κ-spacetime.

Keywords: noncommutative spacetime, geodesic equation, κ-deformations

1. INTRODUCTION

Noncommutative space entered physics in 1947 when Snyder proposed a model of noncommutative spacetime, admitting a fundamental length [1] as a solution for high energy cutoff, as envisaged by Heisenberg. Since then, motivations for investigating noncommutativity have changed and now noncommutative geometry provides a possible paradigm to capture spacetime uncertainty. Since such uncertainties are encountered in approaches to microscopic theory of gravity[2], noncommutative geometry naturally comes in the discussions of quantum gravity. It is known that in the low energy limit, the symmetry algebra of certain quantum gravity models is the κ-Poincare algebra.The corresponding spacetime, known as κ-Minkowski spacetime is an example for a Lie algebraic type noncommutative spacetime[3, 4]. κ-Minkowski spacetime has been studied in the context of deformed special relativity also[5–7]. Various aspects of this spacetime have been brought out in[8–10].

In recent times, different field theory models on κ-spacetime have been constructed, using various approaches, and many interesting aspects of these models have been analyzed[11–13]. Particularly, scalar field theory on κ-Minkowski space is analyzed in [14]. By investigating the effect of κ-deformation parameter on different physical models and comparing their predictions with well known experimental/observational results, bounds on this noncommutative parameter have been obtained by various authors[15–18].

One of the motivations of studying noncommutative geometry is that it naturally encodes the quantum structure of the spacetime. Thus it is of intrinsic interest to see how gravity theories can be constructed on non-commutative spacetime(s) and to analyze how these models differ from the gravity theories in the commutative spacetime. Several authors have studied these issues, using many different approaches[19–23]. Some of these authors have constructed gravity theories on Moyal spacetime, using ∗-product approach. Tetrad formulation of general relativity was generalized to noncommutative case, leading to complex gravity models. In [21], notions of Hopf algebra was used to construct a noncommutative diffeomorphism invariant theory and different aspects of these models were analyzed. In[22], by demanding the noncommutative parameter θ^{μν} to be covariantly constant, a generalized ∗ product on the curved noncommutative spacetime was obtained. Using this, a possible generalization of gravity to noncommutative spacetime was studied and modification to geodesic equation was obtained. In [23], behaviour of scalar field near a black hole in κ-spacetime was investigated.

In this paper, we derive the geodesic equation on the κ-spacetime, valid up to first order in the deformation parameter. We use a generalization of Feynman’s approach[24–26], in deriving the geodesic equation in κ-spacetime. It was shown that the homogeneous Maxwell’s equations can be derived by starting with the Newtons force equation and the (assumed) commutators between the coordinates and velocities[24], which has been generalized to relativistic case in [25]. In [25], it was shown that the consistent interactions possible for a relativistic particle are with scalar,

1 e-mail:harisp@uohyd.ernet.in 2 e-mail: tjuric@irb.hr 3 e-mail: meljanac@irb.hr

vector and gravitational fields. Various aspects of Feynman’s approach have been studied in [27, 28]. This method has been generalized to Moyal space time in [29] and to κ-spacetime in [30, 31].

In [31], we have generalized the approach of [26] to κ-spacetime, and derived the κ-deformed Maxwell’s equations and Lorentz equation, valid up to first order in the deformation parameter-a and its classical limits were obtained. We found that the modified Newton’s equation depends on velocities and this effect can be interpreted as due to a background electromagnetic field. In the case of deformed Lorentz equation, we have quadratic terms in velocities (apart from the linear ones). These can be interpreted as due to the curvature induced by the κ-deformation of the spacetime. Similar feature was shown in the case of Moyal spacetime in[32]. In[31], we have found that the electrodynamics depends on the mass of the particle (apart from its charge). We have also investigated the trajectory of the charged particle in a constant electric field in κ-spacetime, showing the effect of induced electromagnetic field and/or curvature. Thus it is natural to ask what happens if we consider the motion of particle in κ-spacetime with curvature. We take up this issue of constructing the geodesic equation in this paper.

This paper is organized as follows. In the next section, we generalize the method of [25], along the lines taken in [31], to derive the geodesic equation in the commutative spacetime. This approach is suitable for generalization to κ-spacetime with non-trivial metric. In section 3, we generalize this approach to κ-deformed spacetime with curvature. Here first, we adapt the method of section 2 to the case of κ-Minkowski spacetime. This is discussed in section 3.1. Then in section 3.2, geodesic equation is derived in the κ-spacetime with curvature. We show that the κ-dependent correction to geodesic equation is cubic in velocities. Then in section 3.3, we obtain the correction to the Newtonian limit of the geodesic equation. We see that only the radial force equation gets a κ dependent modification. Using this modification, we discuss possible bounds on the deformations parameter a. In section 3.4, we derive the nonrelativistic correction to the commutation relations. Using this, we get the generalized uncertainty principle. Our concluding remarks are given in section 4.

We work with η_{μν} = (+, −, −, −).

