arXiv:2011.09188v2 [hep-th] 30 May 2021

‘ κ-deformed complex fields and discrete symmetries

Michele Arzano,^1 Andrea Bevilacqua,^2 Jerzy Kowalski-Glikman,^{3, 2} Giacomo Rosati,^3 and Josua Unger^3 1Dipartimento di Fisica “E. Pancini" and INFN, Università di Napoli Federico II, Via Cinthia, 80126 Fuorigrotta, Napoli, Italy 2National Centre for Nuclear Research, ul. Pasteura 7, 02-093 Warsaw, Poland 3Institute for Theoretical Physics, University of Wrocław, pl. M. Borna 9, 50-204 Wrocław, Poland (Dated: December 3, 2021)

Abstract

We present a construction of κ-deformed complex scalar field theory with the objective of shedding light on the way discrete symmetries and CPT invariance are affected by the deformation. Our starting point is the observation that, in order to have an appropriate action of Lorentz symmetries on antiparticle states, these should be described by four-momenta living on the complement of the portion of de Sitter group manifold to which κ-deformed particle four-momenta belong. Once the equations of motions are properly worked out from the deformed action we obtain that particle and antiparticle are characterized by different mass-shell constraints leading to a subtle form of departure from CPT invariance.The remaining part of our work is dedicated to a detailed description of the action of deformed Poincaré and discrete symmetries on the complex field.

I. INTRODUCTION

It is commonly expected that the usual description of space-time as a smooth manifold is no longer reliable as we approach the Planck scale when quantum effects of the geometry can no longer be neglected. Since the pre-history of research on quantum gravity^1 non-commutativity of space-time has been advocated as a possible way to effectively model quantum gravitational effects in regimes of negligible curvature. A widely studied incarnation of this idea suggests that the scale of non-commutativity should be seen as an observer independent length scale [3], and that, in order to accommodate such fundamental scale, ordinary relativistic symmetries should be deformed into non-trivial Hopf algebras which, in the limit of vanishing non-commutativity, should reproduce the usual Poincaré algebra.

The κ-Poincaré algebra is an example of such deformations which has been intensively investigated for almost 30 years. Such algebra was originally derived by contracting the quantum anti-de Sitter algebra [4, 5]. It was brought to its modern form a few years later in [6] and [7], where, in particular, the role of non-commutative κ-Minkowski spacetime was discovered and investigated. The deformation parameter κ has dimensions of mass and, in light of the possible role of the κ-Poincaré algebra in describing the symmetries of a flatspace-time limit of quantum gravity, it is usually identified with the Planck energy. Such putative relationship with a semiclassical limit of quantum gravity renders this model especially relevant for the search of possible experimental signatures of Planck scale physics [8, 12]. So far most of the proposed observational frameworks having sufficient sensitivity to capture effects of quantum gravity origin [9, 12] were based on purely kinematical models, like, for example, the well known case of measuring the time of flight of Gamma Ray Bursts photons of different energies [13, 14]. It has however been argued that κ-deformations may have a subtle, and in principle measurable, effect on elementary particles, linked to the deformation of CPT symmetry [15]. For these reasons we believe that developing a comprehensive theory of deformed quantum fields will be beneficial for better understanding known phenomena related to κ-deformation and possibly shed light on some new ones that might

1 According to Jackiw [1] the idea of non-commuting space-time coordinates was first suggested by Heisenberg back in the 1930s. He then discussed it with Peierls who in turn told to Pauli who told Oppenheimer who asked his student Snyder to work it out in detail and thus the fist paper on non-commutative spacetime was published in 1947 [2].

be of phenomenological relevance (besides, of course, its relevance at a purely theoretical level).

In the series of papers, of which the present one is the first, we will formulate the theory of a free, complex κ-deformed scalar field. The next paper in the series will be devoted to free scalar field propagator and n-point functions. We will consider next massive higher-spin fields and then the quantum deformed abelian gauge fields. We will discuss interacting fields in the final, fifth paper of the series.

The present paper has its roots in the work [17] from which we borrow the notation and most of conventions. However there are important differences. In particular, the definition of the scalar field is different here. This change of definition is a consequence of the assumed nice behavior of the field with respect to the discrete CPT transformations and leads to one of the major results of this paper, that the mass shell relations of particles and antiparticles differ from each other, although as a manifold the mass-shell in both case is the same hyperboloid in momentum space, as anticipated in [15], [16]. Thanks to this new definition of fields also the creation-annihilation operator algebra becomes particularly simple. In the present paper we also consistently use the star product formalism instead of the equivalent formalism of non-commutative spacetime used in [17].

Various aspects of the theory of κ-deformed fields were discussed in the past. Here we mention papers that influenced us [22]–[33] in working on this project, but we would like to stress that the crucial aspects of the present construction, like the doubling of momentum space and insistence on the proper action of discrete symmetries are new.

II. PRELIMINARIES

As it is well known there are two complementary pictures of κ-deformation. One deals with the presence of non-commutative spacetime with Lie type non-commutativity, called κ-Minkowski space [6], [7], where the commutator of coordinates x̂^μ form the an(3) Lie algebra [x̂^0, x̂^i] = i κ x̂^i , (1) with the parameter κ defining the ‘strength’ of non-commutativity. Another concerns the momentum space picture, in which the momentum space is curved and is a submanifold of de Sitter space with curvature 1/κ^2 [34], [35], which is constructed as follows.

Let us consider the following 5-dimensional matrix representation of the Lie algebra (1)

x̂^0 = − i κ 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 x̂ = − i κ 0 ϵ^T 0 ϵ 0 ϵ 0 −ϵ^T 0

, (2)

where bold fonts are used to denote space components of a 4-vector (with the exception of the central 0 which is a 3 × 3 matrix) and ϵ is a three dimensional vector with a single unit entry, e.g., ϵ^1 = (1, 0, 0).

Let us now consider an element ê_k of the Lie group AN(3), which, as we will see in a moment, represents a group-valued momentum ê_k = e^{ikix̂i} e^{ik0x̂0} . (3) In the representation (2) this group element is represented by a 5 × 5 matrix which acts on 5-dimensional Minkowski space as a linear transformation. One finds

exp(ik_0x̂^0) = cosh^{k0}_κ 0 sinh^{k0}_κ

0 1 0

sinh^{k0}_κ 0 cosh^{k0}_κ

, exp(ik_ix̂^i) =

1 +^{k2}_{2κ2}^k_κ^{k2}_{2κ2} k κ 1^k_κ

−^{k2}_{2κ2} −^k_κ 1 −^{k2}_{2κ2}

,

where 1 is the unit 3 × 3 matrix, and ê_k can be written in schematic form

ê_k =

p̄_4 κ k κ p_0 κ

p κ 1^p_κ

p̄_0

κ −^k_κ^{p4}_κ

, (4)

where p_0, p_i and p_4 are defined below, while p̄_0 = κ sinh^{k0}_κ −^{k2}_{2κ} , p̄_4 = κ cosh^{k0}_κ +^{k2}_{2κ} e^{k0/κ}.

To describe the manifold of the group AN(3) we choose a point in 5-dimensional Minkowski space, which becomes the momentum space origin O with coordinates (0, . . . , 0, κ) and act on it with the matrix ê_k (4), obtaining

(p_0, p_i, p_4) = ê_k O

On the left hand side we have coordinates of a point in the 5-dimensional Minkowski space, being in one to one correspondence with the group element ê_k. The coordinates (p_0, p_i, p_4) are related to the original parametrization (k_0, k_i) of the group element as follows

p_0(k_0, k) = κ sinh k_0 κ + k^2 2κ e^{k0/κ}, p_i(k_0, k) = k_i e^{k0/κ}, (5) p_4(k_0, k) = κ cosh k_0 κ − k^2 2κ e^{k0/κ}. There is a natural action of the 4-dimensional Lorentz group on the 5-dimensional Minkowski space, which takes the form

δ_λp_0 = λ^i p_i , δ_λp_i = λ_i p_0 , δ_λp_4 = 0 δ_ρp_0 = 0 , δ_ρp_i = ϵ_{ijk}ρ^j p^k , δ_ρp_4 = 0

for infinitesimal boosts and rotations parameters λ_i, ρ_i. Since the Lorentian momenta components p_0, p, transform as a vector, p^2_0 − p^2 is Lorentz-invariant and, as usual, the representations of the Lorentz group, in the spinless case that we consider here, are labelled by values of the mass m^2 and sign of energy p_0. Therefore the representations of the Poincaré algebra are characterized by mass-shell condition p^2_0 − p^2 = m^2.

It is easy to check that^2

− p^2_0 + p^2 + p^2_4 = κ^2 , p_4 > 0 (6)

It follows that the group AN(3) is isomorphic, as a manifold, to a submanifold of the 4- dimensional de Sitter space. This submanifold is defined by the conditions

p_0 + p_4 = κe^{k0/κ} > 0 , p_4 ≡ √ κ^2 + p^2_0 − p^2 > 0 . (7)

On-shell p^2_0 − p^2 = m^2 and the condition (7) takes the form

p_0 + √ m^2 + κ^2 > 0 (8)

Observe that this condition does not impose any restrictions on positive energy states, but provides a lower bound on the negative energy ones 0 > p_0 > − √ m^2 + κ^2. This condition

2 There are two solutions of the first equation in (6), but since the point O for which p_4 = 1 belongs to the solution we are interested in we choose p_4 positive.

seemed first to be Lorentz invariance violating [36] because by acting with the Lorentz boost we can make p_0 acquire an arbitrary negative value, but was later shown to preserve Lorentz symmetry in a nontrivial way [37]. To understand how it comes about let us introduce the antipodal map S(p) defined as

S(p_0) = −p_0 + p^2 p_0 + p_4 = κ^2 p_0 + p_4

− p_4 , S(p) = − κp p_0 + p_4

, S(p_4) = p_4 (9)

Notice that on-shell S(ω_p) = S( √ m^2 + p^2) is always negative.

It is worth mentioning in passing that if p^2_0 − p^2 = m^2 then S(p_0)^2 − S(p)^2 = m^2 and vice versa, so the former serves as an alternative form of mass-shell relation. As we will see both these mass shell conditions will arise in the theory of deformed scalar field.

One checks that this map provides a one-to-one correspondence between the ‘positive energy’ submanifold p_0 > 0 and the negative energy one, satisfying the constraint (8). Indeed take a positive energy state with energy p_0 > 0 and momentum p and apply the antipode to it. We find

S(p_0) + p_4 = −p_0 + p^2 p_0 + p_4

+ p_4 = κ^2 p_0 + p_4 > 0 We define the action of Lorentz symmetry on negative energy states by applying it to the corresponding positive energy one and taking the antipode of the result, schematically,

L ▷ S(p) ≡ S(L ▷ p) , p_0 > 0 (10)

With this definition the orbits of Lorentz group for both positive and negative energies belong to the momentum space. We will describe the Lorentz transformations of the antipode in Appendix A.

The coordinates p_A (5) cover only half of de Sitter momentum space. It turns out (see below) that in order to construct a field with well defined properties under discrete spacetime symmetries, we have to introduce another, dual, momentum space defined as an orbit of AN(3) group emanating from the point O^∗ with coordinates (0, . . . , 0, −κ). These coordinates can be constructed with the help of a special element z [17] that maps (0, . . . , 0, κ) to (0, . . . , 0, −κ),

z = e^{πκX̂0} =

−1 0 0

0 1 0

0 0 −1

(11)

(or ê_k in (3) with k_i = 0, k_0 = −iπκ).

