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We study the twisted Hopf-algebra symmetries of observer-independent canonical spacetime non-
commutativity, for which the commutators of the spacetime coordinates take the form [£#, 7] = i0#”
with observer-independent (and coordinate-independent) 6#”. We find that it is necessary to introduce
nontrivial commutators between transformation parameters and spacetime coordinates, and that the form
of these commutators implies that all symmetry transformations must include a translation component.
We show that with our noncommutative transformation parameters the Noether analysis of the symmetries
is straightforward, and we compare our canonical-noncommutativity results with the structure of the
conserved charges and the ‘‘no-pure-boost” requirement derived in a previous study of k-Minkowski
noncommutativity. We also verify that, while at intermediate stages of the analysis we do find terms that
depend on the ordering convention adopted in setting up the Weyl map, the final result for the conserved
charges is reassuringly independent of the choice of Weyl map and (the corresponding choice of) star

product.
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L. INTRODUCTION

Over these past few years there has been strong interest
in the study of theories formulated in noncommutative
versions of the Minkowski spacetime. The most studied
possibility is the one of spacetime noncommutativity of
“canonical” [1] form,

[£#, 7] = i6#7, ey

where £# are the spacetime coordinates (u € {0, 1, 2, 3},
time coordinate £°) and #*” is coordinate independent. The
literature on this possibility is extremely large, because the
same formula (1) can actually represent rather different
physical scenarios, depending on the properties attributed
to 6#7. The earliest studies we are aware of are actually the
ones [2] in which richer properties were attributed to 6#7,
including some restrictions [2] on the admissible forms of
6*¥ and the possibility of nontrivial algebraic properties
[3]. And this picture can find valuable motivation in the
outcome of certain heuristic analyses of limitations on the
localization of a spacetime point in the quantum-gravity
realm [2]. The formalism is much simpler if one analyzes
(1) assuming that ##” is a (dimensionful) number-valued
tensor [4-6], and this gives rise to a picture which could be
rather valuable, since it is believed to provide an accurate,
effective-theory description of string theory in the presence
of a certain tensor background [4-6]. The tensor back-
ground breaks the spacetime symmetries in just the way
codified by the tensor §#": the laws of physics are different
in different frames because #*” (transforming like a
Lorentz-Poincaré tensor) takes different values in different
frames. The third possibility is for #*” to be a number-
valued observer-independent matrix. This would, of

1550-7998/2008 /78(2)/025005(8)

025005-1

PACS numbers: 11.10.Nx, 11.30.Cp

course, require the laws of transformation between inertial
observers to be modified in a #-dependent manner [7-9].
Preliminary results [10-12] suggest that this might be
accomplished by introducing a description of translations,
boosts, and space-rotation transformations based on the
formalism of Hopf algebras.

We intend to focus here on this third possibility, looking
for a deeper understanding of the structure of the Hopf-
algebra symmetry transformations and hoping to set the
stage for a more physical characterization of this novel
concept. In particular, we are interested in establishing
similarities and differences between the Hopf-algebra sym-
metries of canonical spacetimes and the Hopf-algebra
symmetries of the so-called x-Minkowski spacetime, for
which some of us recently reported a Noether analysis
[13,14].

The key ingredient which allowed [13,14] the comple-
tion (after more than a decade of failed attempts) of some
Noether analyses in the k-Minkowski case was the intro-
duction of ‘“noncommutative transformation parameters”
with appropriate nontrivial commutators with the space-
time coordinates. And interestingly, the form of the com-
mutators between transformation parameters and
spacetime coordinates turns out to be incompatible with
the possibility of a pure boost. We show here that analo-
gous structures appear in the analysis of the Hopf-algebra
symmetries of observer-independent canonical spacetime
noncommutativity. In this case we find that neither a pure
boost nor a pure rotation is allowed, and, combining these
results with the ones previously obtained for the
x-Minkowski case, we conjecture a (limited) universality
of a no-pure-boost uncertainty principle for Hopf-algebra
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symmetries of  noncommutative  Minkowski-like
spacetimes.