2. GRAVITY AND FEYNMAN APPROACH

It was shown that in the flat spacetime, Feynman approach and minimal coupling method are equivalent [26, 31] and that one can derive the general equation of motion for a charged particle. The same was done for κ-Minkowski space [31]. In [25] Feynman approach was generalized for the case of general relativity, resulting in the derivation of the geodesic equation. We are going to revise the approach taken in [25], along the lines taken in[31], in a way that we could generalize the procedure for κ-Minkowski space. The goal is to get corrections to the geodesic equation due to the κ-deformation of spacetime, up to the first order in the deformation parameter a. We know that a relativistic particle of mass m and electric charge e is described by x_μ(τ) in 4D-Minkowski space, where τ is a parameter and that one can write the following relations

[x_μ(τ), x_ν (τ)] = 0, [x_μ(τ), p_ν (τ)] = −iη_{μν} , F_μ = ∂_μϕ + eF_{μν}ẋ^ν , F_{μν} = ∂_μA_ν (x) − ∂_ν A_μ(x), (1) where p_μ = mẋ_μ + eA_μ is the canonical momentum operator, F_μ = mẍ_μ the force, F_{μν} the electromagnetic strength tensor, A_μ is a gauge field and ϕ(x) is an arbitrary function of x. In this paper, we are concerned with gravity only, and hence we do not need the gauge field. That is to say, we are analyzing particles with no electric charge. So, for a neutral particle we have

[x_μ, x_ν ] = 0, [p_μ, p_ν ] = 0, [x_μ, p_ν ] = −iη_{μν} F_μ = 0, p_μ = mẋ_μ, (2)

where we have taken ϕ(x) = 0, because this choice will lead to the correct geodesic equation. In [25] it is argued that the generalization from flat to curved space can be done by the argument that Eq.(1) are to be taken as valid in a local Lorenz frame of reference and effect of gravity can be brought in by replacing the Minkowskian metric η_{μν} with an arbitrary metric g_{μν} (X). It is showed that this assumption leads to geodesic equation. So we also postulate

[X_μ, X_ν ] = 0 [X_μ, P_ν ] = −ig_{μν} (X), (3)

but for now we are assuming only that the ‘metric’ g_{μν} (X) is a function of operator X and that it is a symmetric tensor (which is implied by the first equation in (3) ). All the shifting of indices is done with η_{μν} (this is different from what is done in [25]). X_μ(τ) is a new position operator and P_μ(τ) is the corresponding conjugate momenta, mẊ_μ = P_μ, and we want to solve (3) in terms of the operators given in (2). It is easy to see that we can construct operators X and P as follows X_μ ≡ x_μ, P_μ ≡ g_{μα}p^α, (4) where x_μ and p_ν satisfy (2). Now, we take the derivative with respect to τ of Eqs.(3) and get 1 m [P_μ, P_ν ] + [X_μ, Ẍ_ν ] = −i dg_{μν} dτ , (5)

where we have used Ṗ_μ = mẌ_μ. Using Eqs.(4) and (2) we have^4 [P_μ, P_ν ] = i(g_{μα} ∂g_{νβ} ∂x_α − g_{να} ∂g_{μβ} ∂x_α )p^β , (6)

where we have used [p_μ, f(x, p)] = i^{∂f}_{∂xμ} . Also we have

ġ_{μν} = ∂g_{μν} ∂X_β Ẋ_β = 1 m ∂g_{μν} ∂X_β P_β = 1 m ∂g_{μν} ∂x_β g_{βα}p^α (7)

Equations (5), (6), (7) give

[X_μ, mẌ_ν ] = − i m (g_{μα} ∂g_{νβ} ∂x_α − g_{να} ∂g_{μβ} ∂x_α + g_{αβ} ∂g_{μν} ∂x_α )p^β. (8)

If the operator Ẍ is Ẍ_μ = Ẍ_μ(x, p), then for the left hand side (L.H.S.) of Eq. (8) we get

[X_μ, Ẍ_ν ] = [x_μ, Ẍ_ν ] = −i ∂Ẍ_ν ∂p^μ . (9)

Now we can integrate Eq. (8) over p^μ and get

mẌ_ν = G_ν + 1 2m (g_{μα} ∂g_{νβ} ∂x_α − g_{να} ∂g_{μβ} ∂x_α + g_{αβ} ∂g_{μν} ∂x_α )p^β p^μ (10)

where we can choose G_ν (x) = 0. With

Γ̃_{νμβ} = − 1 2 (g_{μα} ∂g_{νβ} ∂x_α − g_{να} ∂g_{μβ} ∂x_α + g_{αβ} ∂g_{μν} ∂x_α ) (11)

we finally get

mẌ_ν + 1 m Γ̃_{νμβ} p^βp^μ = 0. (12)

It is straight forward to see that all the Jacobi identities are satisfied. Eq. (11) is similar to the Christoffel symbol in general relativity, and Eq. (12) is similar to the famous geodesic equation. To make the proper correspondence to gravity we have to go to the classical limit, that is we have to take the limit [, ] →^1_i {, }_{P B} and all operators go in to commuting c-number functions. We assume that ‘metric‘ is invertible and define an inverse of the symmetric tensor g_{μα} by the following relation

g_{μα}g^{αν} = δ^ν_μ. (13)

4 Notice that in the Feynman’s approach or its generalization in [25], notion of conjugate momentum is not used. Where as, in [26] and in [31], conjugate momentum is used and it has been shown that the Feynman’s approach and this method of using conjugate momentum are equivalent.

