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Spectral dimensions and dimension spectra of quantum spacetimes
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Different approaches to quantum gravity generally predict that the dimension of spacetime at the
fundamental level is not 4. The principal tool to measure how the dimension changes between the IR and
UV scales of the theory is the spectral dimension. On the other hand, the noncommutative-geometric
perspective suggests that quantum spacetimes ought to be characterized by a discrete complex set—the
dimension spectrum. We show that these two notions complement each other and the dimension spectrum
is very useful in unraveling the UV behavior of the spectral dimension. We perform an extended analysis
highlighting the trouble spots and illustrate the general results with two concrete examples: the quantum
sphere and the x-Minkowski spacetime, for a few different Laplacians. In particular, we find that the
spectral dimensions of the former exhibit log-periodic oscillations, the amplitude of which decays rapidly
as the deformation parameter tends to the classical value. In contrast, no such oscillations occur for either of
the three considered Laplacians on the x-Minkowski spacetime.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The concept of spacetime, understood as a differentiable
manifold, has proven to be extremely fruitful in modeling
gravitational phenomena. However, it is generally sup-
posed that the smooth geometry breaks down at small
scales or high energies, due to the quantum effects.
Consequently, many of the familiar notions, such as
causality, distance or dimension, have to be refined within
the adopted new mathematical structure.

An essential property of the hypothetical quantum theory
of gravity, as well as a useful input for constructing it, is the
ability to provide meaningful and testable predictions
concerning deviations of physics from general relativity.
The first step in this direction can be done by characterizing
the structure of (static) quantum spacetime, which replaces
the classical differentiable manifold, but can be seen as a
certain tangible generalization of the latter. This is possible
only if an unambiguous notion of a spacetime could be
provided. In some of the approaches, such a notion is
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preserved only at the intermediate—semiclassical—Ilevel,
while in the full theory spacetime breaks down into discrete
elements, determined either by the fundamental length
scale or a regularization cutoff (see [1] for a conceptual
discussion). In analogy to systems in condensed matter
physics, configurations of the underlying “atoms of space-
time” may form different phases, while (classical) continu-
ous spacetime should emerge in the limit in at least one of
them. Other phases will naturally share some features
with the classical phase. Let us stress in this context the
distinction between the continuum limit, which is a
transition from a discrete protospacetime to the continuous
(but still quantum) spacetime, and the classical limit, in
which we completely recover familiar manifolds of general
relativity.

In the recent years, calculations of the effective number
of spacetime dimensions have become an ubiquitous
method to characterize the quantum spacetime. This is
one of only a few tools allowing us to find some order in the
diverse landscape of quantum gravity models [2], whose
predictions are notoriously difficult to compare. The
dimension can be defined in many different ways, some
of which are based on mathematical assumptions and some
on physical concepts, such as thermodynamics [3]. The
most popular notion remains the spectral dimension, which
can be seen as determined by the mathematical properties
of spectral geometry or by a physical (fictitious) diffusion
process. The advantage of the spectral dimension in the
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latter context is its dependence on a parameter (auxiliary
diffusion time) that can be identified with the length scale at
which the geometry is probed. Therefore, it is naturally
interpreted as a measure of how the dimension of spacetime
changes with scale.

Starting with the seminal paper [4] (updated in [5]),
belonging to the causal dynamical triangulations approach
to quantum gravity, the spectral dimension has been calcu-
lated for Horava-Lifshitz gravity [6], asymptotic safety
scenario [7], nonlocal quantum gravity [8], spin foam models
[9] (and kinematical states of loop quantum gravity in general
[10]), causal sets [11,12] and multifractional spacetimes [13].
The almost universal prediction is the dimensional reduction
at the smallest scales (the UV limit) to the value of 2, for which
general relativity would actually become power-counting
renormalizable. On the other hand, in some cases values
different from 2 are obtained in the UV limit, especially in
nonclassical phases of models with a nontrivial phase
diagram. The situation is similar for quantum gravity in less
than 3 + 1 topological dimensions [6,7,13,14] (see also [15]).

Quantum spacetime often turns out to be described in
terms of broadly understood noncommutative geometry,
which is also sometimes treated as a stand-alone approach to
quantum gravity. A particular example is the k-Minkowski
spacetime [16], associated with x-Poincaré algebra [17,18]
and widely considered in doubly/deformed special relativity
and relative locality. As it was shown in [19], the small-scale
behavior of the spectral dimension of x-Minkowski space-
time (first calculated in [20]) depends on the Laplacian,
which can be chosen according to several distinct principles.
For 3 + 1-dimensional k-Minkowski spacetime, there are at
least three possibilities in the UV: the dimension decreasing
to 3, growing to 6 or diverging. However, as we will discuss
in Sec. IVD, there may be a way to reconcile these
contrasting results. Let us also note that [21] presents
an example of a noncommutative toy model [with U(1) x
SU(2) momentum space] that exhibits the dimensional
reduction to 2, i.e., the value obtained in the approaches
to quantum gravity mentioned before.

Recently, it has also been suggested [22,23], in the
context of multifractional theories [24], that the dimension
of quantum spacetimes can acquire complex values. These,
on the other hand, result in log-periodic oscillations in
various physical quantities [25] and can possibly affect the
cosmic microwave background spectrum [23], introduce a
stochastic noise to gravitational waves [26] or modify the
thermodynamics of photons [27]. More generally, complex
dimensions (or complex critical exponents) and the corre-
sponding log-periodic oscillations can also arise in the
systems with discrete scale invariance, which is observed in
many contexts, including some particular cases of holog-
raphy [28], as well as condensed matter physics, earth-
quakes and financial markets, see, e.g., [29].

Meanwhile, it has already been recognized by Connes and
Moscovici in 1995 [30] that quantum spaces—understood

as spaces determined by noncommutative algebras of
observables—ought to be characterized by a discrete subset
of the complex plane—the dimension spectrum, rather than
a single number. More precisely, in noncommutative geom-
etry the dimension spectrum is defined as the set of poles
of the spectral zeta functions of geometrical provenance.
These, on the other hand, are intimately connected with the
celebrated heat trace expansion via the Mellin functional
transform (see [31,32] and also [33]). Both spectral zeta
functions and heat trace expansions are indispensable tools
in quantum field theory [34-36], also in its noncommutative
version [37]. The heat trace can be utilized to compute
the one-loop effective action and allows one to study
the short-distance behavior of propagators, along with
quantum anomalies and some nonperturbative effects
[38]. Consequently, it is justified to expect that the structure
of the entire dimension spectrum of a given noncommutative
geometry is relevant for physics.

Among the noncommutative spaces with known dimen-
sion spectra an interesting example is provided by the
Podle§ quantum sphere [39]. For a particular choice of
geometry [40], the dimension spectrum turns out to have
surprising features [41]: First, it exhibits the dimension
drop (also called the dimensional reduction) from 2 to 0.
Secondly, the associated spectral zeta function contains
poles outside the real axis, suggesting self-similarity.
Thirdly, these poles are of second order, which is character-
istic for spaces with conical singularities [42]. Finally,
the corresponding heat trace expansion turns out to be
convergent—in sharp contrast to the case of smooth
manifolds, where it is only asymptotic. As we will show,
the above features are shared by two other geometries (i.e.,
other Laplacians) on the quantum sphere but the fine details
of their heat trace expansions are different. The latter fact
strengthens the observation made in [19] by one of us in the
case of x-Minkowski space that the spectral dimension
characterizes a given quantum space equipped with a
specific Laplacian.

Let us note that the effective dimensionality of spaces
with a topological dimension lower than 4 is relevant
not only from the perspective of toy models of lower-
dimensional (quantum) gravity but also in the context of the
problem of entanglement entropy [43]. The reason is that
the latter can be derived from the heat trace over the
boundary of some region of space [44].

The purpose of this work is to revisit the concept of the
spectral dimension from the perspective of the dimension
spectrum. We show that the latter is a valuable rigorous tool
to study the UV behavior of the spectral dimension. To this
end, we first provide, in Sec. II, the definitions of both
concepts and highlight the trouble spots. Then, in Sec. III,
we compute the dimension spectra and spectral dimensions
of three Laplacians on the Podle§ quantum sphere [39]. We
show that the dimension drop observed by Benedetti [20]
has a finer structure with the square-logarithmic decay and
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log-periodic oscillations. For values of the deformation
parameter g close to the classical value 1 the amplitude
of these oscillations becomes very small and they are
invisible in numerical plots. On the other hand, their
presence is clearly attested for any ¢ by nonreal numbers
in the dimension spectrum. Next, in Sec. IV, we study the
dimension spectra of three different Laplacians on the
k-Minkowski spacetime in 2, 3 and 4 topological dimen-
sions. We utilize these to identify the leading and
subleading short-scale behavior of the spectral dimensions
obtained in [19]. This example uncovers an ambiguity in
the definition of the spectral dimension related to the order
of the “Laplacian-like” operator. We summarize our find-
ings in Sec. V and discuss their consequences for model
building in quantum gravity.