We also stress the significance of the fact that our
Noether analysis derives 10 conserved charges from the
Poincaré-like Hopf-algebra symmetries. This provides en-
couragement for the idea that these Hopf-algebra symme-
tries are truly meaningful in characterizing observable
aspects of the relevant theories, contrary to what was
feared by some authors (see, e.g., Ref. [15]), who had
argued that the Hopf-algebra structures encountered in
the study of canonical noncommutative spacetimes might
be just fancy mathematical formalizations of a rather trivial
breakdown of symmetry.

Guided again by intuition developed in our previous
studies of x-Minkowski spacetime [13,14,16], we also
expose an ordering issue for the so-called classical-action
description of the generators of symmetry transformations
in canonical noncommutative spacetime. While this issue
should be carefully monitored in future analyses of other
aspects of theories in canonical noncommutative space-
times, we reassuringly find that our result for the charges
has no dependence on this choice of ordering prescription.

II. TWISTED HOPF SYMMETRY ALGEBRA AND
ORDERING ISSUES

Our first task is to show that the much studied [10-12]
“twisted”” Hopf algebra of (candidate) symmetries of ca-
nonical noncommutative spacetime can be obtained by
introducing rules of “‘classical action™ [16] for the gener-
ators of the symmetry algebra. We start by observing that
the fields one considers in constructing theories in a ca-
nonical noncommutative spacetime can be written in the
form [1]

D(%) = f d*kd, (k)e'kt 2)

by introducing ordinary (commutative) ‘‘Fourier parame-
ters” ku'l

This provides for any given noncommutative function
(%) a “Fourier transform™ @, (k). In turn, this provides
the basis for introducing a “Weyl map” (Q,,, which speci-
fies an auxiliary commutative function @™ (x) for any
given noncommutative function ®():

D(%) = Q,, (D™ (x)) = Qw(fdétk(i)w(k)eikx)

= f d*kd, (k)er, (3)

It is easy to verify that this definition of the Weyl map Q,,
acts on a given commutative function by giving a non-
commutative function with full symmetrization (“Weyl

'We use % for noncommuting coordinates and x for the
auxiliary commuting ones.
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ordering”’) on the noncommutative spacetime coordinates
le.g., Q. (%) =" and Q,(xx3) =1(&3% +
81 % + 21891

We shall stress that it is also legitimate to consider Weyl
maps with other ordering prescriptions, but before we do
that let us first use €}, for our description of the relevant
twisted Hopf algebra. This comes about by introducing
rules of “classical action” for the generators of translations
and space rotations and boosts”:

szv)eik,% = P%’)Qw(eikx) = QW(PMeikx) — Qw(ia,ueikx)’

“
M’Elvv)eikfc = Mﬁ:ﬁzﬂw(eikx) = QW(M,U,VeikX)
= QW(iX[Ma,,]eikx). (5)

Here the antisymmetric ‘‘Lorentz-sector’ matrix of opera-
tors MELW,,) is composed as usual by the space-rotation gen-
erators ng) = %eijkM;;:) and the boost generators
N™ = M. The rules of action codified in (4) and (5)
are said to be ““classical actions according to the Weyl map
Q,,” since they indeed reproduce the corresponding clas-
sical rules of action within the Weyl map.

It is easy to verify that the generators introduced in (4)
and (5) satisfy the same commutation relations of the
classical Poincaré algebra:

[Pizv)’ P(VW)] = 0’ [P&W), M,ELWV)] = lna[,UrP(Vvi))’ (6)
) 2oy ) ()
[M/J«va Mor;%] = l(na[VM/:ljB + nB[MMIHVa)'

However, the action of Lorentz-sector generators does not
comply with the Leibniz rule,

Mﬁ:vy)(eikxeiq)e) — (M’(uwv)eik)?)eiqﬁ + eik)?(Ml(uWV)ein)
_ %Gaﬁ[na[ﬂ (P(Vvi')eikfc)(P(BW)eiqﬁ)
+ (P g (PYe) ()

as one easily verifies using the fact that, from (1), it follows
that
oikEpiat — ilk+q)% o= (i/2k"0,,9"