From Eqs. (4), (11) and (13) we get g^{βσ}P_σ = p^β, g^{βσ} ∂g_{αβ} ∂x^ρ = −g_{αβ} ∂g^{βσ} ∂x^ρ , Γ̃_{νμβ} g^{βσ}g^{μσ} = 1 2 g_{να}( ∂g^{ασ} ∂x_ρ + ∂g^{αρ} ∂x_σ − ∂g^{ρσ} ∂x_α ) ≡ Γ^{ρσ}_ν ,

(14)

where Γ^{ρσ}_ν is really the Christoffel symbol. Using Eqs. (14) in to (12) we get the geodesic equation Ẍ_ν + Γ^{μβ}_ν Ẋ_βẊ_μ = 0. (15) Note that all rising and lowering of indices were done using η_{μν} , and tensor g_{μν} is treated only as a symmetric tensor with an inverse defined in Eq. (13).

Eq. (15) illustrates the derivation of the geodesic equation using the Feynman approach.

3. κ-DEFORMATION OF GRAVITY The main results of the paper are discussed in this section. Our aim is to derive the geodesic equation for a particle moving in the noncommutative curved spacetime. That is, to analyze the κ deformations of gravity. With this in mind, we first discuss the methods of introducing κ-Minkowski deformations on the flat spacetime. This is then generalized to κ-deformed spacetime with arbitrary metric. Using the geodesic equation derived, we then study the Newtonian limit and obtain the corrections. Comparing with known observational and experimental results, we discuss the bounds on the deformation parameter suggested by this correction to the Newtonian results. Then we obtain the κ-modified commutation relations and derive generalized uncertainty relations.

3.1. κ-Minkowski space κ-Minkowski space is defined by [x̂_μ, x̂_ν ] = i(a_μx̂_ν − a_νx̂_μ). (16) Operators x̂_μ can be realized in terms of operators x and p [31, 33] as x̂_μ = x_αφ^α_μ(p), (17) where φ^α_μ(p) must satisfy ∂φ^α_μ ∂p^β φ^β_ν − ∂φ^α_ν ∂p^β φ^β_μ = a_μφ^α_ν − a_ν φ^α_μ (18) Solving Eq. (18) up to the first order in deformation parameter a , we get φ^α_μ = δ^α_μ [1 + α(a · p)] + βa^αp_μ + γp^αa_μ, α, β, γ ∈ R (19) where parameters of the realization α, β and γ have a constraint γ − α = 1, β ∈ R (20) It will be convenient for later to define an operator ŷ which commutes with x̂ (for more on the properties of ŷ see [33]), i.e., [ŷ_μ, x̂_ν ] = 0 ⇐⇒ [ŷ_μ, ŷ_ν ] = −i(a_μŷ_ν − a_νŷ_μ) (21) Any function of ŷ also commutes with x̂ [f(ŷ), x̂_μ] = 0. (22)

We give ŷ and f(ŷ) up to the first order in a ŷ_μ = x_μ + γx_μ(a · p) + (γ − 1)(x · p)a_μ + β(x · a)p_μ f(ŷ) = f(x) + γ(x · ∂f ∂x )(a · p) + (γ − 1)(a · ∂f ∂x )(x · p) + β(a · x)( ∂f ∂x · p) (23)

The canonical momentum operator (in e = 0 case) p̂_μ = m^{dx̂μ}_{dτ} is then constructed [31] as follows p̂_μ = p_αφ^α_μ −→ p̂_μ = p_μ + (α + β)(a · p)p_μ + γa_μp^2 [p̂_μ, p̂_ν ] = 0, [p̂_μ, x̂_ν ] = iη_{μν} (1 + s(a · p)) + i(s + 2)a_μp_ν + i(s + 1)a_ν p_μ, s = 2α + β.

(24)

We have shown [31] that this construction via Feynman approach satisfy all Jacobi identities. The condition that comes by taking the derivative of Eq. (16), with respect to τ is [p̂_μ, x̂_ν ] + [x̂_μ, p̂_ν ] = i(a_μp̂_ν − a_νp̂_μ). (25) This completes the results of we need for deriving the geodesic equation in the κ-Minkowski spacetime.

3.2. κ-dependent corrections to the geodesic equation In the flat commutative spacetime, our construction used the conjugate pairs (x, p), and for flat non-commutative spacetime, we had (x̂, p̂)(see previous section). We showed that all of the operators in the flat non-commutative spacetime could be written in terms of x, p and deformation parameter a. For the non-commutative spacetime with curvature, we will use (X̂, P̂ ) and our main idea is to construct them as functions of x, p and deformation parameter a. In the case of neutral particles, conjugate momenta is given by P̂_μ = m^{dX̂μ}_{dτ} . After obtaining the realization for (X̂ and P̂ ) in terms of x and p, the consistent with κ generalization of the relationsin Eqs (3) and Eq.( 4), we derive the corrections to the geodesic equation due to the κ-deformation of spacetime.