We define ê^∗_k = ê_k z = e^{ikix̂i} e^{ik0x̂0} z (12) and acting with this group element on (0, . . . , 0, κ), instead of (5) we get

p_0^∗(k_0, k) = −κ sinh k_0 κ − k^2 2κ e^{k0/κ}, p^∗_i (k_0, k) = −k_i e^{k0/κ}, (13) p_4^∗(k_0, k) = −κ cosh k_0 κ + k^2 2κ e^{k0/κ}. with p^∗_0 + p^∗_4 = −κe^{k0/κ} < 0 , p^∗_4 ≡ − √ κ^2 + (p^∗_0)^2 − (p^∗)^2 < 0 . (14) On-shell the condition (14) takes the form p^∗_0 − √ m^2 + κ^2 < 0 (15) so that this time it does not impose any restrictions on negative energy states, but provides an upper bound on the positive energy ones 0 < p^∗_0 < √ m^2 + κ^2. Again one solves the apparent problem with Lorentz symmetry with the help of the antipode, which has the form

S(p^∗_0) = −p^∗_0 + p^{∗2} p^∗_0 + p^∗_4 = κ^2 p^∗_0 + p^∗_4

− p^∗_4 , S(p^∗) = κp^∗ p^∗_0 + p^∗_4

, S(p^∗_4) = p^∗_4 (16)

On-shell S(ω^∗_p) = S(− √ m^2 + p^{∗2}) is always positive.

To formulate the field theory we must first describe the algebra of plane waves and differential calculus. We start with the group elements (also called ‘noncommutative’ plane waves) ê_k (3) (associated with the submanifold p_0 + p_4 > 0) and ê^∗_k (12) (for the submanifold p_0 + p_4 < 0). We use the five-dimensional Lorentz covariant differential calculus, see [17] and references therein for details. To this end we introduce the spacetime derivatives ^∂_μ and an additional derivative in fourth direction ^∂_4 defined by their action on the plane waves ^∂_μ ê_k = ip_μ(k) ê_k , ^∂_4 ê_k = i(κ − p_4(k)) ê_k

^∂_μ ê^∗_k = ip^∗_μ(k) ê^∗_k , ^∂_4 ê^∗_k = i(κ − p^∗_4(k)) ê^∗_k (17)

Following [17] we define the Weyl map^3 W that maps group elements (plane waves on noncommutative κ-Minkowski spacetime) to ordinary plane waves on commutative spacetime manifold with coordinates x, as W(ê_k(x̂)) = e_p(x) (18) defined by the action of the derivatives

W( ^∂_μê_k)(x̂) = ∂_μe_p(x) , W( ^∂_μê^∗_k)(x̂) = ∂_μe^∗_p(x) (19)

with ∂_μ being the standard partial derivative^4. The star product presented here coincides with the one proposed in [18] and further discussed in [19], [20] and [21]. It follows that e_p(x) = e^{ipμ xμ} = e^{−i(ωpt−px)} , e^∗_p(x) = e^{ip∗μ xμ} = e^{−i(ω∗pt−p∗x)} (20) with the on-shell relations

ω_p = √ m^2 + p^2 , ω^∗_p = − √ m^2 + p^{∗2} , p_4 = √ m^2 + κ^2 , p^∗_4 = − √ m^2 + κ^2 (21)

The Weyl map makes it possible to construct the star product of two commuting plane waves from the product of two group elements

W(ê_k ê_l) ≡ e_{p(k)} ⋆ e_{q(l)} = e_{p⊕q} (22)

In the case of two positive energy plane waves we have

ê_k ê_l = ê_{k⊕l} (23)

with (k ⊕ l)_0 = k_0 + l_0 , (k ⊕ l)_i = k_i + e^{−k0/κ} l_i (24) Then acting with the group element (23) on the reference vector (0, . . . , 0, κ) we get

(p ⊕ q)_0 = 1 κ p_0(q_0 + q_4) + pq p_0 + p_4 + κ p_0 + p_4 q_0

3 Notice that the choice of Weyl map is not unique (see for instance [22] for a different choice, and the discussion in [38]), and from this choice depend also the star product structures. In this paper we choose to adopt the Weyl map introduced in [17], mapping "time-to-the-right" ordered non-commutative plane waves to standard exponentials of commutative coordinates, expressed in terms of “embedding” momenta p_A (k) (A = 0, 1, . . . , 4).

4 An explicit realization of this star product was presented in [39]

(p ⊕ q)_i = 1 κ p_i(q_0 + q_4) + q_i

(p ⊕ q)_4 = 1 κ p_4(q_0 + q_4) − pq p_0 + p_4 − κ p_0 + p_4 q_0 (25)

Let us use the same construction in the case of the negative energy plane waves. To this end we must first compute the product

z e_{(p0,p)} = e_{(p0,−p)}z . (26)

From W(ê^∗_k ê_l) ≡ e^∗_{p(k)} ⋆ e_{q(l)} = e_p∗_{⊕q} (27)

we find

(p^∗ ⊕ q)_0 = 1 κ p^∗_0(q_0 + q_4) + p^∗q p^∗_0 + p^∗_4 + κ p^∗_0 + p^∗_4 q_0

(p^∗ ⊕ q)_i = 1 κ p^∗_i (q_0 + q_4) + q_i

(p^∗ ⊕ q)_4 = 1 κ p^∗_4(q_0 + q_4) − p^∗q p^∗_0 + p^∗_4 − κ p^∗_0 + p^∗_4 q_0 (28)

(To compute this, one starts with (25), changes the overall sign, then changes the sign of p replacing it by p^∗, and finally changes the sign of q according to (26).)

Similarly

(p ⊕ q^∗)_0 = 1 κ p_0(q^∗_0 + q^∗_4 ) + pq^∗ p_0 + p_4 + κ p_0 + p_4 q^∗_0

(p ⊕ q^∗)_i = 1 κ p_i(q^∗_0 + q^∗_4 ) + q^∗_i

(p ⊕ q^∗)_4 = 1 κ p_4(q^∗_0 + q^∗_4 ) − pq^∗ p_0 + p_4 − κ p_0 + p_4 q^∗_0 . (29)

Finally, we consider the composition of two negative energy plane waves. (In this case after moving through the Q plane wave we get z^2 = 1)

(p^∗ ⊕ q^∗)_0 = 1 κ p^∗_0(q^∗_0 + q^∗_4 ) + p^∗q^∗ p^∗_0 + p^∗_4 + κ p^∗_0 + p^∗_4 q^∗_0

(p^∗ ⊕ q^∗)_i = 1 κ p^∗_i (q^∗_0 + q^∗_4 ) + q^∗_i

(p^∗ ⊕ q^∗)_4 = 1 κ p^∗_4(q^∗_0 + q^∗_4 ) − pq^∗ p^∗_0 + p^∗_4 − κ p^∗_0 + p^∗_4 q^∗_0 . (30)

Notice that, remarkably, all the composition laws (25)-(30) have exactly the same form so there is no need to distinguish between them.

Let us finish this section with the definition of an adjoint of the plane wave. For the noncommutative plane wave ê_k its adjoint ê^†_k is defined by the condition ê_kê^†_k = ê^†_kê_k = 1 (31) from which it follows that ê^†_k = ê_{S(k)} (32) Accordingly, in the star product formalism we express these equations as e_p ⋆ e^†_q = e^†_q ⋆ e_p = 1 (33) from which it follows that e^†_p = e_{S(p)} (34) The analogous expressions for p^∗_A coordinates are easy to obtain.

III. ACTION AND FIELD EQUATIONS

Having discussed all the necessary technical tools in the preceding section we can now turn to the construction of the theory of free complex scalar field. As customary in noncommutative field theories, we define a notion of integral on non-commutative space-time via the Weyl (or quantization) map (18). In particular we set ^∫ ê_k(x̂) := ∫ R^4

d^4xW(ê_k(x̂)) = ∫ R^4

d^4x e^{ipx}. (35) Fields on κ-Minkowski can be defined in terms of a suitable “noncommutative” (or, for some authors, quantum group-) Fourier transform [17, 38, 40–43]. In accordance with our choice of Weyl map, we adopt the noncommutative Fourier transform introduced in [17]: ϕ̂(x̂) = ∫ AN(3) dμ(p)ϕ̃(p)ê_k(x̂) (36) and its inverse ϕ̃(p) = ^∫ ê^†_k(x̂)ϕ(x̂), (37) where the measure dμ(p) is the AN(3) left-invariant measure dμ(p) = d^4p p_4/κ | |_{p+>0 & p4=}√_{κ2+p20−p2} , (38) and the coordinates p are intended as the "embedding" coordinates p(k) given by (5). The definition can be thus extended to fields of commutative coordinates through Weyl map

ϕ(x) := W(ϕ̂(x̂)). (39)

Explicitly ϕ(x) = ∫ AN(3) dμ(p)ϕ̃(p)e_p(x). (40) Notice that the ϕ(x) defined by (39) and (40) depend on the choice of Weyl map. In the explicit expression (40), the dependence is encoded in both the measure of integration, expressed in terms of embedding momenta p restricted to the AN(3) manifold, and on the Fourier "coefficients" ϕ̃(p).

From (22) and (35) it follows that the inverse noncommutative Fourier transform can be expressed as ϕ̃(p) = ∫ R^4

e^†_p(x) ⋆ ϕ(x), (41)

and that the noncommutative product extends to a star product of fields of commutative coordinates

W(ϕ̂(x̂)ψ̂(x̂)) = ϕ(x) ⋆ ψ(x). (42)

In particular we have the following useful identity ^∫ ϕ̂(x̂)ψ̂(x̂) = ∫ R^4 ϕ(x) ⋆ ψ(x). (43) The star product here coincides with the one defined in [18] (generalized to 4d), which can be checked by calculating that it gives the identical result for the coordinate functions x^μ. However it is not clear if the construction of the integral/twisted trace presented in that paper coincides with our definition of the integral.

