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Abstract

We construct a family of four-dimensional noncommutative deformations of U(1) gauge
theory following a general scheme, recently proposed in JHEP 08 (2020) 041 for a class of
coordinate-dependent noncommutative algebras. This class includes the su(2), the su(1, 1) and
the angular (or A-Minkowski) noncommutative structures. We find that the presence of a fourth,
commutative coordinate x° leads to substantial novelties in the expression for the deformed
field strength with respect to the corresponding three-dimensional case. The constructed field
theoretical models are Poisson gauge theories, which correspond to the semi-classical limit of
fully noncommutative gauge theories. Our expressions for the deformed gauge transformations,
the deformed field strength and the deformed classical action exhibit flat commutative limits
and they are exact in the sense that all orders in the deformation parameter are present. We
review the connection of the formalism with the L., bootstrap and with symplectic embeddings,
and derive the L-algebra, which underlies our model.

1 Introduction

Noncommutative gauge and field theories have been widely studied over more than twenty years.
Much has been written about physical motivations for considering space-time to be “quantum” and
physical models to be described in terms of noncommuting observables, if one wants to go beyond
the dichotomy between classical gravity and quantum physics. There exist excellent reviews for
that, see for instance [1-3] . Despite the large efforts made, there is however no general consensus
about the appropriate noncommutative generalisation of field theory, mainly because, except for
very few models, all attempts proposed present formal and/or interpretative problems, which
render the results not fully satisfactory. Nonetheless, the problems addressed with the promise
of providing effective models of space-time quantisation and compatible gauge theories maintain
their validity.

One main motivation for confronting once again with noncommutative gauge theory is a se-

ries of recent publications proposing the framework of L., algebras and a bootstrap approach as
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appropriate for formulating gauge noncommutativity in a consistent way [4,5]. Moreover, an in-
teresting connection has been established between the L., bootstrap and symplectic embeddings
of non-commutative algebras [6,7]. It is worth mentioning that the role of L., algebras in gauge
and field theory is already investigated in [8—10], see also [11-16] for recent progresses in studies
of the Ly, structures in the field theoretic context.

In the present paper, we shall take advantage of the constructive approach proposed in [17]
which, starting from the request that gauge theory be compatible with the desired space-time
noncommutativity and be equivalent to the standard one in the commutative limit, yields recursive
equations for field dependent gauge transformations and deformed field strength. As we shall
explicitly discuss, the procedure is closely related to the L, bootstrap and symplectic embedding
approaches.

The only exact (all orders in the non-commutativity parameter) nontrivial! models, which
have been constructed so far along the lines of [17], and exhibiting the flat commutative limit,
are the three-dimensional U (1) theory with su(2) noncommutativity [17] and the two-dimensional
U(1) model with kappa-Minkowski? noncommutativity [19]. Therefore, the construction of four-
dimensional models of this kind seems to be a valuable and timely problem.

In the present work we fill this gap: we construct exact noncommutative four-dimensional defor-
mations of U(1) gauge theory, implementing several three-dimensional noncommutative structures
within the general framework proposed in [17], and adding one more commutative coordinate. As
we shall see below, such an addition brings somewhat more than a naive generalisation of the
corresponding three-dimensional setup. For the non-trivial sector of the algebra we shall consider
explicitly the angular (or A-Minkowski) noncommutativity [22-28],

23,21 = —i 22, [23%,2°] =i gt, [2', 4% =0, (1.1)
and the su(2) noncommutativity [29-38],
(7%, 31 = —ixeMs g, 2P (1.2)

The latter may be easily generalised to su(1, 1), while the time variable 2° stays commutative for all
cases considered. We shall use the Greek letters u, v, ..., and the Latin letters a, b, ¢, ..., to denote
the four-dimensional and the three-dimensional (i.e. the spatial) coordinates respectively. The
three-dimensional deformation® of U(1) gauge theory, based on the su(2) noncommutativity (1.2)
has already been studied in detail in [17]. We shall see, however, that an addition of time as a
fourth commutative coordinate extends the results of [17] in a nontrivial way. For a given starting
space-time M, we shall indicate with Ag = (F(M),*) the noncommutative algebra of functions
representing noncommutative space-time, equipped by some noncommutative star product

frg#g*f,  f.g€Ae (1.3)

which, for coordinate functions, reproduces the linear algebras (1.1) and (1.2). Noncommutativity

is therefore specified by the z—dependent skew-symmetric matrix ©(x):