= Qw(ei(k-%—q)xe—(i/2)k*"¢9#,,qv). (8)

The translation generators, instead, satisfy the Leibniz
rule

P%V)(eik)?eiqfc) _ (sz\’)eikfc)eiqfc + eik}?(P’(l:V)eiq)?)’ )

as one could have expected from the form of the commu-
%In light of (2) one obtains a fully general rule of action of
operators by specifying their action only on the exponentials

e'**. Also note that we adopt a standard compact notation for
antisymmetrized indices: Af,g1 = Ayp — Aga-
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tators (1), which is evidently compatible with classical
translation symmetry (while, for observer-independent
6#7 | it clearly requires an adaptation of the Lorentz sector.)

In the relevant literature, observations of the type re-
ported in (7) and (9) are often described in terms of a Hopf
algebraic structure, specifying the coproduct

AP =PV e 1+ 18P,

AMY) = M) ® 1+ 1@ M) — 108, P} @ Py

+ PUY ® mg, P (10)

Antipode and counit, the other two building blocks
needed® for a Hopf algebra, can also be straightforwardly
introduced [18], but do not play a role in the analysis we
are reporting here.

It turns out that the coproducts (10) are describable as a
deformation of the classical Poincaré Lie algebra by the
following twist element:

F = cpwpiony an

The form of the twist element is most easily obtained from
the structure of the star product, which is a way to repro-
duce the rule of product of noncommutative functions
within the Weyl map: e*%e/?* = ), (e’ x ¢/7*). From
(8) we see that our star product must be such that e** %
it = gilktalxe=(/2k0,,4" and denoting by F = 3 (f, ®
f>) the representation of the inverse of the twist element
F'on A ® A [where A is the algebra of commutative
functions f(x)], we must have [10] Q, (g(x) * h(x)) =
Q. (S (f1(2)(f2(h))), from which (11) follows.

Hopf algebras that are obtained from a given Lie algebra
by exclusively acting with a twist element preserve the
form of the commutators among generators, so that all the
structure of the deformation is codified in the coproducts.
And these coproducts are structured in such a way that for a
generator G, obtained by twisting G, the coproduct A, has
the form A,(G,) = FAG)F L.

Having established that by introducing classical action
according to (), for translations, space rotations, and
boosts one obtains a certain set of generators for a twisted
Hopf algebra, it is natural to ask if something different is
encountered if these generators are introduced with classi-
cal action according to a different Weyl map, such as the
Weyl map Q, defined by Q,(e**) = ¢i*"%aei*'%i where
A=0,2,3.

A given field ®(%) with Q, -Fourier transform @, (k) [in
the sense of (2)] has different Fourier transform, Ci)l(k),
according to the Weyl map ();:

*We are dealing with a Hopf algebra obtained by the “twist”
of a known Lie algebra [10,12], and this twist gives automatic
prescriptions [17] for the coproduct, antipode, and counit that
must be introduced in order to obtain a closed Hopf algebra.
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d(R) = [ d* kD, (k)e'k i eik'd1) (12)

. S GAs  ala (/)AL .
and, since et = k'8 oik'21 oI/ VKK 041 the two Fourier

transforms are simply related:
B (k) = D, (k)e ™KK, (13)

Denoting by Pﬂ) and ME},), the generators with classical
action according to (), one easily finds that they also
leave invariant the commutation relations (1). And, as
most easily verified [18] through a simple analysis of the
action of these generators on e = (e) =
Q, (e eli/DK'K'0a1) the following relations hold:

1 _
Py =Py =P, (14)
MY, = M) + 108 [0y, PaPa + Maru PPl

Setting aside the difference between M ﬂ,), and M ﬂv,,), one
could say that the construction based on the two Weyl maps
Q,, and ), leads to completely analogous structures.
Again, one easily uncovers the structure of a twisted
Hopf algebra, the commutators of generators are unde-
formed, and all the structure of the deformation is in a
coproduct relation, which in the case of the {); map takes
the form

AMD, =MD o1+ 10 M)
— 30“P[Mau P ® Pp + Po ® ngp, Pyl
+ 304 [Maru Py ® P+ My Py ® Py
+ Py ®P[V17/L]A +P,® P[Vn,u,]l]' (15)

This may be viewed again as the result of “‘twisting,”
which in this case would be due to the following twist
element:

F | = eli/20aP'@P" p=i6yP'oPt (16)

where A, B =0, 2, 3.