We start with the postulate [X̂_μ, X̂_ν ] = i(a_μX̂_ν − a_νX̂_μ), (26) where X̂_μ = X_αφ^α_μ, (27) and φ^α_μ satisfies Eq. (18). In order to construct P̂_μ we have to satisfy all the Jacobi identities and [P̂_μ, X̂_ν ] + [X̂_μ, P̂_ν ] = i(a_μP̂_ν − a_νP̂_μ). (28) We know that in the limit a −→ 0, we must have X̂_μ −→X_μ = x_μ P̂_μ −→ P_μ = g_{μα}p^α [X̂_μ, P̂_ν ] −→ g_{μν} (x) (29)

In the limit g_{μν} (x) −→ η_{μν} we must get X̂_μ −→ x̂_μ = x_αφ^α_μ P̂_μ −→ p̂_μ = p_αφ^α_μ [X̂_μ, P̂_ν ] −→ [x̂_μ, p̂_ν ]

(30)

Taking these into account, we construct P̂_μ. By analogy with Eq. (3) and Eq.( 4), we just need to substitute g_{μν} (x) with a function that commutes with x̂_μ, that is with g_{μν} (ŷ). Thus we have P̂_μ ≡ g_{αβ} (ŷ)p^β φ^α_μ. (31) Using Eq. (18), it is straight forward to see that this construction satisfies all Jacobi identities and Eq. (28) is by satisfied to all orders in a. For more on construction of P̂_μ see Appendix A.

So, finally we have X̂ = x_αφ^α_μ P̂_μ = g_{αβ} (ŷ)p^βφ^α_μ, (32)

[X̂_μ, X̂_ν ] = i(a_μX̂_ν − a_ν X_μ), (33)

[X̂_μ, P̂_ν ] = −ig_{αβ}(ŷ) ( p^β ∂φ^α_ν ∂p^σ φ^σ_μ + φ^α_ν φ^β_μ ) (34)

Eqs. (32, 33, 34) are completely non-perturbative results valid to all orders in a.

Now we take the derivative of Eq. (34) with respect to τ , and by using^{dP̂μ}_{dτ} = m ^̈X_μ and^{dpμ}_{dτ} = 0, we get

[X̂_μ, m ^̈X_ν ] = − 1 m [P̂_μ, P̂_ν ] − i dg_{αβ} (ŷ) dτ ( p^β ∂φ^α_ν ∂p^σ φ^σ_μ + φ^α_ν φ^β_μ ) (35)

This is as far as we can get non-perturbativly. We can calculate the right hand side (R.H.S.) of Eq. (35) explicitly up to the first order in the deformation parameter a, using Eqs. (19, 23, 32). Since our goal is to get the corrections to ^̈X_μ, we assume ^̈X_μ = Ẍ_μ + δẌ_μ(a) + O(a2), (36)

where δẌ(a) is linear in a and generally a function of x and p, while Ẍ_μ satisfies Eq. (12). For the L.H.S of Eq. (35) we have [X̂_μ, ^̈X_ν ] = [X̂_μ, Ẍ_ν ] + [X_μ, δẌ_ν (a)] + O(a^2). (37) Combining Eq.(35) and Eq.(37) we have

m[X_μ, δẌ_ν (a)] = −[X̂_μ, mẌ_ν ] − 1 m [P̂_μ, P̂_ν ] − i dg_{αβ}(ŷ) dτ ( p^β ∂φ^α_ν ∂p^σ φ^σ_μ + φ^α_ν φ^β_μ ) (38)

where the L.H.S. can be writen as

[X_μ, δẌ_ν (a)] = [x_μ, δẌ_ν (a)] = −i ∂[δẌ_ν (a)] ∂p^μ . (39)

First we calculate the R.H.S of Eq. (38) explicitly up to the first order in a, using Eqs.(12, 19, 23, 32). Then by using Eq.(39) we can perform the integration of Eq. (38) and obtain δẌ_ν (a), which with Eq. (36) finally gives ^̈X_ν + 1 m^2

Γ̃_{νμβ} p^β p^μ = 1 m^2

Σ̃_{ντ δμ}p^τ p^δp^μ, (40)

where Γ̃_{νμβ} is given in (11) and Σ̃_{ντ δμ} in Appendix B. We see that the main feature of the a-dependent corrections is that it is cubic in p, and that it depend on the realization, that is on the parameters α, β and γ.

If we now go to the classical limit (as described in text after Eq. (15)) by using Eq. (13) and Eq. (32) we get p^βp^μ = g^{βα}g^{μσ}P̂_αP̂_σ + P_{σ1} P_{σ2} P_{σ3} {...a...}^{βμσ1 σ2σ3} + O(a^2) p^τ p^δp^μ = g^{τ σ1} g^{δσ2} g^{μσ3} P_{σ1} P_{σ2} P_{σ3} + O(a)

(41)

and with Eq.(40) we have Γ̃_{νμβ} p^βp^μ = Γ^{ασ}_ν P̂_αP̂_σ + Γ̃_{νμβ} {...a...}^{βμσ1 σ2 σ3} P_{σ1} P_{σ2} P_{σ3} + O(a^2) Σ̃_{ντ δμ}p^τ p^δp^μ = Σ̃_{ντ δμ}g^{τ σ}1 g^{δσ}2 g^{μσ}3 P_{σ1} P_{σ2} P_{σ3} + O(a^2).

(42)

Taking into account that P̂_μ = m ^̇X_μ and Eq. (42) into (40) we get ^̈X_ν + Γ ασ_ν ^̇X_α ^̇X_σ = mΣ σ_1 σ_2 σ_{3ν} ^̇X_{σ1} ^̇X_{σ2} ^̇X_{σ3} + O(a2) (43)

where Σ^{σ1 σ2 σ3} ν ≡ −Γ̃_{νμβ} {...a...}^{βμσ1 σ2σ3} + Σ̃_{ντ δμ}g^{τ σ1} g^{δσ2} g^{μσ3} (44) and is more explicitly given in Appendix C. Eq. (43) presents corrections to the geodesic equation due to the κ-Minkowski noncommutativity.