Using the non-commutative Fourier transform and the star-product, we can formulate the action of free fields on κ-Minkowski space-time as a standard integral action in terms of (properly defined as above) fields of commutative coordinates. In particular, we define the action to be an integral of the bilinear hermitian expression, in fields and derivatives, obtained with the help of the star product. The integral satisfies the exchange properties for the plane waves [17] ∫

R^4

d^4x e^†_p ⋆ e_q = ∫ R^4

d^4x e^†_q ⋆ e_p (44) and the most general expression for the hermitian action is S = 1 2 ∫ R^4

d^4x [ (∂_μϕ)^† ⋆ ∂^μϕ + (∂_μϕ) ⋆ (∂^μϕ)^† − m^2(ϕ^† ⋆ ϕ + ϕ ⋆ ϕ^†) ] (45)

In order to compute the variation of the action and to derive field equations, we have to make use of the ⋆-integration by parts, which is described in detail in Appendix B. Writing S =^1_2 (S_1 + S_2) where

S_1 = ∫ R^4

d^4x (∂^μϕ)^† ⋆ (∂_μϕ) − m^2ϕ^† ⋆ ϕ (46) and S_2 = ∫ R^4

d^4x (∂_μϕ) ⋆ (∂^μϕ)^† − m^2ϕ ⋆ ϕ^†. (47)

we find

δS_1 = 1 2 ∫ R^4

d^4x (∂_μδϕ)^† ⋆ ∂^μϕ + (∂_μϕ)^† ⋆ ∂^μδϕ − m^2δϕ^† ⋆ ϕ − m^2ϕ^† ⋆ δϕ (48)

which can be rewritten as

δS_1 = 1 2 ∫ R^4

d^4x { − Δ_+ κ [ (∂^†_μ(∂^μ)^† − m^2)ϕ^† ⋆ δϕ ] + ∂_A ( Π^A ⋆ δϕ )

− κ Δ_+ [ δϕ^† ⋆ (∂_μ∂^μ − m^2)ϕ ] + ∂^†_A ( δϕ^† ⋆ ( Π^A )_†) } (49)

where

Π^0_1 = (Π_0)_1 = 1 κ (Δ_+∂^†_0 + im^2)ϕ^† (50) Π^i_1 = −(Π_i)_1 = (−∂_i(1 + iΔ^{−1}_+ ∂_0))ϕ^† (51)

Π^4_1 = (Π_4)_1 = −i m^2ϕ^† κ (52)

and, analogously,

δS_2 = 1 2 ∫ R^4

d^4x ∂^μϕ ⋆ (∂_μδϕ)^† + ∂^μδϕ ⋆ (∂_μϕ)^† − m^2ϕ ⋆ δϕ^† − m^2δϕ ⋆ ϕ^† (53)

which can be rewritten as

δS_2 = 1 2 ∫ R^4

d^4x { − [ δϕ ⋆ (∂^†_μ(∂^μ)^† − m^2)ϕ^† ] + ∂_A ( δϕ ⋆ Π^A )

− [ (∂_μ∂^μ − m^2)ϕ ⋆ δϕ^† ] + ∂^†_A (( Π^A )_† ⋆ δϕ^† ) } (54)

where

Π^0_2 = (Π_0)_2 = ( κ Δ_+

∂^†_0 + i κ (∂^†_0)^2 ) ϕ^† (55)

Π^i_2 = −(Π_i)_2 = − κ Δ_+

(∂^†_i + i∂_i∂^†_0)ϕ^† (56)

Π^4_2 = (Π_4)_2 = +i

(∂^†_0)^2 κ ϕ^†. (57)

Therefore the field equations have the form

(∂_μ∂^μ − m^2)ϕ = 0 , (∂^†_μ(∂^μ)^† − m^2)ϕ^† = 0 (58)

which, as we will see below, lead to two non-trivially related mass-shell conditions, describing the same orbit of the Lorentz group on the momentum manifold.

IV. THE COMPLEX SCALAR FIELD

Now we are in position to formulate the theory of the deformed free complex scalar field. In what follows we will use the strategy adopted in [17] of developing the non-commutative field theory in terms of fields on commutative Minkowski space-time equipped with a noncommutative star-product. Using the identity (cf. (31)–(34)) e^{−ipx} ⋆ e^{−iS(p)x} = e^{−iS(p)x} ⋆ e^{−ipx} = 1 to define the adjoint of the plane wave ( e^{−ipx} )_† = e^{−iS(p)x}, (59) we can write the adjoint field as

ϕ^† (x̂) = ∫ dμ (p (k)) ϕ̃^† (p) W ( e^{−iS(p(k))x} ) , (60)

and one can define

ϕ^† (x) = W^{−1} ( ϕ^† (x̂) ) = ∫ dμ (p) ϕ̃^† (p) e^{−iS(p)x}. (61)

Changing integration variables in the last expression, and using that S (S (p)) = p, we can rewrite it as ϕ^† (x) = κ^3 ∫ dμ (p) p^{−3}_+ ϕ̃^† (S (p)) e^{−ipx}, (62)

where we used^5 dμ (S (p)) = κ^3 p^3_+ dμ (p) , (63)

as one can easily check.

It follows, by comparing (62) with (40), that the condition for ϕ (x) to be real is^6

ϕ̃^† (p) = κ^{−3}S^3 (p_+) ϕ̃ (S (p)) , (64)

or equivalently ϕ̃^† (S (p)) = κ^{−3}p^3_+ϕ̃ (p) , (65)

where we considered that S (p_+) = κ^2p^{−1}_+ . We will discuss real fields in the forthcoming paper and here we will concentrate on the complex fields only.

According to the properties of the momentum space manifold described in Sec. II (see especially Eq. (7)), the left-invariant Haar measure on AN (3) can be rewritten as the ordinary Lebesgue measure on a restricted 5-dimensional momentum space with (the factor 2κ here is included is for dimensional reasons) dμ (p) = 2κd^5p δ ( p^2_0 − p^2 − p^2_4 + κ^2 ) θ (p_+) θ (p_4) . (66)

Let us now consider a field on the mass shell defined by m, that we can write as (A = 0, 1, . . . , 4) ϕ (x) = ∫ d^5p 2κδ ( p_Ap^A + κ^2 ) θ (p_+) θ (p_4) δ ( p_μp^μ − m^2 )~ ϕ (p) e^{−ipx} (67) One way of splitting the δ ( p_μp^μ − m^2 ) into “positive and negative energy” solutions, is to rewrite it as δ ( p_μp^μ − m^2 ) = δ ( p_μp^μ − m^2 ) θ (p_0 − m) + δ ( p_μp^μ − m^2 ) θ (−p_0 − m) . (68)

5 Notice in passing that the r.h.s. of (63) coincides with the right invariant on AN_3, as one can check from the multiplication of two group elements. If we denote the left invariant measure we are using as dμ_L (p), one thus have the property that under antipode, dμ_L (S (p)) = dμ_R (p). This property is indeed a manifestation of the fact that the antipode map on the manifold corresponds to the inversion on the group elements.

6 The same result was obtained in [44] working with the k parametrization.

Using this, we can rewrite the field as

ϕ (x) =ϕ_+ (x) + ϕ_− (x) = ∫ d^5p 2κδ ( p_Ap^A + κ^2 ) θ (p_+) θ (p_4) δ ( p_μp^μ − m^2 ) θ (p_0 − m) ϕ̃ (p) e^{−ipx} + ∫ d^5p 2κδ ( p_Ap^A + κ^2 ) θ (p_+) θ (p_4) δ ( p_μp^μ − m^2 ) θ (−p_0 − m) ϕ̃ (p) e^{−ipx}, (69)

where ϕ_+ (x) and ϕ_− (x) denote the “positive and negative energy” components of the onshell field. Consider the “negative energy” part ϕ_− (x). From the properties of the antipode map S ( p_μ ) S (p^μ) = p_μp^μ,

S (p_4) = p_4,

(70)

that imply also S (p_A) S(p^A) = p_Ap^A, if we change the integration variables as p → S (p), and use that S (S (p)) = p and (63), we can rewrite ϕ_− (x) as

ϕ_− (x) = ∫ d^5S (p) 2κδ ( S (p_A) S(p^A) + κ^2 ) θ (S (p_+)) θ (S (p_4)) × δ ( S ( p_μ ) S (p^μ) − m^2 ) θ (−S (p_0) − m) ϕ̃ (S (p)) e^{−iS(p)x} = ∫ d^5p 2κδ ( p_Ap^A + κ^2 ) θ (p_+) θ (p_4) × δ ( p_μp^μ − m^2 ) θ (−S (p_0) − m) S ( p^3_+ )~ ϕ (S (p)) e^{−iS(p)x} ,

(71)

where we take into account the property

θ (S (p_+)) = θ ( p^{−1}_+ ) = θ (p_+) . (72)

Now, notice that (accordingly to the discussion of Sec. II),

if p_4 > 0 & p_+ > 0 & p_μp^μ = m^2, ⇒ S (p)_0 < −m ⇔ p_0 > m, (73)

The proof is straightforward, since, on the mass shell,

S (p)_0 =

−p^2_0 + p^2 − p_0p_4 p_+ = −m^2 − p_0p_4 p_+

, (74)

thus,

S (p)_0 < −m ⇒ − m^2 − p_0p_4 < −mp_+ = −m (p_0 + p_4) ⇒ p_0 > m. (75)

The proof that p_0 > m implies S (p)_0 < −m, is also straightforward. This shows that, for

p_+ > 0 and p_4 > 0, i.e. on the AN(3) submanifold we are interested in (i.e. on that section

of the de Sitter hyperboloid selected by the measure dμ (p)) the antipode acts indeed as a

bijective map that splits the positive and negative energy parts of the manifold belonging to

the same mass shell, as argued in Sec. II, and in agreement with the observations reported

in [37]. Since the map is bijective (one-to-one), we can then interchange the θ (−S (p)_0 − m)

with the θ (p_0 − m) in the integral, and rewrite finally ϕ_− (x) as

ϕ_− (x) =κ^{−3} ∫ d^5p 2κδ ( p_Ap^A + κ^2 ) θ (p_+) θ (p_4) × δ ( p_μp^μ − m^2 ) θ (p_0 − m) S ( p^3_+ )~ ϕ (S (p)) e^{−iS(p)x} . (76)

If the field is real, condition (65) holds, and we have obtained the following result: on

the AN(3) measure the on-shellness condition naturally splits the field into positive and

negative energy components, that are conjugate with each other, with the antipode playing

the role of conjugation for the plane wave, i.e.

ϕ (x) = ∫ dμ (p) δ ( p_μp^μ − m^2 ) θ (p_0 − m) [ ϕ̃ (p) e^{−ipx} + ϕ̃^† (p) e^{−iS(p)x} ]

= ∫ d^3p 2ω_p p_4/κ [ ϕ̃ (ω_p, p) e^{−i}(^ωp^{t−p·x}) + ϕ̃^† (ω_p, p) e^{−i}(^S(^ωp)^{t−S(p)·x}) ] , (77)

where in the last row p_4 is “onshell”, p_4 = √ m^2 + κ^2.

For a complex field, it will be convenient to define the antiparticle states, i.e. the ones

associated to the negative energy part of the field, as the ones associated to the dual (starred)

copy of momentum space. We first substitute, for ϕ_− (x), p → −p = p^∗, so that (since

S (p^∗) = S (−p) = −S (p)), it becomes

ϕ_− (x) =κ^{−3} ∫ d^5p^∗ 2κδ ( p^∗_Ap^A_∗ + κ^2 ) θ (−p^∗_+) θ (−p^∗_4) × δ ( p^∗_μp^μ_∗ − m^2 ) θ (−p^∗_0 − m) [ −S ( p^{∗3}_+ )~ ϕ (−S (p^∗)) ] e^{iS}(^{p∗})^x =κ^{−3} ∫ d^3p 2|ω^∗_p| p^∗_4/κ S(p^{∗3}_+ )ϕ̃ ( −S(ω^∗_p), −S(p^∗) ) e^i(^{S(ω∗p)t−S(p∗)·x}) , (78)

where p^∗_4 = − √ m^2 + κ^2. Thus, using (69), we have the expansion

ϕ (x) = ∫ d^3p 2ω_p p_4/κ ϕ̃ (ω_p, p) e^{−i}(^ωp^{t−p·x})

+ κ^{−3} ∫ d^3p 2|ω^∗_p| p^∗_4/κ S(p^{∗3}_+ )ϕ̃ ( −S(ω^∗_p), −S(p^∗) ) e^i(^{S(ω∗p)t−S(p∗)·x}) . (79)

Since the mass-shell condition

p^2_0 − p^2 = m^2 or S(p_0)^2 − S(p)^2 = m^2 (80)

has the standard classical form, we would like to define the Fourier components of the complex field as close as possible as the classical expression [45] in terms of creation and annihilation operators

ϕ_+(x) ∼ ∫ d^3p √ 2ω_p a_p e^{−i(ωpt−px)}, ϕ_−(x) ∼ ∫ d^3p √ 2ω_p b^†_p e^{i(ωpt−px)} . (81)

We postulate

a_p = ξ^{−1} (p) √ 2ω_p p_4/κ ϕ̃ (ω_p, p) , b_{p∗} = κ^{−2} ξ^{−1}(p^∗)√ 2|ω_p| p^∗_4

S(p^{∗3}_+ )ϕ̃^† ( −S ( ω^∗_p ) , −S (p^∗) ) , (82)

where we include an additional factor (p_+ has to be considered onshell, p_+ = √ p^2 + m^2 + √ κ^2 + m^2)

ξ (p) = ( 1 + |p_+|^3 κ^3

)−^1_2 , (83)

that makes the form of the momentum space action, which we will make use of later, particularly simple.