The two sets of generators {P,,, M L],),} and{P,, Mﬁ{”,,)} can
be meaningfully described as two bases of generators for
the same twisted Hopf algebra. However, we shall keep

track of the structures we encounter as a result of the

difference between Mﬂ,), and MLWV), which, since these

differences merely amount to a choice of ordering con-
vention, we expect not to affect the observable features of
our theory.

III. NONCOMMUTATIVE TRANSFORMATION
PARAMETERS

Our analysis of canonical noncommutativity will be
guided by the description of symmetry transformations
for k-Minkowski spacetime noncommutativity reported
by some of us in Refs. [13,14].
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After the failures of several other attempts, the criteria
adopted in Refs. [13,14] finally allowed us to complete
successfully the Noether analysis, including the identifica-
tion of some conserved (time-independent) charges asso-
ciated with the symmetries. We shall therefore assume that
those criteria should also be adopted in the case of canoni-
cal noncommutativity.

In Refs. [13,14] k-Poincaré symmetry transformations
of a function f(%) of the x-Minkowski spacetime coordi-
nates were described as f (%) — f(&) + df(®), where df(%)
was parametrized as follows™:

df(R) = i(y*P, + o;R; + TNJFR),  (17)

where y,, o;, 7, are the transformation parameters (re-
spectively, translatlon space-rotation, and boost parame-
ters), and P,, R;, N are, respectively, translation, space-
rotation, and boost generators.

The properties of the transformation parameters y,, o,
and 7, were derived [13,14] by imposing the Leibniz rule
ond,

d(f(2)g(%)) = (df(%)g(®) + f(R)(dg(2)). (18)

It turned out that this requirement cannot be satisfied by
standard (commutative) transformation parameters, so
Refs. [13,14] introduced the concept of ‘““noncommutative
transformation parameters’ as a generalization of the stan-
dard concept of transformation parameters that would
allow one to satisfy the Leibniz rule. These noncommuta-
tive transformation parameters were required to still act
only by (associative) multiplication on the spacetime co-
ordinates, but were allowed to be subject to nontrivial rules
of commutation with the spacetime coordinates. An intri-
guing aspect of the commutators between transformation
parameters and spacetime coordinates derived in
Refs. [13,14] is that they turn out to be incompatible with
the possibility of a pure boost. The structure of
k-Minkowski spacetime does allow pure translations and
pure space rotations, but when the boost parameters are not
set to zero then the space-rotation parameters also must not
all be zero.

We intend to introduce here an analogous description of
the twisted Hopf symmetry transformations of canonical
spacetimes. For the laws of transformation we adopt
Ansitze that are completely analogous to the one we
reported here in Eq. (17), which was adopted in Ref. [14]
and proved to be up to the task of derivation of
x-Minkowski conserved charges. Of course, at this early
stage of development of techniques for the Noether analy-
sis of theories with Hopf-algebra spacetime symmetries, it

“The operator d, which implements a map from functions of
the noncommutative coordinates to objects of the form (17)
(which are products of transformation parameters with functions
of the noncommutative coordinates), is a “differential” in the
sense of Ref. [19], if it complies with the Leibniz rule.
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would be interesting to explore other possible Ansitze, at
least for what concerns the possibility (which some of us
already stressed in Ref. [13]) of some dependence of the
results on the choice of ordering convention chosen in
Eq. (17). Rather than the form df ~ €,(T,f), with all
transformation parameters, €,, to the left and the actions
of symmetry generators on fields, (T,f), to the right, one
could adopt [13] Ansitze of the type df ~ (T,f)e, or
perhaps df ~[(T,f)e, + €,(T,f)]/2. But in this first pa-
per on conserved charges for observer-independent canoni-
cal noncommutativity, we are satisfied with just showing
that such charges do exist (contrary to some conjectures in
the literature [15]), and for that purpose the use of Ansitze
of the type in Eq. (17) will turn out to be sufficient.