3.3. Newtonian limit

Here we will investigate the “Newtonian limit” of the Eq. (43). From now on we will consider a special case of κ-Minkowski space, that is, we take a_μ = (a,⃗0). We define the “Newtonian limit” by three requirements [34]:

1. Particles are moving slowly, so we have dX̂_i dτ << dX̂_0 dτ . (45)

2. Gravitational field is weak and can be considered as perturbation about the flat spacetime metric,i.e., g_{μν} = η_{μν} + h_{μν} , |h_{μν} | << 1. (46) 3. Gravitational field is static.

From the definition of the inverse metric, g_{μν} g^{νσ} = δ^σ_μ , we find that to the first order in h, g^{μν} = η^{μν} − h^{μν} . Using these and keeping only linear terms in a and h , from eq.(43), we get ^̈X_0 = 0 (47)

^̈X_i + 1 2 ∂h^{00} ∂x^i ( ^̇X_0)^2 = mΣ^{000}_i (Ẋ_0)^3 (48)

Using Eq.(47) we can easily change the derivatives with respect to τ to derivatives with respect to t̂ in eq.(48). At first glance it seems that the last term in eq.(48) is not re-parametrization invariant, but since we are keeping only linear terms in a and h(hence Σ^{000}_i is already linear in a and h) we have Ẋ_0 =^{dt}_{dτ} ≈ 1 +^1_2 h_{00} ≈ 1 + O(h) so there is no such problem at all. In the commutative case, for Newtons gravitational force we have F^i = −G^{mM}_{r3} x^i =^1_2^{∂h00}_{∂xi} . By defining F̂^i = m^{d2X̂ i}_{dt̂2} , we finally get

F̂^i = F^i(1 − am 3 C), (49)

where C = 5α + 5β + 12γ. Note that the force equation do get a dependent modification, but there is only radial force (as in the commutative case). But this radial force has a a dependent correction and this can be compared with the prediction of Pioneer anomaly. Also notice that the a dependent correction depends on the mass of the test particle. This shows that the equivalence principle is violated. The corrections also depend on the choice of realization, that is parameters α, β, and γ.

The form of correction to the force equation obtained above in Eq. (49) is exactly in the same form as that obtained in [18] hence we will get the same bounds on a as obtained in [18]. Thus the Pioneer anomaly sets a bound |a| ≤ 10^{−53}m and the violation of equivalence principle sets |a| ≤ 10^{−55}m (for a body of mass 1 kg).

3.4. Uncertainty relations

It is well known that from any quantum theory of spacetime one gets a minimal bound on the localization of particles [35] and that the noncommutativity of spacetime can in fact account for the modification of the Heisenberg uncertainty relations [36]. In [37] it has been argued that even at the Newtonian level there are modification of the uncertainty relations due to gravity. In order to see modifications of the Heisenberg uncertainty principle in our approach, we first see the nonrelativistic limit of Eqs.(33, 34) [x_i, x_j ] = 0, [x_i, p_j ] = iℏ(1 + ams)δ_{ij} , [x_0, p_0] = −iℏ(1 + 3am(s + 1)),

(50)

where s = 2α + β. Now, using ΔAΔB ≥^1_2 |⟨[A, B]⟩|, we get Δx_iΔx_j ≥ 0

Δx_iΔp_j ≥ ℏ 2 (1 + ams) ΔEΔt ≥ ℏ 2 (1 + 3am(s + 1))

(51)

4. CONCLUSION AND OUTLOOK

We have analyzed the effect of κ deformation on the motion of a particle in curved spacetime. Although, one can find various approaches that handle noncommutative space and gravity (most of them on Moyal space [19–23]), our approach is one of the first attempts that deals with effect of gravity on κ-deformed spacetime. In this paper, we have first generalized Feynman approach from [31] to reproduce results in [25]. This then enables us to derive the geodesic equation for the κ-Minkowski spacetime up to the first order in the deformation parameter a. The main difference between commutative and deformed case is that we have an “extra” force that is proportional to Ẋ^3. This term, which is cubic in velocities, can be interpreted as an extra drag that acts on the particle when moving in a κ-deformed curved spacetime. This approach allows one to treat this effects as a perturbation to the commutative, curved spacetime. The principal characteristic of our approach is that all the corrections depend on the choice of realization (parameters α, β and γ ) and on the mass of the test particle. Since photon has m_γ = 0, there is no change in geodesic equation for light, and also no change in uncertainty relations, which makes it more difficult to set experimental bounds on deformation parameter a. Since for certain quantum gravity models the low energy limit is the κ-Poincare algebra and corresponding spacetime is κ-Minkowski, our results can be thought of as the effect of quantum gravity. We have derived the a-dependent correction to the Newtonian limit of the geodesic equation. We see that the Newtonian force/potential remains radial, but depends on the mass of the test particle (as well as a). In the “special relativistic” limit (obtained by taking g_{μν} → η_{μν} ), results obtained here, reproduce various deformed special relativity models, since these models differ from ours only in explicit choice of the parameters α, β and γ (that is in the choice of realization.). It is clear that in this limit we have effects that violate Lorentz symmetry and that there is a change in the dispersion relation. This is analyzed in [16]. It is interesting to note that the bounds on the deformation parameter a obtained here are same as that obtained in [18], where a different realization of the coordinates of κ-Minkowski spacetime was used.