Finally, we have, for the on-shell complex field and its adjoint, the expansions ϕ(x) = ∫ d^3p √ 2ω_p [ 1 + |p_+|^3 κ^3

]−^1_2 a_p e^{−i(ωpt−px)} + ∫ d^3p^∗ √ 2|ω^∗_p| [ 1 + |p^∗_+|^3 κ^3

]−^1_2 b^†_p∗ e^{i(S(ω∗p )t−S(p∗)x)} ≡ ϕ_{(+)}(x) + ϕ_{(−)}(x) (84)

ϕ^†(x) = ∫ d^3p √ 2ω_p [ 1 + |p_+|^3 κ^3

]−^1_2 a^†_p e^{−i(S(ωp)t−S(p)x)} + ∫ d^3p^∗ √ 2|ω^∗_p| [ 1 + |p^∗_+|^3 κ^3

]−^1_2 b_p∗ e^{i(ω∗p t−p∗x)} ≡ ϕ^†_{(+)}(x) + ϕ^†_{(−)}(x) (85)

Since ω_p > 0 and S(ω^∗_p) > 0 the field (84) is a combination of positive energy particle states and negative energy antiparticle ones, while in (84) we have the opposite arrangement, as it should be. This particular definition of the field and its adjoint, contrary to earlier approaches where to define the field and its adjoint only one portion of de Sitter space was used, allows for simple action of discrete symmetries, see Section VI below for the details.

From eq. (49) one sees that the equations of motion (EOM) for the field ϕ are indeed the expected ones. Furthermore, one can get the EOM also for the a_p, a^†_p, b_p∗ and b^†_p∗ by applying the EOM to the fields in eq. (84), (85). We get

(∂_μ∂^μ − m^2)ϕ = ∫ d^3p √ 2ω_p [ 1 + |p_+|^3 κ^3

]−^1_2 (p_μp^μ − m^2)a_p e^{−i(ωpt−px)} (86)

+ ∫ d^3p^∗ √ 2|ω^∗_p| [ 1 + |p_+|^3 κ^3

]−^1_2 (S(p)_μS(p)^μ − m^2)b^†_p∗ e^{i(S(ω∗p )t−S(p∗)x)} (87)

(∂^†_μ(∂^μ)^† − m^2)ϕ^† = ∫ d^3p √ 2ω_p [ 1 + |p_+|^3 κ^3

]−^1_2 (S(S(p))_μS(S(p))^μ − m^2)a^†_p e^{−i(S(ωp)t−S(p)x)}

(88) + ∫ d^3p^∗ √ 2|ω^∗_p| [ 1 + |p_+|^3 κ^3

]−^1_2 (S(p^∗)_μS(p^∗)^μ − m^2)b_p∗ e^{i(ω∗p t−p∗x)}. (89)

Notice that (86) is equivalent to (88) because one can show that S(S(p))_μS(S(p))^μ = p_μp^μ, and analogously (89) is equivalent to (87) because S(p^∗)_μ = −S(p)_μ.

We find that with the definition of the fields (84) and (85) the particle, characterized by creation (annihilation) operator a_p (a^†_p) has the mass shell condition p^2 − m^2 = 0, while the antiparticle characterized by creation (annihilation) operator b_p (b^†_p) follows the mass-shell condition S(p)^2 − m^2 = 0. These mass-shells are identical, so that both the particle and the antiparticle have the same rest mass, and the mass-shell manifold is in both cases the same, but when we apply a Lorentz boost to a particle and an antiparticle at rest with the same boost parameter, they would end up carrying different momenta and energies. This leads to subtle deformation of CPT symmetry, discussed in [15] and [16].

V. SYMMETRIES OF THE ACTION

Let us now check that the above-defined fields transform properly under Poincaré and discrete symmetries, rendering the action (45) invariant.

A. Poincaré symmetry of the action

In order to check the Poincaré invariance of the complex scalar field action^7 (45) it is convenient to rewrite it in the momentum space where such invariance can be easily checked. As for the space-time action the procedure is much more involved and it is reported in Appendix C.

Let us note that in order to turn the space-time action (45) to momentum space one we cannot use the on-shell field decomposition (84), (85), because the resulting momentum space action would contain the mass shell conditions as coefficients, which will make the action identically equal to zero. Therefore we use as a starting point the off-shell field decomposition ϕ^{off} (x) = ∫ J^+

d^4p p_4/κ ξ(p) a_p e^{−i(p0t−px)} + ∫ J^−

d^4p^∗ |p^∗_4|/κ ξ(p^∗) b^†_p∗ e^{i(S(p∗0 )t−S(p∗)x)} (90)

where we include the additional factor (83) to make the momentum space action as simple as possible. In (90) we used the left-invariant measure (38) on the group manifold AN(3), and we restricted the range of integration in the first term to the positive energy p_0 > 0 subspace J^+ and to the energy p^∗_0 < 0 subspace J^− in the second term. This arrangement is analogous to the introduction of the θs in (69), but without the mass-shell restriction. The decomposition (90) can be further simplified observing that since p^∗ is a dummy variable we can instead use the variables p = −p^∗ in the second integral, so that we have ϕ^{off} (x) = ∫ J^+

d^4p p_4/κ ( 1 + ( |p_+| κ )_3)−1/2 ( a_p e^{−i(p0t−px)} + b^†_{−p} e^{−i(S(p0)t−S(p)x)} ) (91)

The adjoint field has the form

(ϕ^{off} )^†(x) = ∫ J^+

d^4p p_4/κ ( 1 + ( |p_+| κ )_3)−1/2 ( a^†_p e^{−i(S(p0)t−S(p)x)} + b_{−p} e^{−i(p0t−px)} ) (92)

Plugging these expressions to the action integral (45) after tedious computations, adjusting the free functions we obtain the momentum space action in the form S = 1 2 ∫ J^+

d^4p p_4/κ (p_μp^μ − m^2)a^†_pa_p + (S(p)_μS(p)^μ − m^2)b_pb^†_p (93)

7 The paper [18] provides a general abstract proof of Poincaré invariance of the κ-deformed complex scalar field action in 2 spacetime dimensions; here we show explicitly that the same holds in the particular of the theory considered here, in 4 dimensions.

It is clear from the action in the form (93) above that the mass-shell of the ‘particle’ is p^2 = m^2, while for the ‘antiparticle’ it has the form S(p)^2 = m^2, as discussed above.

Moreover it is straightforward to check its Poincaré invariance. The translations act on a_p, b_p as phases; for the translation parameter ε we have a_p → e^{iεp} a_p , b_p → e^{iεp} b_p (94) Next the action is clearly rotational invariant, if we assume that a_p, b_p are scalar functions of the spacial momenta p. It therefore remains to check the Lorentz invariance of the action. But since the action (93) has the form of the standard undeformed momentum space action, the transformation properties of the creation and annihilation ‘operators’ are just the standard ones a_p → U(Λ)a_pU^{−1}(Λ) = a_{Λp}, where Λp is the Lorentz transformed four vector p. Indeed

U(Λ)SU^{−1}(Λ) = 1 2 ∫ J^+

d^4p (p_μp^μ − m^2)U(Λ)a^†_pa_pU^{−1}(Λ) + 1 2 ∫ J^+

d^4p (S(p)_μS(p)^μ − m^2)U(Λ)b^†_pb_pU^{−1}(Λ) = 1 2 ∫ J^+

d^4(Λp) ((Λp)_μ(Λp)^μ − m^2)a^†_{Λp}a_{Λp} + 1 2 ∫ J^+

d^4(Λp) (S(Λp)_μS(Λp)^μ − m^2)b^†_{Λp}b_{Λp} = S This completes the proof of Poincaré invariance of the action (93).

VI. DISCRETE SYMMETRIES

There are three discrete symmetries: parity P, time reversal T , and charge conjugation C. In each case we will first shortly recall their action on the undeformed field with decomposition ϕ(t, x) = ∫ d^3p √ 2ω_p a_p e^{−i(ωpt−ipx)} + b^†_p e^{i(ωpt−px)} (95)

and then generalize it to the case of the deformed fields (84) and (85). For parity and time reversal we have spacetime concepts to guide us, and therefore we consider these two first.

A. Parity

The parity operator P acts on space coordinates as an inversion x = (t, x) → x^′ = (t, −x). For the complex scalar quantum field, we define the parity operator as Pϕ(t, x)P^{−1} = ∫ d^3p √ 2ω_p Pa_pP^{−1} e^{−i(ωpt−px)} + Pb^†_pP^{−1} e^{i(ωpt−px)} ≡ ϕ(t, −x) (96)

and using (95) we see that for the creation/annihilation operators^8

Pa_pP^{−1} = a_{−p} , Pb_pP^{−1} = b_{−p} (97)

Turning to the deformed case we notice first that the spacetime transformation x̂ → −x̂ leaves the defining commutator (1) invariant and therefore is compatible with the form of κ-Minkowski non-commutativity. Further, the positive and negative energy fields ϕ_{(±)}(x) can be considered separately. For the positive energy part we can use exactly the same considerations as in the case of the undeformed field above. Since

S(p_0, −p)_0 = S(p_0, p)_0, S(p_0, −p)_i = −S(p_0, p)_i

this is also true for the negative energy fields and thus we can readily define

Pa_pP^{−1} = a_{−p} , Pb_p∗ P^{−1} = b_{−p}∗ (98) and Pa^†_pP^{−1} = a^†_{−p} , Pb^†_p∗ P^{−1} = b^†_{−p}∗ (99)

B. Time reversal

Next we consider the time reversal T , which changes the time direction x = (t, x) → x^′ = (−t, x) and T ϕ(t, x)T^{−1} = ϕ(−t, x) (100) It should be remembered that the operator T is anti-hermitian T iT^{−1} = −i, and we have

T ϕ(t, x)T^{−1} = ∫ d^3p √ 2ω_p T a_p e^{−i(ωpt−ipx)}T^{−1} + T b^†_p e^{i(ωpt−px)}T^{−1}

8 Here and below we ignore a possible phase factor that may be present in the definition.

= ∫ d^3p √ 2ω_p T a_pT^{−1} e^{i(ωpt−ipx)} + T b^†_pT^{−1} e^{−i(ωpt−px)} = ϕ(−t, x) (101)