4, 2], = 10" (z), (1.4)

!i.e. with coordinate-dependent noncommutativity

2The deformed gauge transformations and the deformed field strength for the kappa-Minkowski noncommutativity
have been constructed in [19] in arbitrary dimension d, however, the gauge invariant classical action exhibits the flat
commutative limit at d = 2 only.

30ur notations do not coincide with the ones of [17]: Aour = 720Re£ [17]"



which we assume to be a Poisson bivector in order to maintain associativity of the star-product.

The symbol [, |, denotes the star commutator, defined as follows

[f7g]*5f*g_g*f7 vf7g€~’4®' (15)

Standard U(1) gauge transformations, 5?”4 = Jdf, with f € F(M), close an Abelian algebra,
[5?, 52] = 0. For non-Abelian gauge theories where gauge parameters are valued in a non-Abelian
Lie algebra , f = f;7¢, we have instead 6{ A = 9f — i[A, ] so that

[0F, 3g)A = OIf  g] — i[A, [f, g]] = ¢ yA.

Namely, the algebra of gauge transformations closes with respect to a non-Abelian Lie bracket.
Noncommutative U(1) gauge theory, with gauge parameters now belonging to Ag behaves very
much like non-Abelian theories. Therefore, according to [17], we shall require that the algebra of

gauge transformations closes with respect to the star commutator, namely
[5f, 59]14 = 5—i[f,g}*A' (1.6)
However, if gauge transformations are defined as a natural generalisation of the non-Abelian case,
A=A+ 0f —ilA, fls, (1.7)

it is known that, by composing two such transformations, we get the result (1.6) only if 0 is a
derivation of the star commutator, which in general is not the case. Hence, the guiding principle

in [17] was the definition of the infinitesimal gauge transformations,
Ay — Ay +0pA,, (1.8)

in such a way that they close the noncommutative algebra (1.6) and reduce to the standard U(1)

transformations in the commutative limit,
limdrA, = . 1.9
50 [ uf ( )

The star commutator, which enters in (1.6) has the following structure:

[fo 9l =i{f, 9} + -, (1.10)
where {f, g} stands for the Poisson bracket of f and g,

{f,9} =001 0y, (1.11)
while the remaining terms, denoted through “...”, contain higher derivatives. From now on we ne-

glect these terms, namely we consider the semi-classical limit [6,7]. Therefore our noncommutative

gauge algebra becomes the Poisson gauge algebra:

[0f,0g] = 11,9} (1.12)
We shall consider in what follows a two-parameter family of Poisson structures:
O =0=0M @ik =_)k g, 2!, (1.13)
where the 3 x 3 matrix & is defined as follows:

a:=diag{l, 1, a}, a€R. (1.14)



At a = 0 we get the Poisson structure which corresponds to the angular noncommutativity,
{3, 28 = —x2?,  {2%, 2%} =Xz, {z',2?} =0, {27,2°} =0, (1.15)

while at @ = 1 the three-dimensional bivector ©7* is nothing but the Poisson structure of the su(2)
case,
{aF 2y = — XM 5 2P (1.16)

Another interesting case is represented by v = —1 which corresponds to the Lie algebra su(1,1).
We emphasise however that the Jacobi identity,

OSP4+ A =0, f9 =8,09, (1.17)

is satisfied for any «, not just at @« = 0 and a = +1. Introducing the projector 4, on the

three-dimensional space,

8 =81 — 0,03, (1.18)

we get an explicit formula for the structure constants:
[ =—X8" 88, e g, (1.19)

yielding
{27, 28} = =X T8 a g a®, {27,2} = 0. (1.20)

The paper is organised as follows. Sec. 2 is devoted to deformed gauge transformations. Moreover,

a connection with the symplectic embedding approach is discussed. In Sec. 3 we present relevant
aspects of the Lo, bootstrap approach to gauge theories and establish the L., algebra, which
corresponds to our gauge transformations. In Sec. 4 we introduce a deformed field strength and a
suitable classical action.