We have shown that the κ-deformed commutation relations between phase space variables induce modified uncertainty relations. There have been investigations on the possible modifications of atomic spectra due to the generalized uncertainty relations and bounds on deformation parameters were obtained [38]. Thus it is of interest to study the changes in the spectrum of Hydrogen atom due to the κ-deformed uncertainty relations we have in Eq.(51). This will be taken up separately.

In the commutative limit [X_μ, P_ν ] gives rise to the metric g_{μν} and by analogy, one could interpret [X̂_μ, P̂_ν ] (or just the symmetric part of it) as giving rise to noncommutative metric ĝ_{μν} . Then it would be interesting to construct noncommutative version of Ricci tensor R̂_{μν} and Ricci scalar R̂ in order to get a Lagrangian that would reproduce Eq.(43) by action principal. Question of the invariant line element remains unsolved. This problems are of immense importance and will be reported elsewhere.

Appendix A

We have a more general construction of the operator P̂_μ up to the first order in the deformation parameter. By differentiating Eq.(26) with respect to τ, we get

[P̂_μ, X̂_ν ] + [X̂_μ, P̂_ν ] = i(a_μP̂_ν − a_νP̂_μ). (1)

This determines the antisymmetric part of [P̂_μ, X̂_ν ]. We can write

[P̂_μ, X̂_ν ] = Ŝ_{μν} + Â_{μν} (2)

where Ŝ_{μν} = Ŝ_{νμ} and Â_{μν} = −Â_{νμ}. From Eq. (1) and (2) we get Â_{μν} = i 2 (a_μP̂_ν − a_νP̂_μ). (3)

In the limit a −→ 0 we must have

[P̂_μ, X̂_ν ]^{a→0}→ [P_μ, X_ν ] = ig_{μν} , (4)

so, up to the first order in the deformation parameter a we have Ŝ_{μν} = ig_{μν} + δS(a)_{μν} or more explicitly

Ŝ_{μν} = ig_{μν} + ia_αG^{αβ}_{μν} (x)p_β + O(a^2). (5)

Here G^{αβ}_{μν} = G^{αβ}_{νμ} , and then we get

[P̂_μ, X̂_ν ] = ig_{μν} + ia_αG^{αβ}_{μν} (x)p_β + i 2 (a_μP̂_ν − a_νP̂_μ) (6)

We get constraints on G^{αβ}_{μν} (x) by requiring that the Jacobi identities must be satisfied up to the first order in a. From [[X̂_μ, X̂_ν ], P̂_λ] + [[X̂_ν , P̂_λ], X̂_μ] + [[P̂_λ, X̂_μ], X̂_ν ] = 0. (7) We get

a_α(G^α_{μν β} − G^α_{μβ ν} ) = αa^α ( x_β ∂g_{μν} ∂x^α − x_ν ∂g_{μβ} ∂x^α ) + βx^α ( a_β ∂g_{μν} ∂x^α − a_ν ∂g_{μβ} ∂x^α ) + γ(x · a) ( ∂g_{μν} ∂x^β − ∂g_{μβ} ∂x^ν ) + 3 2 (a_ν g_{μβ} − a_βg_{νμ}) (8)

Now we can construct G^{αβ}_{μν} (x) from η_{μν} , g_{μν} and^{∂gμν}_{∂xα} x_β , and symbolically we can write this as G_{μναβ} = ∑ i A_i(g · η)_{μναβ} + ∑ i B_i(η · g · ∂g ∂x x)_{μναβ} , A_i, B_i ∈ R (9) We get constraints on parameters A_i and B_i from Eq. (8) and from the limit g_{μν} −→ η_{μν} . Finally G_{μναβ} is determined by the parameters α and β and four more free parameters. Now it is possible to reconstruct operator P̂_μ from Eq. (6). This procedure is more general but valid up to the first order in the deformation parameter a. The construction where P̂_μ = g_{αβ} (ŷ)p^β φ^β_μ is the special case of this general procedure, but we have chosen this special case because it is analogous to the undeformed case, and we have proved that it is valid up to all orders in a.

Appendix B

Σ̃_{ντ δμ} = A_{ντ δμ} + B_{ντ δμ} (1) where A_{ντ δμ} = 1 3 { − Γ̃_{(σδ)α} [ 2αδ^α_{[μ}δ^σ_{ν]}a_τ + 2βδ^α_{[μ}η_{ν]τ} a^σ + 2γδ^σ_τ δ^α_{[μ}a_{ν]} ]

+ 2δ^α_{[μ}δ^σ_{ν]} [( α(a · ∂g_{αβ} ∂x )(x_τ •) + β(a · x)( ∂g_{αβ} ∂x^τ •) + γ(x · ∂g_{αβ} ∂x )(a_τ •) ) ∂g_{σδ} ∂x_β + αg_{αβ} ( ⟨ δ^β_τ •, (a · ∂g_{σδ} ∂x ) ⟩

− ( ∂^2g_{σδ} ∂x^β ∂x · a)(x_τ •) + ∂g_{σδ} ∂x^β (a_τ •) ) + βg_{αβ} ( a^β ( ∂g_{σδ} ∂x^τ •) + (a · x)( ∂^2g_{σδ} ∂x^τ ∂x_β •) )

+ γ ( g_{αβ} ∂^2g_{σδ} ∂x_β ∂x^λ x^λ − Γ̃_{(δσ)α} ) (a_τ •) − (α − γ)(a · ∂g_{σδ} ∂x )(x · ∂g_{ατ} ∂x ) ]