II. TWO FACES OF DIMENSIONALITY

A. Spectral dimension of a diffusion process

The usual perspective in quantum gravity is to introduce
the spectral dimension as a characteristic of the fictitious
diffusion (or random walk) process on a given configura-
tion space. Let us first consider a diffusion process on a
Riemannian manifold (M, g) of topological dimension d,
which is described by the heat equation

gK()c,xo;a)+AK()C,)C0;6):0, (1)
Jo
with a second-order differential operator A in variable x and
an auxiliary time variable ¢ > 0 (playing the role of a scale
parameter). In general, the operator A does not need to be
the standard Laplacian —¢**V,V,, u,v = 1,...,d—it can
be a Laplace-type operator [38] or even a pseudodifferential
one (see [45]).
In order to solve Eq. (1) one needs to impose appropriate
initial/boundary conditions. Typically, one chooses the
initial condition of the form

89 (x - xp)

VIdetg(x)]

In particular, in the case of d = 4 and the flat Euclidean
metric, the solution to Eq. (1) can be expressed as an
(inverse) Fourier transform

K(x,x9;0 =0) = (2)

d*p .

where £ is the momentum space representation of A.
To characterize the diffusion process (1) we may use the
return probability

1
~ volV

P(o)

/d4x | detg|K (x, x;0), c>0, (4
v

where we integrate over a fiducial volume V. (It factorizes
in the leading term and therefore can be taken to infinity if
needed). P(o) is the probability that after the time o the
diffusion will return to the same point x € V. C M. The
spectral dimension is now taken to be a function of the scale
parameter o defined as

ds(0) = _Zﬁg)lg P(o) 2 OP(o) ‘ (5)
ogo P(o) Oo

In the case of M being a flat Euclidean space of
topological dimension d, we have dg(c) = d for all o.
Therefore, in general, if dg(c) € N for a given value of o, it
can be interpreted as the effective dimension such that the
ordinary diffusion process in dg(o)-dimensional Euclidean
space would approximately behave as the A-governed
diffusion on M. If we choose the appropriate Laplacian,
small values of ¢ allow us to probe the ultraviolet structure
of M, while large ones correspond to its infrared geometry.
However, for sufficiently large o the function (5) becomes
sensitive to the finite size of M and the curvature of g.

The original definition (5) applies solely in the context of
Riemannian manifolds. The departure from smooth geom-
etry requires a suitable generalization.

Within the framework of deformed relativistic sym-
metries, the noncommutative geometry of spacetime is
accompanied by a curved momentum space. Typically, the
latter is a non-Abelian Lie group, equipped with an
invariant Haar measure u. This suggests a natural gener-
alization of formula (3) to (cf. [15,19,21])

d , )
K(.X', X5 G) = / (/2/:(:)74) e’pu(x_xo); e_5£(P>’ (6)

representing the noncommutative Fourier transform
(i.e., inverse of the group Fourier transform) of the function
e k.

More generally, one can adopt the definition of a heat
operator ¢~°’, which applies for any closed, possibly
unbounded, operator 7" acting on a separable Hilbert space
‘H (cf. [45] and Appendix A of [33]). If T is bounded from
below and e~°7 is trace class, one defines the heat trace (or
the “return probability””) of an abstract operator T as

P(0) = Trye T = Z e (1) (7)
n=0

where 4,(7) are the eigenvalues of 7' counted with their
multiplicities.

For a compact Riemannian manifold M and T = A,
the trace can be computed via the standard integral kernel
methods and one obtains (from now on we drop the
normalization)
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Trj2e” 4 :/ d*x\/| detg|K(x,x;06) = P(0),
M

for any ¢ > 0.

Formula (7) allows us to extend the notion of the spectral
dimension (5) beyond the realm of smooth manifolds. For
an abstract operator 7' one has

o TrHTe_GT _ Zf,o:o )“n(T)e_M"(n
ds(o) =20 Tre ™ 26 o oo (8)

Let us now point out a few trouble spots with usage of (7)

and hence the spectral dimension:

(1) First, one needs to make sure that formula (7) is well
defined. The trace-class property of e°7 for all
o > 0 is guaranteed on general grounds if 7 is a
classical pseudodifferential operator on a compact
manifold M [31,32], but it may fail, for instance, on
infinite-dimensional spaces [46].

(2) If the spacetime manifold M is not compact, then
e~°T is typically not trace class (actually, not even
compact) even if T is an honest classical pseudo-
differential operator. Consequently, to define the
heat trace one needs an IR cutoff in the form of a
trace-class operator F

P(o,F) := TryFe™T. 9)

On a manifold, one can simply take F' to be a
function projecting on a compact fiducial volume V,
as done in formula (4). Then, after restoring the
normalization, V can eventually be taken to infinity,
showing the independence of the spectral dimension
on the IR regularization. On the other hand, there is
no reason to assume that a similar factorization
would take place outside of the realm of manifolds.
Although it can be demonstrated for specific exam-
ples, such as the x-Minkowski spacetime which
we consider in Sec. IV, in general one should
expect to encounter the notorious IR/UV mixing
problem [47].

(3) The multiplicative factor 2 in Eq. (5) originates from
the fact that the Laplacian is a second-order differ-
ential operator. This can be easily adapted if 7 is the
(pseudo)differential operator of any order > 0 by
redefining

_0logP(o)

ds(o) === (10)

However, beyond the safe realm of smooth mani-
folds, the order of T is not a priori defined and
Eq. (10) becomes ambiguous. We shall illustrate this
problem in Sec. IV.

(4) The direct computation of the spectral dimension
from formula (8) requires full knowledge about the
spectrum of 7', which is seldom granted. One could
resort to asymptotic formulas for heat traces
[cf. Eq. (11)] to unveil the small-c behavior of the
spectral dimension, but the result can be very
misleading if one quits the UV sector [48].

(5) A consistent interpretation of dg(s) as a scale-
dependent dimension of spacetime requires it to
reach the “classical value” in the IR sector. However,
the latter is equal to 4 only in the very specific
instance of R*, in which case actually ds(c) = 4
independently of the value of o. If the classical
spacetime has compact topology or nontrivial cur-
vature, then either dg(o) tends to O or grows to
infinity as ¢ — oo, depending on whether the oper-
ator T has a trivial kernel or not (cf. A% versus AP
on Fig. 7). As for the latter, one can use the notion of
the spectral variance [49] to remove the zero mode.
In either case, in order to recover the correct
dimension in the IR, one has to match the large-
scale behavior of dg(o) of the quantum model with
the corresponding classical spacetime manifold, as
was done for causal dynamical triangulations
in [14].

(6) Finally, in order to study the spectral dimension of
spacetime, which is characterized by a Lorentzian
metric, one first has to perform the Wick rotation of
it, i.e., an analytic continuation to the Euclidean
signature. This is a rather cumbersome procedure
even in the case of curved pseudo-Riemannian
manifolds and it is likely to be even more problem-
atic in quantum spacetime models (see, however,
[50]). We shall not explore this issue here since the
considered examples are either Euclidean from the
start (quantum spheres) or have the well-defined
Euclidean counterparts (k-Minkowski momentum
spaces [19]).

B. Dimension spectrum from asymptotic expansion

Let us now restart with the spacetime modeled by a
Riemannian manifold M and turn toward the notion of the
dimension spectrum.

Abundant information about the geometry of M can
be learned from the celebrated heat kernel expansion
[31,32,38]:

0

P(o) ~ a (TYe =D/ N b, (T)6’ logs, (11
©) 502 %(T) >_be(T)ologo, (1)

where 7 is the order of the pseudodifferential operator 7. A
few comments about formula (11) are in order.

First, the infinite series in formula (11) are asymptotic
series, which are in general divergent for any o > 0.
Nevertheless, the formula has a precise meaning as an
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asymptotic expansion (cf. [51] and Sec. 2.5 of [33]).
It provides accurate information about the small-c asymp-
totic behavior of P(s), but in general it fails for larger
values of o [48].

Secondly, if T is a differential operator, the coefficients
by(T) = 0 and a;(T) are locally computable quantities of
geometrical origin—that is, they can be expressed as
a;(T) = [,;al (x). On the other hand, if 7 is only pseu-
dodifferential, then a;(T') for (k — d) € nN are not locally
computable [52].

Thirdly, one sees thatd = dim M isencodedin Eq. (11) as
the leading small-o behavior, while ay(T) « vol(M).If Tisa
scalar Laplace-type operator and M has no boundary, then the
odd coefficients a,,,(T) vanish. The second coefficient
reads a,(T) = L (4x)~92 [}, d"x\/g(x)R(x), where R is
the scalar curvature, whereas a,,(T) for n > 2 involve
higher-orderinvariants constructed from the Riemann tensor.
If T acts on a vector bundle E over M, then a,,(T) involve also
the curvature of E—see [38] for a complete catalog.