We start by analyzing the case of a pure translation
transformation:

dpf(%) = iyl P f(®). (19)

Imposing the Leibniz rule, because of the triviality of the
coproduct of the translation generators (see previous sec-
tion), for this case of a pure translation transformation one
easily verifies that the condition imposed by compliance
with the Leibniz rule,

[F@), 14, 1P,.8(5) = 0, (20)

is also trivial and is satisfied by ordinary commutative
transformation parameters.

For the case of a pure Lorentz-sector transformation, we
start by considering the generators MLWV), with classical
action according to the Weyl map (), and introduce
once again transformation parameters analogous to the

ones in Eq. (17):
d f(x) =

In this case, from the Leibniz-rule requirement (18), one
obtains

il M) f(%). 21)

di(fRg() = iwl (MU f(2)g(®)
+if@ ol (M), (22)

while from the coproduct rule AMLW,,) codified in Eq. (10),
one obtains

dp(FR)8(R) = iwlI[(M)f(2)g(R) + f@)(ML)g(%))

- %(0[#05,,]’7 + gp[#(sv](r)(ppf(fc))

X (P,g(%))] (23)
Requiring that (22) be consistent with (23), one finds
[F(R), ol ML) g(%) = 1wl (6;,78,,7 + 6°(,8,,%)
X (P,f (x))(ng(fC))- (24)

This does not admit any solution of the type we are allow-
ing for the transformation parameters. In fact, in order to be
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solutions of (24) the wf; ) should be operators with a highly

nontrivial action on functions of the spacetime coordinates,
rather than being ‘““noncommutative parameters,” acting by
simple (associative) multiplication on the spacetime
coordinates.

We conclude that, whereas pure translations are allowed
in canonical spacetimes, the possibility of a pure Lorentz-
sector transformation is excluded.

We find however that, while pure Lorentz-sector trans-
formations are not allowed, it is possible to combine
Lorentz-sector and translation transformations. In fact, if
we consider a transformation with

df(®) = iLye, Po + O MR, (29
then from the Leibniz-rule requirement, one obtains
8 a 1 v @ a 2
[Lr@) vG)] + 205 (6,78,1” + 671,8,1) (P, f(2)]
X P,g(®) + [f(%), 0/ Mg () = 0, (26)

which can be satisfied by transformation parameters of the
type we are allowing. The properties of these transforma-
tion parameters can be inferred observing that this relation
(26) must be valid for every choice of the functions f(%)
and g(%), which leads us to impose that the term propor-

tional to P,g(®) and the term proportional to M ELW,,)g(fc) be
separately null, thus obtaining

Lf(%), Yflw)] = _%wﬁv’;(e[ﬂaay]p + QP[M(SV]“)pr(fC),
[f(%), @] = 0. @7

These requirements imply the following properties of the
transformation parameters:

oY a — l 224 « a
[, 76)] = =5 006,78, + 67,8, (28)

[%%, w1 =0, (29)

which are consistent with our criterion for noncommuta-
tive transformation parameters, since they introduce in-
deed a noncommutativity between transformation
parameters and spacetime coordinates, but in a way that
is compatible with our requirement that the transformation
parameters act only by (associative) multiplication on the
spacetime coordinates.

We conclude that Lorentz-sector transformations are
allowed but only in combination with translation trans-
formations. Indeed (28) is such that whenever w,, # 0
then also vy, # 0. And interestingly, the translation-
transformation parameters, which can be commutative in
the case of a pure translation transformation, must comply
with (28), and therefore be noncommutative parameters, in
the general case of a transformation that combines a trans-
lation component and a Lorentz-sector component.