+ 2δ^λ_{[μ}δ^σ_{ν]} [ βg_{αβ} a^α ( δ^β_τ • ∂g_{σδ} ∂x^λ + ∂g_{σδ} ∂x_β η_{λτ} • ) + γa_λ ( g_{ατ} • ∂g_{σδ} ∂x_α − Γ̃_{(σδ)τ} • )] }

(2)

and B_{ντ δμ} = 1 3 { δ^α_ν δ^β_μ [ ∂g_{αβ} ∂x_σ ( α(a · ∂g_{σδ} δx )x_τ + β(a · x)( ∂g_{σδ} ∂x^τ •) + γ(x · ∂g_{σδ} ∂x )a_τ ) + γ ( x^ρ ∂^2g_{αβ} ∂x_σ ∂x^ρ g_{σδ} a_τ − Γ̃_{(αβ)δ}a_τ )

+ α ( a^ρx_δ ∂^2g_{αβ} ∂x_σ∂x^ρ g_{στ} + (a · ∂g_{αβ} ∂x )g_{τ δ} ) + β ( a^ρg_{ρτ} ∂g_{αβ} ∂x^δ + (a · x) ∂^2g_{αβ} ∂x_σ∂x^δ g_{στ} ) ] − (α + γ)a_μΓ̃_{(νδ)τ} − βa^α ( Γ̃_{(ατ )δ}η_{μν} + Γ̃_{(αν)δ}η_{μτ} + Γ̃_{(αμ)δ}η_{ντ} ) − 2γΓ̃_{(μτ )δ}a_ν − 2αa_τ Γ̃_{(νμ)δ} − α ( x_μ(a · ∂Γ̃_{νδτ} ∂x ) − 2Γ̃_{νμδ}a_τ )

− β ( (a · x) ∂Γ̃_{νδτ} ∂x^μ − 2Γ̃_{νδτ} a_μ ) − γa_μ ( (x · ∂Γ̃_{νδτ} ∂x ) − 2Γ̃_{νδτ} )} .

(3)

Here operator • stands for the position where operator p^τ is to be placed in Eq. (40)

Appendix C

Σ^{σ1 σ2 σ3} ν ≡ −Γ̃_{νμβ} {...a...}^{βμσ1 σ2σ3} + Σ̃_{ντ δμ}g^{τ σ1} g^{δσ2} g^{μσ3} (1) where {...a...}^{βμσ1 σ2 σ3} = − 2g^{ϵσ1} g^{ρσ2} g^{σ3(β} g^{μ)κ} [ g_{αϵ}(αδ^α_κ a_ρ + βa^αη_{ρκ} + γδ^α_ρ a_κ) + α ( a · ∂g_{αϵ} ∂x ) + β(a · x) ∂g_{αϵ} ∂x^ρ + γ ( x · ∂g_{αϵ} ∂x a_ρ )] (2)

Acknowledgment TJ and SM were supported by the Ministry of Science and Technology of the Republic of Croatia under contract No. 098-0000000-2865.

[1] H. S. Snyder, Phys. Rev. 71, 38 (1947) [2] S. Doplicher, K. Fredenhagen and J. E. Roberts, Phys. Lett. B331 (1994) 39. [3] J. Lukierski, A. Nowicki and H. Ruegg, Phys. Lett. B293, (1992) 344. [4] J. Lukierski and H. Ruegg, Phys. Lett. B329,(1994) 189.

[5] J. Kowalski-Glikman, Lect. Notes. Phys. 669 (2005) 131, and reference therin. [6] G. Amelino-Camelia,Int. J. Mod. Phys. D11 (2002)35. [7] S. Ghosh and P. Pal, Phys. Rev. D75 (2007) 105021.

[8] M. Dimitrijevic, L. Moller and E. Tsouchnika, J. Phys. A37 (2004) 9749. [9] S. Meljanac and M. Stojic, Eur. Phys. J. C47 (2006) 531.

[10] S. Kresic-Juric, S. Meljanac and M. Stojic, Eur. Phys. J. C51 (2007) 229; S. Meljanac and S. Kresic-Juric, J. Phys. A41 (2008) 235203; S. Meljanac and S. Kresic-Juric, J. Phys. A42 (2009), 365204.

[11] J. Lukierski, A. Nowicki, H. Ruegg and V. N. Tolstoy, Phys. Lett. B264 (1991) 331; K. Kosinski, J. Lukierski and P.

Maslanka, Phys. Rev. D62 (2000) 025004 ; R. Banerjee, P. Mukherjee and S. Samanta, Phys. Rev. D75 125020 (2007) ; R. Banerjee, B. Chakraborty, S. Ghosh, P. Mukherjee and S. Samanta, Found. Phys. 39: 1297-1345, 2009 [12] S. Meljanac, A. Samsarov, M. Stojic and K. S. Gupta, Eur. Phys. J. C53 (2008) 295; T. R. Govindarajan, K. S. Gupta, E. Harikumar, S. Meljanac and D. Meljanac, Phys. Rev. D77 (2008) 105010; ibid, Phys. Rev. D80 (2009) 025014.

[13] M. Dimitrijevic, F. Meyer , L. Moller and J. Wess, Eur. J. Phys. C36 (2004) 117; M. Dimitrijevic, L. Jonke and L. Moller, JHEP 0509 (2005) 068.