Finally, Eq. (11) extends to the noncompact setting.
As mentioned earlier, this requires an IR regularizing
operator—typically, a compactly supported smooth func-
tion f on M. In such a case, P(o, f) still admits an
asymptotic expansion of the form (11) but its coefficients
now depend on f.

Let us now leave the domain of smooth manifolds and
trade the pseudodifferential operator for a positive
unbounded operator acting on a separable Hilbert space
‘H. In this context, one expects a more general form of the
heat trace expansion (cf. [33]):

P(6) = Trye=T

) )4
g’I/O Z Z Z Az (kan)n (]()g G)no-—z(k,m) , (12)

k=0 meZ n=0

for a (discrete, but possibly infinite) set of complex
numbers z(k,m). We define the dimension spectrum of
the operator T as the collection of exponents (i.e., a set of
numbers):

Sd(T) == Y z(k,m) C C, (13)

whence the number (p + 1), capturing the maximal power
of logo terms in Eq. (12), is called the order of the
dimension spectrum ord Sd(T'). It is also useful to define
the maximal (real) dimension in the spectrum

dsq = sup Re(z). (14)
z€Sd

From Eq. (7) one immediately reads out that if 7 is
a classical pseudodifferential operator, then Sd(7T) C
%(d— N) = {(d — k)/n|k € N} and ord Sd(T') < 2, where

n =n(T) is the order of T and d is the dimension of the

underlying manifold. In particular, if 7 is a differential
operator, then ordSd(7T) = 1. In either case we have
dsq = d/n, as expected.

Dimension spectra of higher order can be found
beyond the realm of classical pseudodifferential operators
[33,42,53,54]. In particular, dimension spectra of order 3
were found for Fuchs-type operators on manifolds with
conical singularities [42]. Surprisingly enough, the same
feature was discovered in the very different context of the
quantum sphere [41,55] (see Sec. III). Meanwhile, the
presence of complex numbers in Sd, typical for fractal
spaces [56], is interpreted as a signature of the self-similar
structure [57]. In view of formula (12) this implies in turn
that the heat trace exhibits oscillations [25,27].

The above definition of dimension spectrum is borrowed
from noncommutative geometry a la Connes [58]. The
central notion of the latter is a spectral triple (A, H, D)
consisting of a noncommutative algebra A of space(time)
observables represented on H and an unbounded operator D
acting on H, all tied together with a set of axioms. In this
context, one talks about the dimension spectrum of a spectral
triple Sd(A, H, D) [30] (cf. also Sec. 1.4 of [33]), which is
the union of dimension spectra of a family of operators.l
These originate from the fluctuations of the bare operator D.

On the physical side, considering fluctuated D amounts to
dressing it with all gauge potentials available for a given
spectral triple. Thus, one could say that Sd(D) refers to
the “pure gravity” scenario. The internal fluctuations of
geometry caused by the gauge fields will in general change
the dimension spectrum, including its order. They will
not, however, change the maximal dimension dg4 (see
Proposition 4.11 of [33]). Observe that the spectral dimen-
sion will also change in presence of other “nongravitational”
fields as the bare Laplacian will get dressed by a potential.

It is also worth noting (see [33,59] for the full story) that
if a positive operator 7 admits an expansion of the form
(12), then the associated spectral zeta function {7 defined as

Cr(s) =TrT™, for Re(s) >0, (15)
admits a meromorphic extension to the whole complex
plane. This enjoyable interplay is revealed with the help of
the Mellin transform:

/ ¥ Tre=To"1do = T(s)¢p(s), for Re(s) > 0.  (16)
0

Formula (16) allows us furthermore to retrieve the
complete structure of poles of {7. In particular, the set
Sd(T') coincides with the set of poles of the function I - {7
and, moreover,

"The precise statement is: If (A, H, D) is a spectral triple and
|D| admits an expansion of the form (12), then Sd(|D|) C
Sd(A, H,D) and ordSd(|D|) < ordSd(A, H, D).
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VzeSd l?zezs(s —2)"'T'(s)¢r(s) = (=1)"nla,,. (17)

Recall that the Gamma function has simple poles at
nonpositive integers with Res,__,I'(s) = (=1)7/#!. In
summary, a term of order (logs)" '6~% in the small-o
expansion of P(c) corresponds to a pole of I" - {7 of order n
at z € C.

Let us now discuss the properties and problems of
the dimension spectrum, as compared with the spectral
dimension:

(1) On top of the problem of checking whether, for a
given operator 7, Eq. (7) is well defined, one needs
to prove the existence of an asymptotic expansion of
the form (12). This is guaranteed if T is a classical
elliptic pseudoditferential operator [52] (cf. also
Appendix A of [33]). On the other hand, beyond
this realm it is a formidable task and no general
results are available (see, however, [33,59]).

(2) In the noncompact case, the dimension spectrum
would suffer from the same problems with the
IR/UV mixing. Both the coefficients a,, and the
set Sd, as well as its order, would in general depend
upon the choice of the IR regularization (9).

(3) As in the case of the spectral dimension, the
dimension spectrum depends on the order # of the
operator at hand. This may result in the ambiguous
interpretation of dgy as the dimension of the under-
lying space (see Sec. 1V).

(4) Because the exponents z(k,m) are in general com-
plex numbers, the heat trace P(c) will exhibit
oscillations as ¢ tends to O and hence so will the
spectral dimension dg. This oscillatory behavior
of dg in the UV may be hard to detect in the
numerical plots, as we illustrate in Sec. III. Within
the dimension spectrum it is, however, well sepa-
rated from the leading divergence rate in the UV,
which is naturally given by dgq. Moreover, we have
ds(0) = ndsy, provided that the limit dg(0) exists.

(5) The dimension spectrum has no issues with the zero
modes of T. Also, in contrast to the spectral
dimension, the curvature does not affect the expo-
nents z(k, m) contained in the spectrum but instead
only the coefficients a, ,.

(6) As in the case of the spectral dimension, the dimen-
sion spectrum is not formally defined for spaces with
Lorentzian signature (unless they are Wick rotated).
This is because the relevant operators are wave
operators, which are hyperbolic and not elliptic
[cf. Sec. 2.3 of [38] and Problem (4) in Chap. 5 of
[33]]. Whereas the formal heat kernel expansion
(11) does not exist, an analog of a;’s—called the
Hadamard coefficients—can be defined (see [60]).

2If ker T is nontrivial, the spectral zeta function {7 is not
well defined, but this can be easily circumvented—see Eq. (1.1)
of [33].

In the next section, we illustrate the (dis)similarities of
the two notions of dimensionality via a careful analysis of
two classes of examples.

III. QUANTUM SPHERE

A quantum sphere was first introduced by Podle$ [39] as
a quantum homogeneous space of the deformed group
SU,(2). As a topological space it is described via the
complex *-algebra A, generated by A = A*,B and B*
subject to the relations

AB = ¢°BA,
BB* = g?A(1 - A),

AB* = g72B*A,
B*B = A(1 — ¢*A), (18)

for a deformation parameter 0 < g < 1. In the limit ¢ — 1,

one recovers the classical algebra of continuous functions

on the unit two-sphere. This abstract algebra is faithfully
represented on a Hilbert space H,, spanned by orthonormal
vectors |I,m),, with me{—l,—I+1,....1} and [ € N+,

mimicking the chiral spinors on S? [40].

The geometry of quantum spheres has been extensively
studied within the framework of spectral triples [40,41,
61-64]. Among the known geometries particularly inter-
esting is the one equivariant under the action of the Hopf
algebra U, (811(2)) [40]. Its dimension spectrum and heat
trace were computed analytically in [41]. These turned out
to exhibit a number of surprising features:

(a) The maximal dimension in the dimension spectrum
dgq 1s equal to O.

(b) The spectrum Sd is of order 3 and the leading term in
the expansion (12) is log® o.

(c) Sd is a regular lattice on the complex plane, which
corresponds to log-periodic oscillations of the heat
trace and suggests a self-similar structure of the
quantum sphere.

(d) The expansion (12), expected to be only asymptotic, is
actually convergent for all o.

The quantum sphere served in [20] as a toy example to
illustrate the phenomenon of dimension drop in quantum
spacetimes. The operator determining the geometry
employed in [20] originates from the Casimir operator
on the Hopf algebra ¢/, (8u(2)). It could be regarded as a
“scalar Laplacian,” which differs slightly from the “spinor
Laplacian” derived from the “Dirac operator” introduced in
[40]—see Sec. III D.