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 78, 025005 (2008)

Since in the preceding section we raised the issue of
possible alternatives to the {Pw Mﬁfﬁ} basis, such as the
basis {P,,, Mﬁ,}?,} obtained by a different ordering prescrip-
tion in the Weyl map used to introduce the “classical
action” of the generators, we should stress here that the
analysis of transformation parameters proceeds in exactly
the same way if one works with the basis {Pw MELI)V};
however, the noncommutativity properties of the transfor-
mation parameters are somewhat different. In the case
{Pw MEB,} one ends up considering transformations of
the form

dVf(8) = iy Po + @y MIF®,  (30)

and it is easy to verify that the transformation parameters
must satisfy the following noncommutativity require-
ments:
l a
(%, 7)) = —5 0l Vi
where Y75, =(0;,%8 " +0°,6,,") — 0N [Mar 8,18, +
nl[l‘vau]pSAa + nA[MSV]aalp + nl[ﬂav]aaAP]‘

We shall show that, even though the differences between
M ﬁlv,,) and M ﬂ,), require different forms of the commutators
between transformation parameters and spacetime coordi-
nates, these two possible choices of convention for the
description of the symmetry Hopf algebra lead to the
same conserved charges.

[#, w4]1=0, (D)

IV. CONSERVED CHARGES

We now test our formulation of twisted Hopf-algebra
symmetry transformations in the context of a Noether
analysis of the simplest and most studied theory formu-
lated in canonical noncommutative spacetime: a theory for
a massless scalar field ¢(£) governed by the following
Klein-Gordon-like equation of motion:

O¢(x) = P, P* (%) = 0. (32)

Consistently with the analysis reported in the previous
section, we want to obtain conserved charges associated
with the transformations of the form

8p(R) = —dp(%) = —ilyl, Po + wliiMENIP(R), (33)

where the first equality holds because the field we are
considering is a scalar.

We take as a starting point for the Noether analysis the
action

S — % f F3$HTB(R) (34)

which (as one can easily verify [18]) generates the equation
of motion (32) and is invariant under the transformation
(33):
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55 =1 ] 550 + $(RT8S()
— dHDHE))
-3 [ d5p0, 81p(3) = 0. 35)

Of course, the charges are to be obtained for field
solutions of the equation of motion, and therefore we can
use (32) to rewrite (35) in the following way:

88 = % f d*3p(R)O8 (%)

- % f d*5P,[HR)PHEB(R) — (P P(2)¢(2)]
(36)

Then using the commutation relations of the infinitesimal
parameters obtained in Eq. (27), one can further rewrite 6§
in the following insightful manner:

=i f B3P TH + WP, (BT)

with

Ter = L p(R)PHP? $(3)
Ty =Y p®RPEMS) $(%) — (PEp(R)MY b (%)
- %(9[[,”50.])\ + eA[p O-]V)[(PA¢('X))P#PV¢(-£)
— (PHPyp(R)P, (D] (38)

— (P P(R)P"(R)),

It is rather easy to verify that by spatial integration of the
zeroth components of the ‘“currents” T#” and J;)‘,,, one
obtains time-independent charges. Denoting these charges
with Q w K

0, = f dRTY,

and using the ordering convention (2) for the Fourier
expansion of a generic field which is a solution of the
equation of motion,

= [ B0, (39)

(%) = [ kS (K)e™, (40)

upon integration over the spatial coordinates,” one finds

1 ~ ~
Q.= 3 fd4kd4q5(k2)5(q2)¢(w)(k)¢(w)(q)(qo — ko)qM
X 8Bk + g)eiK+a")%0 o1/ DK +a") k' +4)bio

X e_(i/z)kﬂqygp.l/’ (41)

>Our spatial Dirac deltas are such that [ d3ze’'% = 83(k).
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1 - g ~
Y L LGN S LR T

1 -

3308, + 0,0, ag, (@)

X (k9 = g0) 8O (k + §)ei®"+4a")%0 o/ DK +4") (K +4)0:0

X e~ (/2Dk"q"8,, (42)
Then integrating in d*k, and observing that in K o
- %(ﬁ[p”éa])‘ +0%, 8‘7]”)k,\q,,¢~>(q) gives a null contribu-
tion, one obtains

1 d 2 0

X eid° *lql)f(oe*(i/Z)(qO*Iél)qiﬁoi + (=34, —1gl)