We find that T a_pT^{−1} = a_{−p} , T b_pT^{−1} = b_{−p}. (102) Let us now discuss the deformed case. We start noticing that as a consequence of antihermiticity of T the defining algebra (1) is again invariant, so that we see that κ-Minkowski space is both parity and time reversal invariant. Turning to fields we again see that the classical reasoning can be verbatim repeated in the case of time reversal as well and we end up with T a_pT^{−1} = a_{−p} , T b_p∗ T^{−1} = b_{−p}∗ (103) and T a^†_pT^{−1} = a^†_{−p} , T b^†_p∗ T^{−1} = b^†_{−p}∗ (104)

C. Charge conjugation

The symmetry that exchanges particles with antiparticles does not have any spacetime counterparts and since it changes the charge it is called charge conjugation. The charge conjugation operator C acting on the field produces its conjugation

Cϕ(t, x)C^{−1} = ϕ^†(t, x) (105)

therefore Cϕ(t, x)C^{−1} = ∫ d^3p √ 2ω_p Ca_pC^{−1} e^{−i(ωpt−ipx)} + Cb^†_pC^{−1} e^{i(ωpt−px)} = ϕ^†(t, x) (106)

and we have Ca_pC^{−1} = b_p (107) Let us now consider the deformed field. Take the ϕ_{(+)} component first

Cϕ_{(+)}(t, x)C^{−1} = ∫ d^3p √ 2ω_p [ 1 + |p_+|^3 κ^3

]−^1_2 Ca_pC^{−1} e^{−i(ωpt−ipx)} (108)

On the other hand we have

ϕ^†_{(−)}(x) = ∫ d^3p^∗ √ 2|ω^∗_p| [ 1 + |p_+|^3 κ^3

]−^1_2 b_p∗ e^{i(ω∗p t−p∗x)} (109) so that we can conclude that Ca_pC^{−1} = b_p∗ (110) Analogously, for the ϕ_{(−)} component we have

Cϕ_{(−)}(x)C^{−1} = ∫ d^3p^∗ √ 2|ω^∗_p| [ 1 + |p_+|^3 κ^3

]−^1_2 Cb^†_p∗ C^{−1} e^{i(S(ω∗p )t−S(p∗)x)} (111) and ϕ^†_{(+)}(x) = ∫ d^3p √ 2ω_p [ 1 + |p_+|^3 κ^3

]−^1_2 a^†_p e^{−i(S(ωp)t−S(p)x)} (112)

So that Cb^†_p∗ C^{−1} = a^†_p (113) It should be stressed that this simple transformation rules of the field ϕ with respect to charge conjugation is a result of the use of the second (starred) copy of momentum space and of the particular arrangement of the components ϕ_{(±)}(x) and ϕ^†_{(±)}(x). In particular, the field constructed in [17] and many other papers on this topic does not transform nicely under charge conjugation. It should be added also that the deformed action of discrete symmetries P, T , and C leads to the form of the CPT operator Θ anticipated in the paper [15], although the action of parity and time reversal differ from that proposed in [46].

VII. CONSERVED CHARGES AND SYMPLECTIC STRUCTURE

In this section we derive the conserved charges and symplectic structure associated with our free complex scalar field theory defined by the action S = 1 2 (S_1 + S_2) = 1 2 ∫ R^4

d^4x (∂^μϕ)^† ⋆ (∂_μϕ) − m^2ϕ^† ⋆ ϕ + 1 2 ∫ R^4

d^4x (∂_μϕ) ⋆ (∂^μϕ)^† − m^2ϕ ⋆ ϕ^† (114)

Both are given in terms of the appropriate boundary integrals, and reflect, respectively, the symmetries of the theory (charges) and its kinematics (symplectic structure). Our starting point here will be the variations of the actions computed above, eqs. (48)–(57). Assuming field equations in the bulk these variations are just the boundary terms, which become conserved charges in the case of field variations corresponding to symmetries of the action and Liouville form, for generic variations.

A. Conserved charges

On-shell the variation of the action reduces to the boundary term and we define the conserved charges associated with the field transformation that leaves the action invariant δ_S ϕ, δ_S ϕ^† as usual as an integral over the constant time surface

P_S = 1 2 ∫ d^3x Π^0_1 ⋆ δ_S ϕ + δ_S ϕ^† ⋆ ( Π^0_1 )_† + δ_S ϕ ⋆ Π^0_2 + ( Π^0_2 )_† ⋆ δ_S ϕ^† (115)

In the case of translational symmetry, for which

δ_S ϕ = dϕ = ϵ^A∂_Aϕ (116)

we find P_A = 1 2 ∫ d^3x T^0_{1 A} + T^0_{2 A} (117)

where the relevant components of the energy-momentum tensor are

T^0_{1 A} = −∂_AΠ^0_1 ⋆ ϕ + ∂_Aϕ^† ⋆ Π^†_1^0 (118) and T^0_{2 A} = −ϕ ⋆ ∂_AΠ^0_2 + Π^†_2^0 ⋆ ∂_Aϕ^† (119)

Now we use the field decomposition (84), (85) to find the expression for conserved translational charges P_A (117) in momentum space. After tedious computation one finds that the time dependent terms cancel as they should and the conserved charges have the form

P_0 = − 1 2 ∫ d^3p a^†_p a_p S(ω_p) [ 1 − ξ(p)^2p^2 ω_pp_+ ] p_4 κ − b_p∗ b^†_p∗ ω_p [ 1 − ξ(p)^2p^2 ω_pp_+ ] p_4 κ (120)

P_i = 1 2 ∫ d^3p a^†_p a_p S(p)_i [ 1 − ξ(p)^2p^2 ω_pp_+ ] p_4 κ − b_p∗ b^†_p∗ p_i [ 1 − ξ(p)^2p^2 ω_pp_+ ] p_4 κ (121)

P_4 = − 1 2 ∫ d^3p (p_4 − κ) { a^†_p a_p [ 1 − ξ(p)^2p^2 ω_pp_+ ] p_4 κ − b_p∗ b^†_p∗ [ 1 − ξ(p)^2p^2 ω_pp_+ ] p_4 κ } . (122)

B. Symplectic structure

To compute the symplectic structure of our theory we use the covariant phase space approach [47], [48], [49], which makes it possible to to straightforwardly derive it from the action preserving all the relavant symmetries. To compute the symplectic structure we must return to (49) and (54). Defining the Liouville form θ as a boundary term in the variation of the action on-shell, for generic variation of the field δϕ, δϕ^† we find

θ = θ_1 + θ_2 = − 1 2 ∫ R^3

d^3x ( Π^0_1 ⋆ δϕ + δϕ^† ⋆ ( Π^0_1 )_† + δϕ ⋆ Π^0_2 + ( Π^0_2 )_† ⋆ δϕ^† ) (123)

To find the symplectic form, which will lead to the Poisson bracket of field coefficients a and b and in turn to the creation/annihilation operators commutators, we have to compute δθ and express the result using the momentum space decomposition (84), (85). We find

δθ_1 + δθ_2 = − i 2 ∫ d^3p a_p ∧ a^†_p [ 1 − ξ(p)^2p^2 ω_pp_+ ] p_4 κ − ξ(p)^2b^†_p∗ ∧ b_p∗ [ 1 − ξ(p)^2p^2 ω_pp_+ ] p_4 κ . (124)

which implies the following Poisson brackets { a_p, a^†_q } = i κ p_4 2 1 −^{ξ(p)2p2}_{ωpp+} δ(p − q) (125) { b_p∗ , b^†_q∗ } = i κ p_4 2 1 −^{ξ(p)2p2}_{ωpp+} δ(p − q). (126)

VIII. TOWARDS QUANTUM THEORY

In this section we will construct the one particle states in quantum field theory. At this stage we cannot go any further, in particular we cannot construct many-particles states and investigate their properties, because this would require knowing details of the coproduct properties of creation and annihilation operators, i.e. how they act on tensor product of states.

In quantum theory the Poisson brackets (125), (126) become commutators (from now on we stop distinguishing p from p^∗) [ a_p, a^†_q ] = κ p_4 2 1 −^{ξ(p)2p2}_{ωpp+} δ(p − q) (127) [ b_p, b^†_q ] = κ p_4 2 1 −^{ξ(p)2p2}_{ωpp+} δ(p − q). (128)

We define the vacuum |0⟩ that satisfies the condition

a_p |0⟩ = b_p |0⟩ = 0 (129)

Then we define the one-particle and one-antiparticle states

|p⟩_a ≡ a^†_p |0⟩ (130) |p⟩_b ≡ b^†_p |0⟩ (131)

Now we are ready to present the most important result of this investigations. Consider the state |p⟩_a, (130). Its momentum can be computed by acting with the momentum operator P_i, (121) on it. Using the commutational relation (127) we find

P_i |p⟩_a = −S(p)_i |p⟩_a (132)

Analogously, for the one-antiparticle state |p⟩_b, (130), using the commutational (128) we get

P_i |p⟩_b = p_i |p⟩_b (133)

In exactly the same manner we can use the Hamiltonian (120) to compute the energy of the one particle states, obtaining P_0 |p⟩_a = −S(ω_p) |p⟩_a (134) and P_0 |p⟩_b = ω_p |p⟩_b (135) Therefore, one-particle and one-antiparticle states belong to the same mass-shell manifold, since ω^2_p − p^2 = m^2 = S(ω_p)^2 − S(p)^2 (136) but p and S(p) are, in general different points on this manifold, with a single exception being the case p = S(p) = 0, ω_p = −S(ω_p) = m.

Finally, the momentum P_4 measures, essentially, the deformed charge of the state

P_4 |p⟩_a = ( √ κ^2 + m^2 − κ) |p⟩_a (137) and P_4 |p⟩_b = −( √ κ^2 + m^2 − κ) |p⟩_b (138) Therefore the one-particle state carries the momentum −S(p)_i, while the one-antiparticle state has the momentum p_i. But according to (113) the latter is the C (and also CPT ) of the former C |p⟩_b = Cb^†_pC^{−1} C |0⟩ = Cb^†_pC^{−1} |0⟩ = a^†_p |0⟩ = |p⟩_a (139)

Therefore, as anticipated in Section IV the charge conjugation (and CPT ) transforms a particle into an antiparticle with different momentum. This transformation has the remarkable property that the rest mass of the particle and antiparticle is the same. The phenomenological consequences of this have been recently discussed in [15], [16].

IX. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

We laid down the basic ingredients for the construction of a complex field theory on κ-Minkowski space covariant under the action of deformed relativistic symmetries described by the κ-Poincaré algebra. The guiding principle which we followed in the definition of the field and its action was the requirement of an appropriate transformation of the former under the action of discrete symmetries. The main upshot of our construction is that the four-momenta of particles and anti-particles states related by charge conjugation C are not identical, and given by eq. (132)–(138). After deriving the equations of motions from the deformed action we worked the action of Poincaré symmetries on the field both from a coordinate and momentum space perspective and then moved onto the description of the action of discrete symmetries. The last part of our work was devoted to the analysis of the symplectic structure of the theory which allowed us to derive the conserved charges associated to the deformed translation symmetries. This also made possible to write down the Poisson brackets of the expansion coefficients of the field which upon quantization become creation and annihilation operators. With these we were able to characterize the energy and momentum of one-particle and anti-particle states and write down the action of discrete symmetries on them which showed that the CPT operator maps particle states into antiparticle states with a different momentum. This important result could have non-trivial phenomenological consequences which might be relevant for experimental searches of Planck scale effects [15, 16].