Below we present the computations of both the dimen-
sion spectrum and the spectral dimension for the above-
mentioned two Laplacians on the quantum sphere and a
third—*“simplified”—one. The latter allows for explicit
analytic computations while capturing the essential
small-o behavior of heat traces for both scalar and spinor
Laplacians.
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A. Simplified Laplacian

The simplified Dirac operator Dg on a quantum sphere
was introduced in [41]. Together with the algebra A, and
the Hilbert space H,, it satisfies all of the axioms of a
spectral triple. Its square—the simplified Laplacian—acts
on basis vectors of H, as

sm 20+1)
Aq

ILm)y, = ug Im),,

with u = u(q) = (¢=' — q)™. The simple exponential

form of eigenvalues implies a self-similarity relation

A = (D3)? = u|’D22|. Note that Aj™ has no zero modes

and does not have a well-defined classical limit g — 1.
The heat trace associated with AZ" reads

Py (0) = Try e~

l

SY Y S e

+.— 1eN+1/2 m=—
=2 Z (21 + 1) exp (—oug=1+1)
leNt1/2

= 4§:nexp (—oug™"). (19)

n=1

l,m).

When ¢ tends to infinity, P;"(c) decays as e
However, the small-c behavior of P}"(c) cannot be easily
deduced from the doubly exponential series in Eq. (19).

On the other hand, the associated zeta function is a
simple geometric series:

[Se]

Ca(s) = T (A" =4 > g™

n=1

— 4u—sq2s(1 _ q2s)—27 (20)

which is meromorphic on the entire complex plane. It has
double poles located solely on the imaginary axis, for
s = nij/logq with j € Z.

In this specific case one can deduce, via (the inverse of)
Eq. (16), the explicit “nonperturbative” formula for the heat
trace (Theorem 4.13 of [41]):

P (o) = [210g?(uo) + G(log(uc)) log(uc)

[G'(log(uc)) + 4] log(uc) + F'(log(uc)) + G(log(uc)) + uoR}y,(uc)

where F and G are periodic bounded smooth functions on
R, defined as

i L
G(x)=4y—4 F(—J) emiix/logq
,-EZZ; logg

F(x) = (2 + 67% — 4log’ )

+4Zr<_ i j)l//(ﬂ—i ')eﬂin/logq’
i \ logg logq

The symbol y denotes the Euler-Mascheroni constant
and y = T”/T—the digamma function. All of the series
invoked in the above formulas are absolutely convergent
on R.

From Eq. (21) we can quickly read out the dimension
spectrum [see Fig. 1(b)]:

i

U(-N)

— {l]dkez} U{-n|neN}, with ordSd=3.
logg

(22)

It coincides with the set of poles of the function I" - Agms S
expected from general theorems discussed around Eq. (16).
The third-order pole at s = 0 yields the leading log? ¢ term,
the second-order purely imaginary poles of { A result in
the oscillating behavior captured by F and G, whereas the
simple poles of I" at negative integers give rise to the
remainder R,

Let us emphasize that Eq. (21) is indeed a genuine
equality valid for any ¢ > 0. This is in sharp contrast with a
typical situation of heat trace expansion on a manifold
where one has only an asymptotic formula at one’s
disposal. We can thus compute explicitly the corresponding
spectral dimension:

~ 4log?q
+ F(log(uo))] + Ryn(uo), (21)
|
At (e) = -2

This function is plotted and analyzed in Sec. III D.

2log?(uo) + G(log(uc)) log(uc) + F(log(uc)) + Ry (uo)
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B. Spinor Laplacian

Let us now turn to the spinor Laplacian Ag’. It arises as
the square of the Dirac operator D,,, introduced in [40]. The
latter is a unique I/, (811(2))-equivariant operator, which
renders a real spectral triple. The spinor Laplacian acts on
basis vectors of H, as

AZP“’ m)i — u(q—(lJrl/Z) _ q([+1/2))2|l,m>i,

with u = (¢=' — ¢)72, as previously. The operator Ay also
does not have a zero mode. In the limit ¢ — 1 it tends
(strongly) to the spinor Laplacian on S? [cf. Eq. (30)].

The spectral zeta function associated with A can easily
be computed (cf. Propositions 1 and 2 of [41] and also the
Appendix):

Cay(s) = Try, (AF)™ = Try [Dy[ ™ =, (29)

5 © q2ks
=4u* k———-
kzz:l (1 _ q2k)2s
=T'(n+2s) q*"
= g . (o4
o ; nl(2s) (1-g*mt))? 2

The last formula provides a valid meromorphic extension
to the entire complex plane.

The full asymptotic expansion of Py () could again
be deduced from formula (24) via the inverse Mellin
transform, along the lines of [41]. The rather tedious
computations can be bypassed by noting that Ay and
A" commute and differ by a bounded perturbation

Pim(o) — Py (0) = Tr(e™%" — e~oAY)
= Tre 87" (1 — ¢~o(&7 A7)
< |1 = e84 P (o)
= O(olog?s).
The last equality follows from an operatorial inequality

lim,_o 1|1 — ]| < ||X|| (see Remark 4.12 of [41]) and
Eq. (21). This means that

Pi(o)

= Tio?q [2log?(uc) + G(log(uc)) log(uc)

+ Fllog(us))] + Ry uo). (25)

Hence indeed the leading small-¢ behavior of P (c) is
captured by Eq. (21) for the simplified Laplacian. This
harmonizes with the fact that the n = 0 term in the last
formula in Eq. (24) is nothing but { A

The structure of the remainder Ry,(c) can be inferred
from Eq. (24) for the zeta function, in close analogy with
Theorem 4.4 of [41]. Observe that AP has poles located on
a regular lattice in the left complex half-plane [see
Fig. 1(c)]. Consequently, I'" - AP has third-order poles at
negative integers—yielding ¢"log? ¢ contribution and
double poles elsewhere—giving rise to ¢”//1°¢45" log &
oscillatory terms. In total,

R, (x)GIO Z [h, log? x + G, (log x) log x + F,(log x)]x",
n=1

(26)

where 4, € R and F,, G, are periodic bounded functions
of a form similar to that of ' and G. Let us stress that the
sum over n need not a priori be convergent, which is just a
restatement of the fact that asymptotic expansions of heat

AP — A =2+ (Af]m)‘l. Consequently, we can write traces are generically divergent.
AIm(s) AIm(s) AIm(s)
3¢ * ok k% 3o
2¢ * * * * 2¢
v Xk % % v
> > — e o o o o
-4 -3 =2 -1 |0 1 Re(s) -4 -3 -2 -1 |0 Re(s) -4 -3 =2 -1 |0 Re(s)
- * * * * —p
—2p * * * * —2¢p
—3p * * * * —3p
(a) (b) (©
FIG. 1. (a) A comparison of dimension spectra for different Laplacians on two-sphere SA(A*) = Sd(A*®) and on quantum sphere

(b) SA(AS™), (¢) SA(AY) = Sd(A). The symbols x,  and * denote points in Sd, corresponding to poles of the function I' - £ of order 1,
2 and 3, respectively, while ¢ = 7/(log ¢). An nth-order pole of the function I"-{ yields a term proportional to (logs)"! in the

asymptotic expansion of P(c) [recall Eq. (17)].
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This analysis leads to the conclusion about the dimen-
sion spectrum:

7l

Sd(AP) =
( LI) Iqu

Z—-N

—{ m k—n|keZ,neN}, with ordSd = 3.
logq

42 () = =2

[G'(log(uo)) + 4]log(uc) + F'(log(uc)) + G(log(uc))

Observe the difference with respect to Eq. (22), illustrated
in Fig. 1.

Even though we only have an asymptotic formula for
P7, we can deduce the leading behavior of the spectral
dimension associated with the spinor Laplacian. This is
because formula (26) grants us an explicit control on the
remainder. We thus have

Hence, also the spectral dimensions associated with the
spinor and simplified Laplacians on the quantum sphere
share the same leading behavior for small c—see Fig. 2.

C. Scalar Laplacian
The scalar Laplacian Ay, introduced in [20], originates
from the Casimir operator on the Hopf algebra ¢/, (8u(2)).
It acts on a Hilbert space H;, (on which the algebra A, can
also be faithfully represented) spanned by orthonormal
vectors |j,m), with m € {—j,—j+1,...,j} and j €N as

[Se]

2log*(uo) + G(log(uc)) log(uc) + F(log(uc))

+O(0) = d§™" (o) + O(0).

|
_ cosh(}(2j + 1)logq) — cosh(logq) .
AG|j.m) = : S h2 (1 : |j.m)
2sinh*(5log q)

=u(vq)g™" (g7 = 1=q+q¢")|jm). (27)

In the limit ¢ — 1 the operator A7’ tends (strongly) to the
standard scalar Laplacian on S? [cf. (31)]. In contradis-
tinction with A}, it does have a zero mode, which means
that P (o) tends to dim KerAj® = 1 as ¢ goes to infinity.