X (g0 — |gl)eita" +1aDso o= (i/2q" +1dDg' b0, (43)

- the term

i d*q
Kpa' = le |6(q )¢(w)(Q)q[p{(q + |6]|)

% [_ Bon(—d.| §|)]ei(qoﬂﬂ)ffoe*(i/z)(q0*|t§|)q[9m

EV .

g = 1D 5 77 B4 i |

X ei(qo+mme—(i/2><q“+|c;|>q"eo,-}, (44)
One can then use the fact that §(¢?) imposes g, = *|gl,
and the presence of factors of the types (¢° — |g|)e®@ *laD

and (¢° + |G])e*4’~14), to obtain the following explicitly
time-independent formulas for the charges:

4
0. =5 [ 550ad@a,ddi(=a. 1D’ + 1a)

2|4l
+ bon(—a —1ah(g" — 13}, (45)
_ i [d'q 0. 1=
Ko =5 [ 5 {<q +1aD
8%)( q,lql) Cap 0Pn(=d, —1g])
(46)

V. ORDERING-CONVENTION INDEPENDENCE
OF THE CHARGES

In light of the ‘“‘choice-of-ordering issue” we raised in
Sec. II, which, in particular, led us to consider the examples

of two possible bases of generators, the {PW MEZV,,)} basis
and the {P,, Mﬁ},),} basis, and especially considering the
fact that in Sec. III we found that in different bases the

noncommutative transformation parameters should have
somewhat different properties (different form of the com-

025005-6



NOETHER ANALYSIS OF THE TWISTED HOPF ...

mutators with the spacetime coordinates), it is interesting
to verify whether or not the result for the charges obtained

in the previous section working with the {P wM %} basis is
confirmed by a corresponding analysis based on the
{Pw MEH,} basis.

When adopting the {P,, Mﬁ}l} basis, the symmetry
variation of a field is described by
—d® o) =

s(%) = —ily Po + 0l ML1B(3),

()
47

rather than (33). And going through the same types of steps
discussed in the previous section, the analysis of the sym-
metry variation of the action (34) then leads to [18] the
following formulas for the currents:

T+ = Y($R)PHP"$(R) — PP HRIP"$(R)),  (48)

T =W p(R)PEMGyd(R) — PEG(RIMord(2))
+ —IYIA[P, p(R)PHP, ¢ (R)
— PEP,(R)P, ()] (49)

where we used again the compact notation Y%A o introduced
in Sec. III.

The current 7#*(" is manifestly equal to the current 7#”
obtained in the previous section using the P, ME}V,,) basis.
Therefore the corresponding charges also coincide:

ol = [ BT = f PITY, = Q,.  (50)

The current J f,‘((,) does differ from J - of the previous
section in two ways: in place of the factor Y”" of J ;;‘C(,l) one

finds in Jp,f the factor 0 ”5 Ay 6 5 ] , and there are

two (operator) factors M in places where in J5, one, of

course, has MEZ”,,) . Still, once again the final result for the
charges is unaffected:

(51

Kpy = f BRI = K pp

This is conveniently verified by following the ordering
conventions of Eq. (12) in writing the generic solution of
the equation of motion,

b(5) = f RS F (e e s, (52)

thereby obtaining, after spatial integration, the following
formula for K 21,)7:
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K9 = [ d4kd4qa<k2)¢<l><k>[lq[,, (86 b (4)]

~ 3O kb (@) | — 493G + 9
X ei(ko +!i0))?oe(l'/2)(k0 +qO) (kK +4")0; e—(i/2)k“ 9”6 .
X e~ (/2 K +q"q")0,1 (53)

And, using observations that are completely analogous to
some we discussed in the previous section, one easily

manages [18] to rewrite Kfo as follows:

Ky —L [ o |¢<l><q>6(q2>q[p{

—i(g"&q ll9j1+(1/2)(|q|+‘10)901)]

X [b) (=g lGhe

(¢’ —lah~ (,][dm)( g, ~14)

v e—i(q/‘aj"qlﬂ,-l+(1/2)(*|§|+q“)9m)]}. (54)