There are several open issues that we are going to address in the future publications. First it does seem that the particle state and its associated charge conjugated anitiparticle one have different momenta, and it is not trivial to define the real scalar field. We will return to it in the forthcoming publications. The main open issue at the quantum level concerns the construction of a Fock space on which the commutators that we derived for creation and annihilation operators can act, mapping multiparticle states given by appropriately symmetrized tensor products of one-particle states consistent with the non-trivial co-product and covariant under the action of the κ-Poincaré algebra. This is notoriously a thorny issue which has not yet found a satisfactory answer [24, 27, 30, 50–52] and which we hope we will be able to successfully address within the approach to field theory proposed in this work. The satisfactory solution of this problem is the major prerequisite for the construction of the interacting κ-deformed quantum field theory and κ-deformed standard model, which is our ultimate goal in the research project that the present paper is the first step of.

Acknowledgments

For JKG, GR, and JU this work was supported by funds provided by the National Science Center, project number 2019/33/B/ST2/00050 and for JKG and JU also by the project number 2017/27/B/ST2/01902.

Appendix A: Lorentz transformations of antipode

The antipodes were defined in (9) and are given by the following expressions

S(p_0) = −p_0 + p^2 p_0 + p_4 = κ^2 p_0 + p_4

− p_4 , S(p) = − κp p_0 + p_4

, S(p_4) = p_4 (A1)

The action of Lorentz boost transformation on the antipode is defined as (10)

L ▷ S(p) ≡ S(L ▷ p) , p_0 > 0 (A2)

Let us investigate properties of this transformation in the case of a infinitesimal Lorentz transformation with parameter ξ^i

δ_ξp_i = ξ_i p_0 , δ_ξp_0 = ξ^i p_i (A3)

Remembering that p_4 is Lorentz-invariant using (A2) we find

δ_ξS(p_0) = −ξ^i p_i +

2ξ^i p_i p_0 p_0 + p_4 − p^2 (p_0 + p_4)^2 ξ^i p_i = ζ^i S(p_i) (A4)

where we introduce a momentum-dependent infinitesimal parameter

ζ^i = ξ^i κ p_0 + p_4

(A5)

Thus the Lorentz transformation of the zero component of the antipode is an ordinary Lorentz transformation, with parameter ζ^i.

For the spacial component we have a more complicated expression.

δ_ξS(p_i) = − κξ_i p_0 p_0 + p_4 + κp_i (p_0 + p_4)^2 ξ^j p_j = ζ_iS(p_0) + κ (p_0 + p_4)^2 ( p_iξ^jp_j − ξ_ip^2 ) (A6)

The first term here is again the standard Lorentz transformation with parameter ζ^i. The second term is an infinitesimal rotation of S(p_i) with the parameter

ρ^j = ϵ^j_{kl} ξ^k p^l

so that, finally δ_ξS(p_i) = ζ_iS(p_0) + ϵ_i^{jk} ρ_j S(p_k) (A7) Since under Lorentz boost transformation of momenta the components of the antipode transform under a combination of boost and rotation it is clear that the components of the antipode satisfy the same mass shell condition as the components of the original momenta.

Appendix B: Integration by parts

In this Appendix we derive the ⋆-integration by parts formula, which is necessary do derive field equations from the action (45).

The starting point is provided by the coproduct rules for the κ-Poincaré algebra in the classical basis (p_0, p_i, p_4) [17], [53]

Δp_i = 1 κ p_i ⊗ (p_0 + p_4) + 1 ⊗ p_i (B1) Δp_0 = 1 κ p_0 ⊗ (p_0 + p_4) + ∑ p_k(p_0 + p_4)^{−1} ⊗ p_k + κ(p_0 + p_4)^{−1} ⊗ p_0 (B2) Δp_4 = 1 κ p_4 ⊗ (p_0 + p_4) − ∑ p_k(p_0 + p_4)^{−1} ⊗ p_k − κ(p_0 + p_4)^{−1} ⊗ p_0. (B3)

Notice that the coproduct relations are an immediate consequence of (25). The coproducts tell us how the momentum operators act on star products of two functions. Since momenta are spacetime derivatives p_0 = i∂_0, p_i = i∂_i these equations tell us how derivatives act on the star products of functions on Minkowski space, defining in this way the modified Leibniz rules. In the calculation below we use the short-hand notation p_+ → Δ_+ = i∂_0 + p_4 = i∂_0 + (κ + i∂_4), where the nonlocal operator p_4 is expressed in terms of the corresponding derivatives as p_4 = √ κ^2 − ∂^2_0 + ∂^2_i . Equations (B1), (B2), (B3) then imply

∂_0(ϕ ⋆ ψ) = 1 κ (∂_0ϕ) ⋆ (Δ_+ψ) + κ(Δ^{−1}_+ ϕ) ⋆ (∂_0ψ) + i(Δ^{−1}_+ ∂_iϕ) ⋆ (∂_iψ) (B4) ∂_i(ϕ ⋆ ψ) = 1 κ (∂_iϕ) ⋆ (Δ_+ψ) + ϕ ⋆ (∂_iψ) (B5)

Δ_+(ϕ ⋆ ψ) = 1 κ (Δ_+ϕ) ⋆ (Δ_+ψ). (B6)

Furthermore defining the adjoint derivative

(∂_Aϕ)^† ≡ ∂^†_Aϕ^† , A = (μ, 4, +) (B7)

and using equation (9) we have

∂^†_i = κΔ^{−1}_+ ∂_i, ∂^†_0 = ∂_0 − iΔ^{−1}_+ ∂^2, ∂^†_4 = −∂_4, Δ^†_+ = κ^2Δ^{−1}_+ . (B8)

We now use eq. (B4), (B5), (B6), (B8) to obtain the expressions needed for the integration by parts of expressions of the form (∂_μϕ)^† ⋆ ∂^μψ and (∂_μψ) ⋆ (∂^μϕ)^†. With some algebra we find (∂_iϕ)^† ⋆ (∂_iψ) = ∂_i [ (∂_iϕ)^† ⋆ ψ ] − Δ_+ κ [ (∂^2ϕ)^† ⋆ ψ ] . (B9)

Similarly

(∂_0ϕ)^† ⋆ (∂_0ψ) =

∂_0 κ [ (Δ_+(∂_0ϕ)^†) ⋆ ψ ] − i∂_i[(Δ^{−1}_+ ∂_i∂_0ϕ)^† ⋆ ψ] −

Δ_+ κ [ (∂^2_0 ϕ)^† ⋆ ψ ] . (B10)

Notice that using this convention, equations (B9) and (B10) are still fine substituting ϕ^† with any other quantity (because the above derivations do not use in any way the presence of the^† over ϕ), and therefore can be used regardless of the combination of fields to which they can be applied.

The hermitian conjugates of equations (B9), (B10) take the form

(∂_iψ)^† ⋆ (∂_iϕ) = ∂^†_i [ ψ^† ⋆ (∂_iϕ) ] − κ Δ_+ [ ψ^† ⋆ (∂^2ϕ) ] (B11)

(∂_0ψ)^† ⋆ (∂_0ϕ) = ∂^†_0 [ ψ^† ⋆ (κΔ^{−1}_+ ∂_0ϕ) ] + i∂^†_i [ψ^† ⋆ (Δ^{−1}_+ ∂_i∂_0ϕ)] − κ Δ_+ [ ψ ⋆ (∂^2_0 ϕ) ] . (B12)

Finally, we will also need the following identity

m^2ϕ^† ⋆ ψ = − ( Δ_+ κ − 1 ) (m^2ϕ^† ⋆ ψ) +

Δ_+ κ (m^2ϕ^† ⋆ ψ)

= − i∂_0 κ (m^2ϕ^† ⋆ ψ) − i∂_4 κ (m^2ϕ^† ⋆ ψ) +

Δ_+ κ (m^2ϕ^† ⋆ ψ) (B13)

and its hermitian conjugate

m^2ψ^† ⋆ ϕ = + i∂^†_0 κ (m^2ψ^† ⋆ ϕ) + i∂^†_4 κ (m^2ψ^† ⋆ ϕ) + κ Δ_+

(m^2ψ^† ⋆ ϕ). (B14)

For the opposite ordering we have instead

(∂_iψ) ⋆ (∂_iϕ)^† = κ∂_i(ψ ⋆ [Δ^{−1}_+ (∂_iϕ)^†]) − ψ ⋆ (∂^2ϕ)^†. (B15)

(∂_0ψ) ⋆ (∂_0ϕ)^† =∂_0(ψ ⋆ [κΔ^{−1}_+ (∂_0ϕ)^†]) − i∂_i(ψ ⋆ [Δ^{−1}_+ ∂_i(∂_0ϕ)^†]) − [ψ ⋆ (∂^2_0 ϕ)^†] + ( i κ ∂_0 + i

∂_4 κ ) [ψ ⋆ (∂^2_0 ϕ)^†]. (B16)

Appendix C: Poincaré symmetry of the action – spacetime approach

We want to discuss the invariance of the action (45) under κ-Poincaré transformations. As a first step, let us notice that it is equivalent to S = − 1 2 ∫ R^4

d^4x [ ϕ^† ⋆ ∂_μ∂^μϕ + ϕ ⋆ ( ∂_μ∂^μϕ )_† + m^2 ( ϕ^† ⋆ ϕ + ϕ ⋆ ϕ^† )] . (C1)

This is easy to see using (B15) and (B16) for integrating by parts the second term, and (B11) and (B12) for the first term, in the action (45), since the Lagrangians are the same up to a total divergence. Let us consider infinitesimal transformations. The basic assumption is that a scalar field transforms as

0 = ϕ^′ ( x^′ ) − ϕ (x) = [ ϕ^′ ( x^′ ) − ϕ ( x^′ )] + [ ϕ ( x^′ ) − ϕ (x) ] ≃ δϕ (x) + dϕ (x) , (C2) where d is the differential operator corresponding to κ-Poincaré transformations. In order to show the invariance of the Lagrangian appearing in (C1), it is enough to prove that L [ ϕ^′ ( x^′ )] − L [ϕ (x)] ≃ δL [ϕ (x)] + dL [ϕ (x)] = 0, (C3)

where δL is the functional variation L [ϕ + δϕ] − L [ϕ].

The invariance of the Lagrangian is ensured if the differential satisfies the Leibniz rule with respect to the ⋆-product,

d (ϕ (x) ⋆ ψ (x)) = (dϕ (x)) ⋆ ψ (x) + ϕ (x) ⋆ dψ (x) , (C4) which is a standard requirement for the definition of a differential calculus. Two different prescriptions have been proposed in the literature [17, 23, 54, 55]. We adopt here the one proposed in [17] that is based on a differential calculus that satisfies the “bicovariance” property [56]. In this case the differential d̂, generating infinitesimal κ-Poincaré transformations in κ-Minkowski spacetime, takes the form d̂ = i ( ϵ̂^AP_A + ω̂^{μν} L_{μν} ) ▷, (C5)

where P_A and L_{μν} are respectively the κ-Poincaré translation and Lorentz generators (in classical basis). These are defined through their action on noncommutative plane waves as P_A ≡ −i ^∂_A and L_{μν} ≡ −^i_2x̂_{[μ} ^∂_{ν]}^κ_{P0+P4} . It can be proved however (see [17]) that the action of the Lorentz generator on the field, through the Weyl map (18), reduces to the standard action L_{μν} ▷ ϕ (x) = W^{−1} ( L_{μν} ▷ ϕ (x̂) ) = − 1 2 x_{[μ} ⋆ ∂_{ν]} κ ∂_0 + ∂_4 ϕ (x) = − i 2 x_{[μ}∂_{ν]}ϕ (x) . (C6)

The parameters ϵ̂^A and ω̂^{μν} must obey commutation relations with x̂^μ so that d̂ satisfies the Leibniz rule in Minkowski spacetime

d̂ (ϕ (x̂) ψ (x̂)) = d̂ϕ (x̂) ψ (x̂) + ϕ (x̂) d̂ψ (x̂) . (C7)

The commutation properties of ϵ̂^A and ω̂^{μν} are reported in appendix D, and the corresponding relations (D3) and (D4) between the images of the parameters under Weyl map and the associate ⋆-product, lead to

ϕ (x) ⋆ ϵ^A = ϵ^B K^A_B (∂) ⋆ ϕ (x) , (C8) and ϕ (x) ⋆ ω^{μν} = Ω^{μν}_{ρσ} (∂) ω^{ρσ} ⋆ ϕ (x) , (C9) where the matrices K and Ω are also defined in appendix D.