[14] S. Meljanac and A. Samsarov, Int. J. Mod. Phys. A26 (2011) 1439; S. Meljanac, A. Samsarov, J. Trampetic and M.

Wohlgenannt,JHEP 1112 (2011) 010 [15] P. A. Bolokhov and M. Pospelov, Phys. Lett. B677 (2009) 160.

[16] A. Borowiec, K. S. Gupta, S. Meljanac and A. Pachol, Europhys.Lett.92 (2010) 20006. [17] E. Harikumar, M. Sivakumar and N. Srinivas, Mod. Phys. Lett. A26 (2011) 1103. [18] E. Harikumar and A. K. Kapoor, Mod. Phys. Lett. A25 (2010) 2991.

[19] A. H. Chamseddine, G. Felder and J. Frhlich, Commun.Math.Phys.155 (1993) 205; J.Madore and J. Mourad, Int. J. Mod.

Phys.D3 (1994)221; A. Jevicki and S. Ramgoolam, JHEP 9904 (1999) 032; J. W. Moffat, Phys.Lett. B491 (2000) 345; S. Cacciatori, D. Klemm, L. Martucci and D. Zanon, Phys.Lett. B536 (2002) 101; S. Cacciatori, A. H. Chamseddine, D. Klemm, L. Martucci, W. A. Sabra and D. Zanon, Class.Quant.Grav. 19 (2002) 4029;M. A. Cardella and D. Zanon, Class.Quant.Grav. 20 (2003) L95; H. Garcia-Compean, O. Obregon, C. Ramirez and M. Sabido, Phys.Rev. D68 (2003) 044015; J. M. Romero and J. D. Vergara, Mod.Phys.Lett. A18 (2003) 1673;

[20] A. H.Chamseddine, Commun. Math.Phys. 218, (2001) 283;ibid, Phys. Lett. B504 (2001) 33;ibid, J. Math. Phys. 44, (2003) 2534; Phys. Rev. D69, (2004) 024015; H.Nishino and S.Rajpoot, Phys Lett. B532 (2002) 334;B.P. Dolan, Kumar S. Gupta and A. Stern, Class. Quant. Grav. 24 (2007) 1647.

[21] P. Aschieri, C. Blohmann, M. Dimitrijevic, F. Meyer, P. Schupp and J. Wess, Class. Quant. Grav. 22 (2005) 3511;

P. Aschieri, M. Dimitrijevic, F. Meyer and J. Wess, Class. Quant. Grav 23 (2006) 1883 (2006); B.M.Zupnik, Class. Quant. Grav 24 (2007) 15; A.P.Balachandran, T.R.Govindarajan, K.S.Gupta and S.Kurkcuoglu, Class. Quant. Grav 23 (2006) 5799; A.Kobakhidze,Int.J.Mod.Phys. A23 (2008) 2541; S. Kurkcuoglu and C. Saemann, Class. Quant. Grav. 24 (2007) 291; X.Calmet and A.Kobakhidze, Phys. Rev. D72 ( 2005) 045010, ibid, Phys. Rev. D74 (2006) 047702, P. Mukherjee and A. Saha, Phys. Rev. D74 (2006) 027702.

[22] E. Harikumar and V. O. Rivelles, Class.Quant.Grav.23 (2006)7551. [23] Kumar S. Gupta, S. Meljanac and A. Samsarov, Phys. Rev. D85 (2012) 045029. [24] F. J. Dyson, Am. J. Phys. 58 ( 1990) 209. [25] S. Tanimura, Annals of Physics 220 (1992), 229.

[26] M. Montesinos and A. Perez-Lorenzana, Int. J. Theor. Phys. 38 (1999) 901. [27] A. Berard, Y. Grandati and H. Mohrbach, J. Math. Phys. 40 (1999) 3732.

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

Phys. 39 (2000) 2623.

[29] A. Boulahoual and M. B. Sedra, J. Math. Phys. 44 (2003)5888; A. Berard, H. Mohrbach, J. Lages, P. Gosselin, Y. Grandati, H. Boumrar and F. Menas, J. Phys. Conf. Ser. 70 (2007), 012004; J. F. Carinena and H. Figueroa, J. Phys. A39 (2006) 3763. I. Cortese and J. A. Garcia, Int. J. Geom. Meth. Mod. Phys. 4 (2007) 789.

[30] E. Harikumar, Europhys. Lett. 90 (2010) 2100;

[31] E. Harikumar, T. Juric and S. Meljanac, Phys. Rev. D84 (2011) 085020. [32] V. O. Rivelles, Phys.Lett. B558 (2003) 191.

[33] D. Kovacevic and S. Meljanac, J. Phys. A: Math. Theor. 45 (2012) 135208 [34] S. Caroll, Spacetime and Geometry: An Introduction to General Relativity (2003) [35] T. Padmanhaban, Ann. Phys. 165, 38 (1985); G. Venenciano, Europhys. Lett. 2, 199 (1986) [36] A. Kempf, Lett. Math. Phys. 26,1 (1992); M. Maggiore, Phys. Lett. B304 (1993) 63. [37] C. A. Mead, Phys. Rev. B135 (1964) 849.

[38] F. Brau, J. Phys A 32 (1999) 7691; S. Das and E. C. Vagenas, Can. J. Phys. 87 (2009)223, ibid, PhyS. Rev. Lett. 101 (2008) 221301.