The small-¢ behavior of the heat trace can be deduced by
singling out the unbounded part of A7, as in the case of
A7 Namely, we have

Py (0) = Tryy e™% = 2(2]' + 1) exp{—ou(/q)g " *(¢77 =1 —q+ ¢'*")}

=0

[]s

1+

n=1

8

1

_—

-1+

0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0

(2n+1) exp{—au(\/ﬁ)q_l/z(q_” —1l—-g+q""")}
1+ Y (2n+ 1)exp{—ou(\/q)q""*q7"} + O(clog? 5)

S Ploa™?) + ;exp{—au(\@q‘” ¢} + O(clog’ o).

0.08 |
0.06 |
0.04 |
0.02 ¢

-0.02 |

-0.04 |

FIG. 2. Left panel: the dark blue line is the spectral dimension for the Laplacian A", computed numerically from Eq. (8) up to the
100th eigenvalue. The leading behavior in the UV is determined from Eq. (33) as —4/(log ) (light green line). Right panel: the function

d¥™™ after subtraction of the leading behavior —4/(log o) clearly shows the log-periodic oscillations.
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The last series can be evaluated explicitly (Proposition
12 of [59]) using the inverse Mellin transform
technique:

Ze"‘"

{logx +y ——logq + H(logx)] +0(x),

ZF< 2zi ) p2mikx/logq
logg

kez*

dg’sc(a) =

Loq 2 (P) (0g7'%) + pba [1 + H' (log(ou(\/q)g™"/?))]

This yields

1 1
Pi(0) = 3 PU(oa™ %) o - lloalou(y)) + 7

+ H(log(ou(\/q)q7'?))] + O(olog’0).  (28)

Similarly as in the spinor case, one can unfold the
structure of the remainder by an inspection of the zeta
function { Ax—see the Appendix. Its meromorphic struc-
ture is very similar to that of {y». The conclusion is that Ay

and A7’ have identical dimension spectra, both of order 3.

Formula (28) allows us also to compute the spectral
dimension associated with { A up to the terms of order
O(o) at 6 =0,

%P%(Jq‘l/z) +

where the last equality follows from the exact formula (23).
It shows that the leading small-c behavior of the spectral
dimension for the scalar Laplacian is captured by the
rescaled spectral dimension for AZ".

D. Comparison

We now compare the results obtained for the three
Laplacians and contrast them with their classical
counterparts.

Recall that the spinor Laplacian3 acts on spinor harmon-
ics over the unit two-sphere as follows [66,67]:

= (e

In turn, for the scalar Laplacian (also known as the Laplace-
Beltrami operator) we have [45]

) (30)

A%*ljom) = j(j+)lj.m). (31)

Let us first have a look at the dimension spectra at Fig. 1.
Both A and A’¢ are classical differential operators of
second order acting over a two-dimensional manifold.
Consequently, we have [32] (see also [48] for a direct
computation)

’In the mathematical literature [65] the spinor Laplacian A is
slightly different from AP, which is the square of the Dirac
operator 2. The two operators are related through the Schro-
dinger-Lichnerowicz formula p? = AS + 1 iR, with R being the
scalar curvature. On the unit two-sphere Wlth a round metric the
difference amounts to a trivial shift A% = p> = AS 42,

e llog(ou(\/q)) +v + H(log(ou(\/q)q
= dg/q’sm(q‘l/za) + O((logo)72),

) O

(29)

[

SA(A®) = Sd(A%) =1—N, with ordSd=1. (32)

In the classical case we have dgy = 1, in agreement with
the general formula dgy = d/n, as d =2 and n=2. In
contrast, for all three operators on the quantum sphere we
have dgy = 0. In order to interpret this fact as the dimension
drop, i.e., d =0, we need to argue that the “quantum
Laplacians” are of order 7 > 0.

In the framework of spectral triples, the operator D,
verifies the so-called first-order condition [40], which
mimics the demand for a classical Dirac operator to be a
first-order differential operator [58,68]. On the physical
side, this condition limits the admissible fluctuations of an
operator D by gauge fields [69] and thus it is pertinent in
building particle physics models from noncommutative
geometry [70,71]. Since D, is a first-order operator, for
A7 = D; we should set 7 = 2. The operator D; does not
meet the first-order condition [41] and A7* does not come
from a “Dirac” operator at all. Nevertheless, Azm differs
from A7’ by a bounded perturbation and so does A7 aftera
suitable rescaling and reparametrization g~ ,/q. We can
thus safely assume that 7(A’) = n(A3™) = 2 and conclude
that indeed the dimension of the quantum sphere is 0. The
issue of the order of an operator over a quantum space is
more subtle for the k-Minkowski space, as we will see in
the next section.

The existence of nonpositive numbers in the dimension
spectra of the two classical Laplacians on the two-sphere
certify the impact of the nontrivial Riemann tensor on the
heat trace [recall Eq. (11)]. The dimension spectra of
quantum Laplacians also contain negative numbers, which
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1
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10—20 L

00 02 0.4 0.6 08

T04

FIG. 3. The g dependence of the amplitude of (leading
frequency) oscillations in the spectral dimension for A3 (dark
blue) and A (light red). The former is given by the function A(q)
defined in Eq. (34), whereas the latter is A(,/g), because of the
relation (29).

suggest that quantum spheres are “curved” in some sense
(see, e.g., [46,72-76] for a discussion of curvature of
quantum spaces). On top of that, these dimension spectra
contain points outside of the real axis, which hint at some
kind of self-similar structure of the quantum sphere [41,57]
(see also [25,27]). Note also that, excluding the simplified
case of AJ", the nonreal points appear all over the left
complex half-plane. This suggests that the curvature and
self-similar structure of a quantum sphere are deeply
interwoven.

Finally, the dimension spectra of quantum Laplacians are
of order 3, which means that they are already beyond the
realm of classical pseudodifferential operators, as the latter
can only have ord Sd = 2. Third-order poles in the dimen-
sion spectra have been detected in the context of manifolds
with conical singularities [42]. They occur when one
studies the conical singularities (and, more generally,
stratified spaces) from the perspective of manifolds with
boundary [77]. Concretely, specific nonlocal boundary
conditions related to the singularity coerce the use of

ds
2.0}

1.5+
1.0+

0.5¢

‘ -0
0.100 1

107" 0.001 0.010

Fuchs-type operators [54]. Although the mathematical
context here is very different, one might take it as a (not
so surprising) indication that the geometry of the quantum
sphere is not smooth.

We now turn to the analysis of the spectral dimensions.

Let us first have a look at the small-o behavior of dg(c)
for the simplified Laplacian AZ". From Eq. (23) one
deduces the leading behavior in the UV:

a5 () = (14 TS ( )i
logo log g iz log g

+ O((logo)72). (33)

The function d%™ for ¢ = 1/2 is illustrated in Fig. 2.

Formula (33) shows that the spectral dimension of AZ"
drops to zero in the UV. Observe that the slope —4/(log o)
does not depend on ¢. On the other hand, the amplitude of
oscillations exhibits strong dependence on the value of g.
Concretely, for the leading frequency [j = 1 in the sum in
Eq. (33)] we have

Alg) =

b4 i
—7T . 34
log g <logq>‘ (34)

The amplitude of oscillations tends to 1 as ¢ — 0 and
decays very rapidly, as e”/(2(¢=1) when ¢ goes to 1—
see Fig. 3.

In the previous sections we have shown that the leading
UV behavior of the spectral dimension for the spinor
Laplacian is captured by d%*". The same is true, after
suitable rescaling, also for the scalar Laplacian, though
with worse precision. The situation is illustrated in Fig. 4
through the numerical summation in Eq. (8) up to the 100th
eigenvalue.

A comparison of the spectral dimension associated with
the operators A, A7 and their classical counterparts A,
A3¢, respectively, is presented in Figs. 5 and 6. The main

ds
0.7¢

0.6}
0.5F
0.4}
0.3}
0.2}

(o

1071° 10710 107°

FIG. 4. A comparison of the UV behavior of the spectral dimensions for three Laplacians on the quantum sphere for ¢ = 1/3. In the
left panel the dark blue line corresponds to d%*"(¢) and the light green one to d%**(5). In the right panel the dark blue line is d%*" (),

whereas the light red one shows dgz’sc(qa).
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ds
3.0,

257
2.0f==========m—mm——mmmmmmezz T
1.5¢
1.0+

0.5}

1076 107 0.01 1

FIG. 5. The spectral dimension dg(c) for A} (continuous
decaying curve) and A} (continuous diverging) with ¢ = 0.15,
and for §? with the scalar (dashed decaying curve) and spinorial
(dashed diverging) Laplacians.

ds
2.0
15/
1.0

0.5

0 1 2 3 4 5
FIG. 6. The spectral dimension dg(c) for A, with g = 0.1
(bottom continuous curve), ¢ = 0.5 (middle continuous) and

g = 0.9 (top continuous), and for S? with the scalar Laplacian
(dashed).

conclusion is that the spectral dimensions of both quantum
Laplacians on the quantum sphere exhibit log-periodic
oscillations in UV. The amplitude of these oscillations
drops very rapidly when ¢ tends to the classical value 1 (see
Fig. 3). In particular, for A the value ¢ = ¢™' ~0.99
adopted in Fig. 1 in [20], we have A(,/g) ~ 107, which
explains why the oscillations have been overlooked in
that paper.