Two additional properties of the transformation parameters (see [17]) are that

∂_Aϵ^B = ∂_Aω^{μν} = 0, (C10)

and that (dϕ)^† = dϕ^†. (C11)

We can now write the image of d̂ under Weyl map as

dϕ (x) = ϵ^A ⋆ ∂_Aϕ (x) +^1_2 ω^{μν} ⋆ x_{[μ}∂_{ν]}ϕ (x) . (C12)

Using relations (C8) and (C9), the Lorentz action (C6) and relations (B4), (B5), (B6) and (B8), one can prove that the Leibniz rule (C4) is satisfied.

We can now prove the invariance of the Lagrangian for (C1). Considering that from (C2) δϕ (x) = −dϕ (x), the functional variation of the Lagrangian gives δL [ϕ (x)] = − (dϕ (x))^† ⋆ ∂_μ∂^μϕ (x) − ϕ^† (x) ⋆ ∂_μ∂^μdϕ (x) − (dϕ (x)) ⋆ ( ∂_μ∂^μϕ (x) )_† − ϕ (x) ⋆ ( ∂_μ∂^μdϕ (x) )_† + m^2 [ (dϕ (x))^† ⋆ ϕ (x) + ϕ^† (x) ⋆ dϕ (x) ]

+ m^2 [ (dϕ (x)) ⋆ ϕ^† (x) + ϕ (x) ⋆ (dϕ (x))^† ] . (C13)

Given that the action (C6) of L_{μν} is the same as the standard one, and (C10), it is straightforward to prove that [ ∂^μ∂_μ, d ] = 0. Indeed the only part of d on which the derivatives act is the standard Lorentz term ∝ x_{[ρ}∂_{σ]}, so that the derivation is the same as in the standard case:

∂_μ∂^μdϕ (x) =ϵ^A ⋆ ∂_A∂_μ∂^μϕ (x) +^1_2 ω^{ρσ} ⋆ ∂_μ∂^μx_{[ρ}∂_{σ]}ϕ (x) =ϵ^A ⋆ ∂_A∂_μ∂^μϕ (x) +^1_2 ω^{ρσ} ⋆ x_{[ρ}∂_{σ]}∂_μ∂^μϕ (x) + ω^{ρσ} ⋆ ∂_{[ρ}∂_{σ]}ϕ (x) =d∂_μ∂^μϕ (x) . (C14)

Then, using the properties (C11) and (C4), it follows immediately that δL [ϕ (x)] = −dL [ϕ (x)]. We show as an example the derivation for the second row of (C13). Using the result (C14) we rewrite it first as − (dϕ (x)) ⋆ ( ∂_μ∂^μϕ (x) )_† − ϕ (x) ⋆ ( d∂_μ∂^μϕ (x) )_† . We now use properties (C11) and (C4), to rewrite it as − (dϕ (x)) ⋆ ( ∂_μ∂^μϕ (x) )_† − ϕ (x) ⋆ d ( ∂_μ∂^μϕ (x) )_† = − d [ ϕ (x) ⋆ ( ∂_μ∂^μϕ (x) )_†] . We have thus shown under which hypotheses the action is κ-Poincaré invariant. To conclude, let us discuss briefly what the condition (C2) implies for the transformation of the field. If we consider the Fourier transform of the field generically as

ϕ (x) = ∫ dμ (p) ϕ̃ (p) e^{−ip·x}, (C15) then dϕ (x) =ϵ^A ⋆ ∫ dμ (p) ϕ̃ (p) ∂_Ae^{−ip·x} +^1_2 ω^{μν} ⋆ ∫ dμ (p) ϕ̃ (p) x_{[μ}∂_{ν]}e^{−ip·x} = − iϵ^A ⋆ ∫ dμ (p) ϕ̃ (p) p_Ae^{−ip·x} −^1_2 ω^{μν} ⋆ ∫ dμ (p) ϕ̃ (p) p_{[μ} ∂ ∂p^{ν]} e^{−ip·x} = ∫ dμ (p) ( −ip_Aϕ̃ (p) ϵ^A +^1_2 p_{[μ} ∂ ∂p^{ν]} ϕ̃ (p) ω^{μν} ) ⋆ e^{−ip·x}. The field variation δϕ = −dϕ implies that formally we can state δϕ̃ (p) = ( iϵ^Ap_Aϕ̃ (p) −^1_2 ω^{μν} p_{[μ} ∂ ∂p^{ν]} ϕ̃ (p) ) ⋆ . (C16)

The last relation is very similar to its classical analogous, which is given by^9

U^{−1} (Λ, a) ϕ̃ (p) U (Λ, a) = e^i(^{Λ−1a})^{·p}ϕ̃ ( Λ^{−1}p ) ≃ ϕ̃ (p)+iϵ^μp_μϕ̃ (p)−^1_2 ω^{μν} p_{[μ} ∂ ∂p^{ν]} ϕ̃ (p) . (C17)

Appendix D: Properties of the noncommutative parameters ϵ^A and ω^{μν}

The properties of the noncommutative parameters are derived in [17]. For the translation parameter they amount to [ x̂^μ, ϵ̂^A ] = (X^μ)^A_B ϵ̂^B ,

where

X̂^0 = − i κ 0 0^T 1 0 0_{3×3} 0 1 0^T 0

, X̂ = i κ 0 n^T 0 n 0_{3×3} n 0 −n^T 0 ,

where n is a unit vector in standard basis. In terms of plane waves, they satisfy the relation

ê_kϵ̂^Aê^{−1}_k = ϵ̂^B K^A_B (p (k)) , (D1)

with

K (p) = 1 κ p_4 +^{p2}_{p0+p4} −^κ_{p0+p4} p^T p_0 −p κ1_{3×3} −p p_0 −^{p2}_{p0+p4}^κ_{p0+p4} p^T p_4 ,

9 We are here using notations such that for a finite Poincaré transformation ϕ^′ ( x^′ ) = U^{−1} (Λ, a) ϕ (Λx + a) U (Λ, a) ≃ ϕ (x) + δϕ (x) + dϕ (x), so that U^{−1} (Λ, a) ϕ (x) U (Λ, a) ≃ δϕ (x) = −dϕ (x).

K^{−1} (p) = 1 κ p_4 +^{p2}_{p0+p4} p^T −p_0 +^{p2}_{p0+p4} κ p_0+p_4 p κ13×3 κ p_0+p_4 p

−p_0 −p^T p_4 .

Notice that X̂^μ and K (p (k)) matrices coincide respectively with the 5D representations of x̂^μ and ê_k given in (2) and (4), in agreement with the fact that ϵ̂^A form a representation of κ-Minkowski algebra. For the Lorentz parameter the commutation properties are given by

ê_kω̂^{μν}ê^{−1}_k = ω̂^{ρσ}Ω^{μν}_{ρσ} (p (k)) , (D2)

with Ω^{μν}_{ρσ} (p) = δ^μ_{[ρ}τ^ν_{σ]} (p) and τ (p) =

2^{κp}0^{+p}4 − 1 −2 p p_0+p_4 0 1 . Using the (inverse) Weyl map (22) with eqs. (D1) and (D2), we obtain the corresponding properties for the ⋆-product between the parameters and the plane waves e_p ⋆ ϵ^A = K^A_B (p) ϵ^B ⋆ e_p, ϵ^A ⋆ e_p = ( K^{−1} )_A B (p) e_p ⋆ ϵ^B , (D3)

and e_p ⋆ ω^{μν} = Ω^{μν}_{ρσ} (p) ω^{ρσ} ⋆ e_p, ω^{μν} ⋆ e_p = ( Ω^{−1} )_{μν} ρσ (p) e_p ⋆ ω^{ρσ}. (D4)

[1] R. Jackiw, Nucl. Phys. B Proc. Suppl. 127, 53-62 (2004) doi:10.1016/S0920-5632(03)02400-9 [arXiv:hep-th/0305027 [hep-th]].

[2] H. S. Snyder, Phys. Rev. 71, 38-41 (1947) doi:10.1103/PhysRev.71.38 [3] G. Amelino-Camelia, “Relativity in space-times with short distance structure governed by an observer independent (Planckian) length scale,” Int. J. Mod. Phys. D 11 (2002), 35-60 doi:10.1142/S0218271802001330 [arXiv:gr-qc/0012051 [gr-qc]].

[4] J. Lukierski, H. Ruegg, A. Nowicki and V. N. Tolstoi, “Q deformation of Poincare algebra,” Phys. Lett. B 264 (1991) 331.

[5] J. Lukierski, A. Nowicki and H. Ruegg, “New quantum Poincare algebra and k deformed field theory,” Phys. Lett. B 293 (1992) 344.

[6] J. Lukierski, H. Ruegg and W. J. Zakrzewski, “Classical quantum mechanics of free kappa relativistic systems,” Annals Phys. 243 90 (1995) [hep-th/9312153].

[7] S. Majid and H. Ruegg, “Bicrossproduct structure of kappa Poincaré group and noncommutative geometry,” Phys. Lett. B 334 348 (1994) [hep-th/9405107].

[8] G. Amelino-Camelia, “Are we at the dawn of quantum gravity phenomenology?,” Lect. Notes Phys. 541 (2000), 1-49 [arXiv:gr-qc/9910089 [gr-qc]].

[9] G. Amelino-Camelia, J. Kowalski-Glikman, G. Mandanici and A. Procaccini, “Phenomenology of doubly special relativity,” Int. J. Mod. Phys. A 20 (2005), 6007-6038 doi:10.1142/S0217751X05028569 [arXiv:gr-qc/0312124 [gr-qc]].

[10] S. Doplicher, K. Fredenhagen and J. E. Roberts, “The Quantum structure of space-time at the Planck scale and quantum fields,” Commun. Math. Phys. 172 (1995), 187-220 doi:10.1007/BF02104515 [arXiv:hep-th/0303037 [hep-th]].

[11] F. Cianfrani, J. Kowalski-Glikman, D. Pranzetti and G. Rosati, “Symmetries of quantum spacetime in three dimensions,” Phys. Rev. D 94 (2016) no.8, 084044 doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.94.084044 [arXiv:1606.03085 [hep-th]].

[12] G. Amelino-Camelia, “Quantum-Spacetime Phenomenology,” Living Rev. Rel. 16 (2013), 5 doi:10.12942/lrr-2013-5 [arXiv:0806.0339 [gr-qc]].