This formula for K% is easily shown to reproduce the
corresponding formula for K, using the fact that, as we
showed in Sec. ITI, ¢ 1)(k) = ¢,y (k)e = W/DK K 0ar,

This result establishes that the values of the charges
carried by a given noncommutative field can be treated
as objective facts, independent of the choice of ordering
prescription adopted in the analysis. Working with differ-
ent ordering prescriptions one arrives at different formulas
[for example, (46) and (54)] expressing the charges as
functionals of the Fourier transform of the fields.
However, these differences in the formulas are just such
to compensate for the differences between the Fourier
transforms of a given field that are found adopting different
ordering conventions, and therefore the values of the
charges carried by a given noncommutative field can be
stated in an ordering-prescription-independent manner.

VI. CLOSING REMARKS

The fact that we managed to derive a full set of 10
conserved charges from the twisted Hopf-algebra symme-
tries that emerge from observer-independent canonical
noncommutativity certainly provides some encouragement
for the idea that these (contrary to some expectations
formulated in the recent literature [15]) are genuine physi-
cal symmetries. And this viewpoint is strengthened by our
result on the ordering-convention independence of the
charges.

The characterization of ‘“‘noncommutative transforma-
tion parameters” introduced by some of us in
Refs. [13,14], for the analysis of theories in
k-Minkowski noncommutative spacetime, proved to be
valuable also in the present study of canonical noncommu-
tativity. This type of transformation parameters objectively
does the job (without any need of ““further intervention’)

025005-7



GIOVANNI AMELINO-CAMELIA et al.

of allowing one to derive conserved charges, but it still
requires some work for what concerns establishing its
physical implications and its realm of applicability. Is
this only an appropriate recipe for deriving conserved
charges? Or can we attribute to it all the roles that trans-
formation parameters have in a classical-spacetime theory?
A first step toward exploring these issues could be to
consider alternative Ansitze for the description of the
symmetry transformations, which may, in particular, adopt
different choices of ordering convention (in the sense dis-
cussed here in parts of Sec. III) with respect to the one we
chose for the Ansatz in Eq. (25) [inspired by its
x-Minkowski predecessor (17)].

It would be interesting to probe from alternative per-
spectives the obstruction we found for implementing pure
boost (and pure space-rotation) transformations. Within
our analysis this obstruction appears to be of the same
type of the obstruction for the realization of pure boosts
encountered in some previous studies [14] of theories in
rk-Minkowski spacetime. Since, to our acknowledge, ca-
nonical and k-Minkowski spacetimes are the only ex-
amples of noncommutative versions of Minkowski
spacetime that one can single out with some reasonable
physical criteria (see, e.g., Ref. [20] and references
therein), if we could firmly establish that in both cases
pure boosts are not allowed, it might then be natural to
conjecture a universal ‘“‘no-pure-boost principle” emerging
from the general structure of spacetime noncommutativity.

A lot remains to be done for a proper characterization of
the physical/observable implications of observer-
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independent canonical noncommutativity. The type of non-
commutativity of transformation parameters which we
encountered might imply that the concept of angle of
rotation around a given axis is “fuzzy” in a canonical
spacetime, a possibility which could be further explored
by attempting to introduce explicit angular variables in
these noncommutative geometries. And, of course, it is
of paramount importance to establish by which measure-
ments a theory with observer-independent canonical non-
commutativity can be distinguished from a corresponding
classical-spacetime theory. This issue would be most natu-
rally addressed in the context of a theory of quantum fields
in the noncommutative spacetime, which we have post-
poned to future work, but even within analyses of classical
fields in canonical spacetime, such as the one we reported
here, a preliminary investigation of “‘observability issues”
could be attempted. New measurement-procedure ideas are
needed in order to test the novel possibility of an obstruc-
tion for the realization of a pure Lorentz-sector transfor-
mation. And more work is also needed for a proper
operative characterization of the differences between the
charges obtained here for a theory with observer-
independent canonical noncommutativity and the corre-
sponding charges of a theory in classical spacetime.
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