IV. k-MINKOWSKI SPACETIME

The x-Minkowski space was introduced [16] in the
context of quantum groups that describe deformed relativ-
istic symmetries—it is the spacetime that is bicovariant
under the action and coaction (the former is determined by
the algebraic and the latter by the coalgebraic structure) of

the k-Poincaré Hopf algebra. Both these mathematical
objects can be defined in any number of dimensions
[78] but x-Poincaré algebra was first derived [17,18] in
the (34 1)d case, as a contraction of the quantum-
deformed anti-de Sitter algebra U,(80(3,2)), obtained
by taking the limit of the (real) deformation parameter
g — 1 and anti—de Sitter radius R — oo, while their ratio
Rlogg = k!, k > 0 is kept fixed. Hence the new defor-
mation parameter x has the dimension of inverse length
(in contrast to the dimensionless ¢), which allows for
the geometrization of the Planck mass mp = fic™'Ap,
expressed in terms of Planck length Ap. This peculiar
feature enabled application of x-Poincaré algebra in the
construction of models of so-called doubly special rela-
tivity, which was subsequently recast as the relative locality
framework and serves as an important source for the
quantum gravity phenomenology [79]. The interest in -
Poincaré and x-(anti-)de Sitter algebras is also motivated
by results for the (2 4 1)-dimensional gravity, where it is
known that they may arise from the structure of classical
theory, at least in certain special cases (see [80] and
references therein).

The (n + 1)-dimensional k-Minkowski noncommutative
space is the dual of the subalgebra of translations of the
[(n 4 1)-dimensional] x-Poincaré algebra, since the latter is
naturally interpreted as the algebra of spacetime coordi-
nates. The time X, and spatial coordinates X,, a = 1,...,n
satisfy the following commutation relations:

Xo X)) = Xe  [XeXpJ=0.  (39)

As a vector space, the k-Minkowski space is isomorphic to
the ordinary Minkowski space in n 4+ 1 dimensions, which
can be recovered in the classical limit k — oo. The Lie
algebra generated by X, X, is usually denoted an(n),
where the notation refers to n Abelian and nilpotent
generators X,.

The corresponding Lie group AN(n) has the geometry of
(n + 1)-dimensional elliptic de Sitter space [81,82]. Group
elements can be written as ordered exponentials, whose
ordering is equivalent to the choice of coordinates on the
group manifold. For example, in the time-to-the-right
ordering a group element has the form

g= e—iP“Xa eiPoXo (36)

and Py, P, € R are coordinates in the so-called bicross-
product basis. It is easy to notice that we can interpret
AN(n) as momentum space if such exponentials are treated
as plane waves on (n+ 1)-dimensional x-Minkowski
space. AN(n) is equipped with the structure of the algebra
of translations and is related with spacetime co-
ordinate algebra via the group Fourier transform [83,84].
Furthermore, the geometry of momentum space becomes
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evident in the classical basis (the name refers to the
classical form of expression for the dispersion relation in
this case), which can be introduced via the transformation

P 1
po = Kk sinh <—0> + —ePo/xp pe,
K 2k

Pa = ePO/KPm

P 1
p_; = kcosh <—0) — —ePo/xp pe. (37)
K 2k

The above relations lead to the constraints on { pg, p.. p_1 },
—p3+p.p*+p2,=x* and po+ p_; > 0, which describe
the embedding of AN(n) as half of an (n, 1)-hyperboloid in
[(n + 1) 4+ 1]-dimensional Minkowski space. p_; is just an
auxiliary coordinate, diverging in the xk — +oo limit.

In order to consider the diffusion process (i.e., study the
heat trace) determined by a Laplacian on k-Minkowski space,
one first has to perform the Wick rotation (py+>ip,
p_i1+—>ip_i,k—>ik,Py—>iP;). This leads to the Euclidean
momentum space, which has the hyperbolic geometry [19].

The Euclidean version of x-Minkowski space has also
been studied from the perspective of spectral triples
[85-87] via the star-product realizations [88—90]. In this
framework the algebra (35) is faithfully represented on
the Hilbert space L*(R"!) through a left regular group
representation.

As mentioned in the Introduction, there are several
possible choices for a Laplacian on (Euclidean) «-
Minkowski space. All of them have continuous spectra,
which reflects the noncompactness of the underlying space.
Therefore, in order to define the corresponding heat traces,
one first needs to choose an IR cutoff. A natural choice is a
function f compactly supported on R"*! and promoted to
an operator on L?(R"*!) through the Weyl-like quantiza-
tion (cf. [86,89]). Fortunately, it turns out that the regu-
larizing function factors out in trace formulas and
contributes just a multiplicative factor | f]/,> [86,87].
This means that the return probability does not depend
on the choice of the IR regularization and can be computed
via the heat kernel formula (6). In the classical basis it
reads [19]4

Plo) = [ a! e oL(po-Apal) (38)

K
P
V5 + pap® + 5

where L is the (Euclidean) momentum space representation
of a Laplacian.

In Secs. IVA-IVC we will calculate the spectral
dimensions of x-Minkowski space equipped with three
distinct Laplacians, in 2, 3 and 4 topological dimensions for

*The factor k in the numerator was missing in [19] but it did
not affect results for the spectral dimension; here we have also
rescaled the integrand by 2.

each of them. In this way we improve and extend the results
obtained by one of us in [19]. Furthermore, we compute the
complete dimension spectra of the relevant Laplacians.

A. Bicovariant Laplacian

Let us first consider the Laplacian determined by the
bicovariant differential calculus on the x-Minkowski space
[91,92], which we call the bicovariant Laplacian. In terms
of bicrossproduct coordinates, the Euclidean momentum
space representation of this Laplacian is given by

1
ECV(P()v{Pa}) = 4«2 sinh? <2P0> +€P0/KPaP“
K

1 ) 1 2
+4—K2 (41(2 Slnh2 <2—KP0> +€P0/KPaPa> s
(39)

while in classical coordinates it acquires the familiar
standard form

Le(po-{Pa}t) = PG + Par*- (40)
The return probability in 3 + 1 dimensions reads [19]
73(3+1)(0')
= %32/2 (236 — \/7e" (2% — 1)(1 — erf(k\/5))).
(41)

where erf(-) is the error function, while in 2 4+ 1 dimen-
sions we have

32

Kk (1
Pano) = 5U(300). @

c

where U(a, b;-) is a Tricomi confluent hypergeometric
function. Furthermore, we may also consider the case of
1 + 1 dimensions (not discussed in [19]),

71'3/21('

Pusn(o) = 7 e"zﬁ(l —erf(k\/0)). (43)

The exact formulas (41)-(43) for heat traces can be
directly developed into series around ¢ = 0,
kw2 B3 Aktn? 32

79(3“)(0):2\/53— 2\/E+ SR Vo+0(o),

2
Pt (o) :g+1<3nloga+1<37r <1 +y+210gg> +0O(o),

K71'3/2

Pirino) =" =2 £ G+ 0(0), (44)
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where y is the Euler-Mascheroni constant. From these expansions one can immediately read out the corresponding

dimension spectra

Sdisn) = {3} U {552 en}

Sdpiny =1-N={1,0,-1,-2, ...

Sday =301 -N) = {£,0,-4.-

Letusrecall thatin the 2 + 1 dimensional case the dimension
spectrum is of the second order because of the presence of
logarithmic terms in the expansion of P, (o).
We will now turn to results for the spectral dimensions.
From Eq. (41) one finds that in 3 4+ 1 dimensions the
spectral dimension is given by the expression

(3+1)
dg" (o)
2k\/0 — /e (220 + 1) (1 —erf(k\/0))

—2x/5 + /e 7 (220 — 1)(1 - erf(x/5))
(46)

=3+2¢2%0

which has the IR and UV limits lim, ;_q d5 " (o) = 4

and lim, 7, d(;H) (6) = 3, respectively. Analogously, in

2 4 1 dimensions one uses Eq. (42) to get

szU(%, 1,x%0)

d(2+1) _
s (o) U(.0.%0)

, (47)

whose IR and UV limits are lim, ;_q d(SZH)(a) =3 and

limK\/E—>0 d§2+ V

(43) leads to

(6) =2, respectively. In 1 + 1 dimensions

1 ex'o
e )

with the IR and UV limits lim, ;_ d§ " (0) =2 and

lim, /0 dglﬂ)(a) = 1, respectively.

d<31+1)(0) =1+ 2K26<

B. Bicrossproduct Laplacian

Another possible Laplacian on x-Minkowski space,
called the bicrossproduct Laplacian, corresponds to the
simplest mass Casimir of x-Poincaré algebra [18] (let us
stress that any function of this Casimir that has the correct
classical limit is also a Casimir). More precisely, it is the
Euclidean version of the momentum space representation
of the Casimir and has the form

1
ﬁcp(POv {Pa}) = 41('2 Sinh2 <Z(PO> + EPO/KPaPa. (49)

Il
—

4.0-4-1.-3, .} odsd=1,

ordSd = 2, (45)
ordSd = 1.