[13] G. Amelino-Camelia, J. R. Ellis, N. E. Mavromatos, D. V. Nanopoulos and S. Sarkar, “Tests of quantum gravity from observations of gamma-ray bursts,” Nature 393 (1998), 763-765 doi:10.1038/31647 [arXiv:astro-ph/9712103 [astro-ph]].

[14] G. Amelino-Camelia, G. D’Amico, G. Rosati and N. Loret, “In-vacuo-dispersion features for GRB neutrinos and photons,” Nature Astron. 1 (2017), 0139 doi:10.1038/s41550-017-0139 [arXiv:1612.02765 [astro-ph.HE]].

[15] M. Arzano, J. Kowalski-Glikman and W. Wislicki, “A bound on Planck-scale deformations of CPT from muon lifetime,” Phys. Lett. B 794 (2019), 41-44 doi:10.1016/j.physletb.2019.05.025 [arXiv:1904.06754 [hep-ph]].

[16] M. Arzano, J. Kowalski-Glikman and W. Wislicki, “Planck-scale deformation of CPT and particle lifetimes,” [arXiv:2009.03135 [hep-ph]].

[17] L. Freidel, J. Kowalski-Glikman and S. Nowak, “Field theory on kappa-Minkowski space revisited: Noether charges and breaking of Lorentz symmetry,” Int. J. Mod. Phys. A 23 (2008), 2687-2718 doi:10.1142/S0217751X08040421 [arXiv:0706.3658 [hep-th]].

[18] F. Mercati and A. Sitarz, “κ-Minkowski differential calculi and star product,” PoS CNCFG2010 (2010), 030 doi:10.22323/1.127.0030 [arXiv:1105.1599 [math-ph]].

[19] M. Matassa, “On the spectral and homological dimension of k-Minkowski space,” [arXiv:1309.1054 [math-ph]].

[20] T. Poulain and J. C. Wallet, “κ-Poincaré invariant quantum field theories with KMS weight,” Phys. Rev. D 98 (2018) no.2, 025002 doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.98.025002 [arXiv:1801.02715 [hepth]].

[21] P. Mathieu and J. C. Wallet, “Gauge theories on κ-Minkowski spaces: twist and modular operators,” JHEP 05 (2020), 112 doi:10.1007/JHEP05(2020)112 [arXiv:2002.02309 [hep-th]].

[22] G. Amelino-Camelia and M. Arzano, “Coproduct and star product in field theories on Lie algebra noncommutative space-times,” Phys. Rev. D 65 (2002), 084044 doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.65.084044 [arXiv:hep-th/0105120 [hep-th]].

[23] A. Agostini, G. Amelino-Camelia, M. Arzano, A. Marciano and R. A. Tacchi, “Generalizing the Noether theorem for Hopf-algebra spacetime symmetries,” Mod. Phys. Lett. A 22 (2007), 1779-1786 doi:10.1142/S0217732307024280 [arXiv:hep-th/0607221 [hep-th]].

[24] M. Arzano and A. Marciano, “Fock space, quantum fields and kappa-Poincare symmetries,” Phys. Rev. D 76 (2007), 125005 doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.76.125005 [arXiv:0707.1329 [hep-th]].

[25] M. Arzano and A. Marciano, “Symplectic geometry and Noether charges for Hopf algebra space-time symmetries,” Phys. Rev. D 75 (2007), 081701 doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.75.081701 [arXiv:hep-th/0701268 [hep-th]].

[26] M. Daszkiewicz, J. Lukierski and M. Woronowicz, “Towards quantum noncommutative kappadeformed field theory,” Phys. Rev. D 77 (2008), 105007 doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.77.105007 [arXiv:0708.1561 [hep-th]].

[27] M. Daszkiewicz, J. Lukierski and M. Woronowicz, “Kappa-deformed oscillators, the choice of star product and free kappa-deformed quantum fields,” J. Phys. A 42 (2009), 355201 doi:10.1088/1751-8113/42/35/355201 [arXiv:0807.1992 [hep-th]].

[28] T. Poulain and J. C. Wallet, “κ-Poincaré invariant orientable field theories at one-loop,” JHEP 01 (2019), 064 doi:10.1007/JHEP01(2019)064 [arXiv:1808.00350 [hep-th]].

[29] H. C. Kim, Y. Lee, C. Rim and J. H. Yee, “Scalar Field theory in kappa-Minkowski spacetime from twist,” J. Math. Phys. 50 (2009), 102304 doi:10.1063/1.3250148 [arXiv:0901.0049 [hepth]].

[30] T. R. Govindarajan, K. S. Gupta, E. Harikumar, S. Meljanac and D. Meljanac, “Twisted statistics in kappa-Minkowski spacetime,” Phys. Rev. D 77 (2008), 105010 doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.77.105010 [arXiv:0802.1576 [hep-th]].

[31] T. R. Govindarajan, K. S. Gupta, E. Harikumar, S. Meljanac and D. Meljanac, “Deformed Oscillator Algebras and QFT in kappa-Minkowski Spacetime,” Phys. Rev. D 80 (2009), 025014 doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.80.025014 [arXiv:0903.2355 [hep-th]].

[32] S. Meljanac, A. Samsarov, J. Trampetic and M. Wohlgenannt, “Noncommutative kappa- Minkowski phi4 theory: Construction, properties and propagation,” [arXiv:1107.2369 [hep-th]].

[33] F. Mercati and M. Sergola, Phys. Rev. D 98 (2018) no.4, 045017 doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.98.045017 [arXiv:1801.01765 [hep-th]].

[34] J. Kowalski-Glikman, “De sitter space as an arena for doubly special relativity,” Phys. Lett. B 547 (2002), 291-296 doi:10.1016/S0370-2693(02)02762-4 [arXiv:hep-th/0207279 [hep-th]].

[35] J. Kowalski-Glikman and S. Nowak, “Doubly special relativity and de Sitter space,” Class.

Quant. Grav. 20 (2003), 4799-4816 doi:10.1088/0264-9381/20/22/006 [arXiv:hep-th/0304101 [hep-th]].

[36] N. Bruno, G. Amelino-Camelia and J. Kowalski-Glikman, “Deformed boost transformations that saturate at the Planck scale,” Phys. Lett. B 522 (2001), 133-138 doi:10.1016/S0370- 2693(01)01264-3 [arXiv:hep-th/0107039 [hep-th]].

[37] M. Arzano, J. Kowalski-Glikman and A. Walkus, “Lorentz invariant field theory on kappa- Minkowski space,” Class. Quant. Grav. 27 (2010), 025012 doi:10.1088/0264-9381/27/2/025012 [arXiv:0908.1974 [hep-th]].

[38] M. Arzano and L. T. Consoli, “Signal propagation on κ-Minkowski spacetime and nonlocal two-point functions,” Phys. Rev. D 98 (2018) no.10, 106018 doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.98.106018 [arXiv:1808.02241 [hep-th]].

[39] J. Kowalski-Glikman and A. Walkus, “Star product and interacting fields on kappa- Minkowski space,” Mod. Phys. Lett. A 24 (2009), 2243-2250 doi:10.1142/S0217732309031582 [arXiv:0904.4036 [hep-th]].

[40] L. Freidel and E. R. Livine, “Ponzano-Regge model revisited III: Feynman diagrams and effective field theory,” Class. Quant. Grav. 23 (2006), 2021-2062 doi:10.1088/0264-9381/23/6/012

[arXiv:hep-th/0502106 [hep-th]].

[41] L. Freidel and S. Majid, “Noncommutative harmonic analysis, sampling theory and the Duflo map in 2+1 quantum gravity,” Class. Quant. Grav. 25 (2008), 045006 doi:10.1088/0264- 9381/25/4/045006 [arXiv:hep-th/0601004 [hep-th]].

[42] C. Guedes, D. Oriti and M. Raasakka, “Quantization maps, algebra representation and non-commutative Fourier transform for Lie groups,” J. Math. Phys. 54 (2013), 083508 doi:10.1063/1.4818638 [arXiv:1301.7750 [math-ph]].

[43] D. Oriti and G. Rosati, “Noncommutative Fourier transform for the Lorentz group via the Duflo map,” Phys. Rev. D 99 (2019) no.10, 106005 doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.99.106005 [arXiv:1812.08616 [hep-th]].

[44] M. Daszkiewicz, K. Imilkowska, J. Kowalski-Glikman and S. Nowak, “Scalar field theory on kappa-Minkowski space-time and doubly special relativity,” Int. J. Mod. Phys. A 20 (2005), 4925-4940 doi:10.1142/S0217751X0502238X [arXiv:hep-th/0410058 [hep-th]].

[45] S. Weinberg, “The Quantum theory of fields. Vol. 1: Foundations,” [46] M. Arzano and J. Kowalski-Glikman, “Deformed discrete symmetries,” Phys. Lett. B 760 (2016), 69-73 doi:10.1016/j.physletb.2016.06.048 [arXiv:1605.01181 [hep-th]].

[47] C. Crnkovic, “Symplectic Geometry of the Covariant Phase Space, Superstrings and Superspace,” Class. Quant. Grav. 5 (1988), 1557-1575 doi:10.1088/0264-9381/5/12/008 [48] J. Lee and R. M. Wald, “Local symmetries and constraints,” J. Math. Phys. 31 (1990), 725-743 doi:10.1063/1.528801 [49] V. Iyer and R. M. Wald, “Some properties of Noether charge and a proposal for dynamical black hole entropy,” Phys. Rev. D 50 (1994), 846-864 doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.50.846 [arXiv:grqc/9403028 [gr-qc]].

[50] M. Arzano and D. Benedetti, “Rainbow statistics,” Int. J. Mod. Phys. A 24 (2009) 4623 [arXiv:0809.0889 [hep-th]].

[51] C. A. S. Young and R. Zegers, “Covariant particle statistics and intertwiners of the kappa-deformed Poincare algebra,” Nucl. Phys. B 797, 537-549 (2008) doi:10.1016/j.nuclphysb.2007.12.021 [arXiv:0711.2206 [hep-th]].

[52] C. A. S. Young and R. Zegers, “Covariant particle exchange for kappa-deformed theories in 1+1 dimensions,” Nucl. Phys. B 804, 342-360 (2008) doi:10.1016/j.nuclphysb.2008.04.014 [arXiv:0803.2659 [hep-th]].

[53] J. Kowalski-Glikman, “A short introduction to κ-deformation,” Int. J. Mod. Phys. A 32 (2017) no.35, 1730026 doi:10.1142/S0217751X17300265 [arXiv:1711.00665 [hep-th]].

[54] G. Amelino-Camelia, G. Gubitosi, A. Marciano, P. Martinetti and F. Mercati, “A No-pure-boost uncertainty principle from spacetime noncommutativity,” Phys. Lett. B 671 (2009), 298-302 doi:10.1016/j.physletb.2008.12.032 [arXiv:0707.1863 [hep-th]].

[55] G. Amelino-Camelia, A. Marciano and D. Pranzetti, “On the 5D differential calculus and translation transformations in 4D kappa-Minkowski noncommutative spacetime,” Int. J. Mod. Phys. A 24 (2009), 5445-5463 doi:10.1142/S0217751X09046394 [arXiv:0709.2063 [hep-th]].

[56] A. Sitarz, “Noncommutative differential calculus on the kappa Minkowski space,” Phys. Lett.

B 349 (1995), 42-48 doi:10.1016/0370-2693(95)00223-8 [arXiv:hep-th/9409014 [hep-th]].