In classical coordinates it becomes

Lalrortpa) =2\ + purt 62 =), (50)

It turns out that the corresponding return probability in
3 + 1 dimensions is given by a simple rational function

,2k%0 + 1

226 (51)

P(3+1)(0) =TT

while in 2 + 1 dimensions we obtain ([19] in this case had
only numerical results)

4rx
P(2+1>(6) = 7 EZKZ{;KI (21(26), (52)

where K,(-) is a modified Bessel function of the second
kind. Finally, in 1 4 1 dimensions we have just

T

Piylo) = (53)

Observe that in the latter case there is no dependence on the
parameter «.

The dimension spectra can again be obtained directly
from the expansions around ¢ = 0 of the exact formulas
(51) and (52) [and the trivial equation (53)]:

77:2 ﬂz
Py (o) = 223t

2r  4dkr
P — T 4da
(2+1)(0) a2+t t+4czloge

+237(1 + 2y + 4logk) + O(o).  (54)
Consequently, we have

Sd(3+1) = {3,2}, ordSd = 1,
Sd(zﬂ):2—N:{2,1,0,—1,—2,...}, ordSd=2, (55)
Sd(1+1):{1}, ordSd=1.

If we use the standard formula (5), Eq. (51) leads to the
spectral dimension
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4xce

3+1
&0 =6

(56)

with lim, 7o, d§ "

and Eq. (52) leads to

(0) = 4 and lim, ;50 dS " (6) = 6

Ko(2
d¥ V(o) =4- 4,<26<1 - KO(*

with lim, 5. d () = 3 and lim, 7_o 5" (0) = 4.
In both cases we observe the dimension growing at small
scales above the classical value (see, however, Sec. IV D),
which—from the perspective of a random walk process
(1)—is the pattern of superdiffusion. Finally, the case of
1 4+ 1 dimensions is trivial—with no dimensional flow.

C. Relative-locality Laplacian

The last Laplacian that is of our interest has been
proposed in the framework of relative locality. This
relative-locality Laplacian is determined by the square of
the geodesic distance from the origin in momentum space
[93], which has the same form for both the Lorentzian and
Euclidean metric signatures [19], namely, d*(pg, p.) =
x?arccosh?(p_;/k). In bicrossproduct coordinates it
becomes

'Crl(POv {Pa})

1 1
= —x2arccosh? <cosh <P0> +22€P0/KPaP“) . (58)
K K

while in classical coordinates,

1
L(po-{pa}) = —k*arccosh? <; \/ Po+ pap® + Kz) . (59)

The return probability in 3 + 1 dimensions is now given by

73(3+1)(5)
/%3 (a2 2 3 1
=L ol/@0) [ p2/(K0)arf —3erf
TN (6 ) (2/«/5) o (21«6))’
(60)
in 2+ 1 dimensions by
71'3/21('2 2
P = AC | 61
a(e) =" e ) 6D

and in 1 4 1 dimensions by

232

:_K 1/(4x%c) L
Pane) == eeoat(S 1) (o)

([19] had only numerical results for the Laplacian L).

In this case, none of the heat traces (60)—(62) can be
expanded in a series of the form (12). This is because of the
factor e!/?, which yields an essential singularity at ¢ = 0.
Consequently, the dimension spectrum of the relative-
locality Laplacian does not exist in any of the three
considered topological dimensions.

On the other hand, given the exact formulas (60)—(62),
we can compute the corresponding spectral dimensions
explicitly:

3 erf(giy) =3¢ erf(527)
2x2 1 2/(xk*0) 3.y’ (63)
K G3erf(2K\/E) —e erf(z,(\/;)

d<S3+l)(0') =1+

with lim 5o =4, lim, ;o = oo; similarly, in 2+ 1
dimensions

@+1), \ 2 1
dS (0) - 1 + K201 _ e_l/(K2”> ) (64)

with lim, 7o, = 3, lim 5o = co; and in 1 + 1 dimen-
sions

—1/(4x%c)

V(o) = 14+ (1 4 2kVoe : ) (65)
2k%0 Vmert(5 \/E)

with lim, 5, = 2, lim, ;5_ = oo. The UV divergence of
dg(c) might be considered problematic, but such behavior
of the dimensionality (sometimes also for the Hausforff
dimension) has been encountered in other models of
quantum spacetime and at least in commutative geometry
seems to be a consequence of the extremely high con-
nectivity between points of space [94].

D. Comparison

For the sake of comparison, let us first recall [Eq. (4)]
that the standard return probability on R” reads

Petass (0) = (4n) ™2, (66)

Hence, the dimension spectrum consists of a single element
{n/2} and is of order 1. The spectral dimension is a
constant function equal to n.

The first observation is that for the bicovariant Laplacian
the dimension spectra contain multiple elements. By
analogy with the Riemannian geometry, one could interpret
this as a signature of some sort of curved geometry of -
Minkowski space. Furthermore, in the (2 + 1)-dimensional
case the dimension spectrum is of order 2. From the
perspective of (pseudo)differential geometry, this means
that the heat trace expansion involves nonlocal coefficients.
The situation is analogous for the bicrossproduct Laplacian,
apart from the (1 + 1)-dimensional case, for which the
dimension spectrum coincides with the classical one. The
relative locality Laplacian does not have a dimension
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ds
6.0
5.5
5.0
45"
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N
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ds
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FIG. 7. Spectral dimension dg(s) in 3 + 1 dimensions (left panel) and in 2 4+ 1 dimensions (right panel) for the Laplacians L.,
(bottom curve), L., (middle curve) and Ly (top curve) (we set k = 1).

spectrum at all, which suggests that the corresponding
geometry is infinite dimensional.

In stark contrast with the quantum spheres, none of the
studied Laplacians on x-Minkowski space exhibit complex
numbers outside of the real axis in their dimension spectra.
Consequently, there are no oscillations in the corresponding
spectral dimensions. The latter is also true for the relative-
locality Laplacian.

Let us now inspect the spectral dimensions closer.

The profiles of dg(c) for different Laplacians in 3 + 1
and 2 + 1 topological dimensions are compared in Fig. 7
[the situation in 1 + 1 topological dimensions is qualita-
tively the same apart from the case of L, for which
dg(o) = 2—see Subsec. IV B]. All curves in both plots
exhibit the strong discrepancy in the UV, while they
converge to the same IR limit, equal to the topological
dimension. Unless we have some extra reason to claim that
only one Laplacian is physically correct, the spectral
dimension seems to be an ambiguous characteristic of
k-Minkowski space. Some further comments about the
relations between specific UV limits visible in Fig. 7 and
various results obtained within the quantum gravity
research, which could single out one of the Laplacians,
can be found in [19]. We also note that a recent analysis
[95] of a static potential between two sources on (3 + 1)-
dimensional x-Minkowski space brings evidence that the
physical dimension in the UV is equal to 3, in agreement
with the result for the bicovariant Laplacian.

Let us note, however, that the spectral dimensions dg (o)
in the previous subsections were calculated under an
implicit assumption that all three operators £ are of order
2—recall the discussion around Eq. (10). This is based on
the fact that these operators are deformations of the
classical Laplacian, which is a second-order differential
operator. In the case of the quantum spheres, we could
provide an external argument for the order of quantum
Laplacians, which is based on a rigorous first-order con-
dition in the theory of spectral triples. In the case of
k-Minkowski space such an argument is not available,

because the considered Laplacians do not originate from a
Dirac operator.

Observe that in classical coordinates the bicovariant
Laplacian acquires the same form (40) as the standard
Laplacian on R”"*!. This justifies the assumption that its
order equals 2. On the other hand, the bicrossproduct
Laplacian in classical coordinates (50) looks as if was
of order 1. Even more curiously, the relative-locality
Laplacian in classical coordinates (59) seems to be of
order 0. Indeed, its leading behavior for large values of
p| = /P + pap® is log|p
any power of |p|.

The problem is that in the quantum gravity models one
usually considers the quantum spacetime to be a certain
deformation of the classical one (more accurately, it is the
classical spacetime that is an approximation of the quantum
one), with the deformation controlled by some parameter(s)
related to the Planck length or mass. In particular, it is
expected that a generalized Laplacian becomes the standard
one in the classical limit, when the deformation vanishes, i.e.,
we actually have a parametrized family of operators, valid at
different scales. In this context, Eq. (5) allows one to track a
deviation from the IR value of spacetime dimension. Using
Eq. (10) with n # 2 would prevent us from recovering the
correct IR limit, unless we allow the order of the operator to
depend on the deformation parameter.

If we assumed the order of the bicrossproduct Laplacian
to be a continuous function of , such that lim,_q#7(x) = 1
and lim,_, , (k) = 2, then we would obtain the dimension
n in the UV and n + 1 in the IR, as in the bicovariant case.
In the same vein, we could set the order of the relative-
locality Laplacian to be a function of «, satisfying
lim,_, (k) = 2. The situation in the UV limit in this
case is more ambiguous since the dimension diverges,
while the order should tend to zero and their ratio could
yield any number. In particular, the behavior of 7(x) close
to x = 0 might be such that lim,_,2/5(x)ds(c) = n, as
for other Laplacians. Taking dg(c) = dg(x*c) given by

Egs. (63)~(65) and considering the ansatz ;(k) k2, we

, which grows slower than

086003-16



SPECTRAL DIMENSIONS AND DIMENSION SPECTRA OF ...

PHYS. REV. D 102, 086003 (2020)

find that the desired limit requires n(x) ~ %2 for k — 0.
Such a trick allows us to remove the discrepancy between
the UV behavior of the spectral dimensions of all three
Laplacians, while maintaining the correct classical limit. It
also agrees with the viewpoint on the operator orders
suggested by the formulas in classical coordinates.

Nevertheless, let us stress that the deformation-param-
eter-dependent order is only a tentative hypothesis, intro-
duced by us here. Furthermore, even if this hypothesis was
rigorously implemented and erased differences between
spectral dimensions for the three Laplacians, the corre-
sponding dimension spectra would still remain irreconcil-
ably different. For example, the dimension spectrum in
the case of 3 4 1 topological dimensions, depending on
the Laplacian, is infinite, has only two elements or does
not exist.

V. SUMMARY

Our analysis shows that the UV behavior of the spectral
dimensions of quantum spacetimes is fairly complex and
not limited to a monotonic flow. To understand it we have
adopted from noncommutative geometry a la Connes a
rigorous notion of a dimension spectrum. The latter
characterizes the UV behavior of a heat trace, from which
the spectral dimension is deduced. The relationship
between the spectral dimension and the dimension spec-
trum of a given Laplacian (more generally, an operator of
order 7) is captured by the following dictionary:

(a) The dimension spectrum consisting of more than one
element implies a nonconstant behavior of the spectral
dimension and suggests a nontrivial geometry.

(b) If the UV limit ¢ — 0 is finite, then dg(0) = ndsq,
where dgq is the largest real number in the dimension
spectrum (14). Note that, in general, dgq need not be a
natural number. This happens routinely in fractal
geometry, where dgy recovers the Hausdorff dimen-
sion [56,57,96-98].

(¢) The order of the dimension spectrum determines the
leading behavior of the spectral dimension for small 6.
If ordSd > 1, then this behavior is logarithmic.
More concretely, if P(c) ~ (logo)P6™" as o tends to
0, with p =ordSd —1 € N and r > 0, then dg(o) ~
2r —2p/(log o). This happens on the quantum sphere
with p = 2 and r = 0. On the other hand, a subleading
logarithmic behavior P(c) ~ ac™" + fo~""!(logo)?
translates to dg(o)~2(r—1)+2a/(a+po(logo)?).
This is exemplified on the (2 + 1)-dimensional
k-Minkowski spacetime, with p =1 and r=1 or
r =2 for the bicovariant and the bicrossproduct
Laplacians, respectively.

(d) The presence of nonreal numbers in Sd signifies
the presence of log-periodic oscillations in the UV
behavior of the spectral dimension.

With the help of the dimension spectrum we have detected
the log-periodic oscillations of the spectral dimension for the

quantum sphere. These were overlooked in [20], because of
their very small amplitude for the deformation parameter
close to the classical value. It is remarkable that the complex
dimensions occur here in a somewhat unexpected setting,
where no fractal properties or discrete scale invariance were
a priori imposed.

In contrast, such oscillations are present on x-Minkowski
spacetime for none of the three considered Laplacians, at
least in the cases of two, three and four topological
dimensions that we studied. One might relate this to the
fact the quantum sphere is compact, whereas xk-Minkowski
spacetime is not and interpret the oscillations as a peculiar
IR/UV mixing effect. On the other hand, from a more
conservative standpoint, one could simply say that the
quantum sphere is “more quantum.” In either case, it seems
worth looking for the complex dimensions in other models
of quantum spacetime.

Finally, we would like to stress that the spectral dimen-
sion and dimension spectrum of a given quantum spacetime
strongly depend on the chosen Laplacian. On the math-
ematical side, this is simply a consequence of their defi-
nitions, arising from the trace of the heat operator, which is
constructed from a given Laplacian. As we discussed in the
last subsection, the discrepancy between the UV behavior of
the spectral dimensions of k-Minkowski space with differ-
ent Laplacians can perhaps be removed using the concept of
the deformation-dependent order of the Laplacian but even
then, differences will survive in the dimension spectra. On
the other hand, while the dimension spectra of the quantum
sphere with the spinorial and scalar Laplacians are identical,
their spectral dimensions do not overlap and actually behave
in the opposite ways in the IR. Thus, the spectral dimension
and dimension spectrum provide complementary informa-
tion about a quantum spacetime structure.

In terms of physics, we believe that it is of key importance
to understand which aspects of dimensionality are genuine
to the given quantum geometry and which are just math-
ematical artifacts of the chosen Laplacian. Our analysis
suggests that such universal properties are the log-periodic
oscillations for the quantum sphere, as well as the lack of
these for the k-Minkowski spacetime, because these features
persist for all of the studied Laplacians. The same could be
said about the appearance of third-order poles in the
dimension spectra on quantum sphere. As pointed out, this
could be taken as an indication of some sort of “singular” or
“nonsmooth” character of this quantum spacetime. On the
other hand, the dimension spectra of x-Minkowski space-
time fit within the ones obtained in classical (pseudo)
differential geometry. Interestingly enough, the second-
order poles, and hence the log s terms in the heat trace,
occur only in 2 4 1 topological dimensions, but for both
bicovariant and bicrossproduct Laplacians. This suggests
that the geometry of (2 + 1)-dimensional x-Minkowski
spacetime departs more strongly from the classical case.
However, further studies—possibly connected with the
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expected nonlocal nature of some coefficients of the
heat trace expansion—would be needed to confirm this
conclusion.
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APPENDIX: THE SPECTRAL ZETA
FUNCTION OF THE OPERATOR Ay

In this Appendix we provide an explicit meromorphic
extension of the spectral zeta function associated with the

Cae(s) = Try(AYF)

In order to construct a meromorphic extension of ¢ Ay 1O
the entire complex plane we use the standard binomial
expansion formula

(A1)

(l—x)‘szi<s+z_l>x”

n=0

valid for any complex number s and any x € C with
x| < 1. The coefficients (**"~") = Dlstn)

W) are polynomials
in s of order n.

) = v Y (T (T

=0 m=0

= tvae 23 (0

n=0 m=
, 2 » Sl qn 3 n+s>
(”(\/_ / nZ:; (1 n+s

with a hypergeometric function ,F;.

n—

operator Ay defined by Eq. (27). Before we start we
need to take care of the zero mode, as for any s € C the
operator (Aj’)™ is not trace class on the full Hilbert space
H,,. We thus set §:= (ker A¥’)* and compute the zeta
function without the zero mode. Note that after such a
truncation, it is still possible to use the inverse Mellin
transform technique for the computation of the correspond-
ing heat trace (see [59] for the general method). Indeed,
we have
Py (0) = Try e ™% = 1 + Trye %
and simply use formulas (16) and (17) with § at the place
of Hj,.
Now, for Re(s) > 0 we have

With the help of formula (Al) we rewrite the zeta
function as follows:

Car(s) = (V@) > (2K +3)

k=0

S

=0 m=0

(k+1)¢ ,(k+2)m ks

xq q q

For Re(s) > 0 all of the series are absolutely convergent
and we are free to change the order of summation and
compute the sum over k. We thus have

£42m (3 _ qf+m+s)

_ qf+m+‘s‘)2

m—1\(s+m—1\ ¢t (3 - ¢"")
m m (1—q")?

s+n-—1
( . >2F1(—n,s;—n+s+1;q),
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The last series over n can easily be shown
(cf. Proposition 3.2 in [41]) to be absolutely convergent

for any complex s outside of the discrete set lo”giq Z —N. We

have thus obtained a meromorphic extension of { Ax tO the

entire complex plane. It has isolated double poles precisely

in the set SAAY = SdA = 27 — N. The poles of the

Gamma function contribute additional poles at —n, n € N,
hence the order of the dimension spectrum is 3.

Formula (24) for the meromorphic extension of the
function ¢« is proved along the same lines with the help
of the identity (A1). The two zeta functions have the same
meromorphic structure, though {a« has a more involved

form of the coefficients.
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