2 Noncommutative gauge transformations.

According to [17] the infinitesimal deformed gauge transformations, which close the algebra (1.12),
and reproduce the correct undeformed limit (1.9), can be constructed by allowing for a field-
dependent deformation as follows:

OpAu =7, (A0 f +{Au f}. (2.1)
This variation satisfies the following derivation property [6]:
OpgAu = 905 Au + [ogAu. (2.2)
For (1.12) to be satisfied the 4 x 4 matrix v has to solve the master equation®
YOS — V04K + O 0 — 0K — 148,0" = 0, (2.3)
moreover, it has to reduce to the identity at the commutative limit,

lim ~# = 6. 2.4
lim 5y = 4, (2.4)

4We use the notation o = a%'
w



The last requirement guarantees that the noncommutative transformations (2.1) reproduce the
standard Abelian gauge transformations (1.9) in the undeformed theory. A general result has been
established in [6] in the context of symplectic embeddings, that is valid for any © which is linear
in x. It suggests a solution of Eq. (2.3) in the form®

v

v 1 14 14 M
Y. (A) = —§fHAAA +4,+x <—7> ) (2.5)
n

where the matrix M is defined by
MY = fAFS0ALA, (2.6)

u Uu > —2)" By, u™
:\/;CO‘E\/;—l:;()(T;!. (2.7)

In the last equalities the quantities Bs,, are the Bernoulli numbers, and y (%): have to be under-

and the function y reads

stood as the matrix elements of x(M/2).
By replacing the structure constants (1.19) in the definition (2.6) we obtain

My = —-XNZ My, (2.8)
where the matrix M , defined by
L 2.9
w Y Z ’ ( : )
is a projector, i.e. M? = M, and hence
M" =DM, Vnel. (2.10)
From now on we shall make use of the notations® :
A, = A,
Al = d“gAg, & = diag{a, «, 1, 0},
Z = A AL =a-(A)’+a- (A + (4A3)°. (2.11)

Using the identity (2.10) we can easily calculate the nontrivial term of Eq. (2.5):
M = ”B M\" X (=2)"Ba, (NZ\" -
(5) = et () X e ()
2 - 2 2o (2m))! 2 ~
= = M

- <i nBQ" (AQQZY) M =y <A222> .M. (2.12)

Substituting this result in the general formula (2.5), we arrive at the final expression for ~,

v 1 v 12 )\ ZAQ v v
A = 51 YA AN+ 0, + X < I >(Zéﬂ—AaAu), (2.13)

where we introduced another form factor,

x(v) = %(\/Ecotﬁ—m, (2.14)

®Note that our notations differ from the ones of [6]. In order to obtain our Eq. (2.5) one has toset t =1, p = A
and replace v by v — 1 in Eq. (6.3) of [6].
5Do not confuse & and &!



in order to confront our results with the ones of [17]. Setting oo = 1, one can easily see that the
three-dimensional part of (2.13), viz 'yji», coincides with the known three-dimensional result (2.11)
of [17] for the su(2)-case.

Interestingly, the field-dependent deformation of gauge transformations (2.1) has been derived
in [6] as the result of a symplectic embedding of the Poisson manifold (M, ©) into the symplectic
manifold (T*M,w), where T*M denotes the cotangent bundle and w an appropriate symplectic
form such that mw™' = ©, 7 : T*M — M being the projection map.

Shortly, the idea of symplectic embeddings of Poisson manifolds is a generalization of symplectic
realizations [20,21], which consist in the following. One considers the canonical symplectic form
wo on T*M, which is locally given by wy = d\g = dp, A dxz* with \g = p,dz" the Liouville
one-form. The contraction of A\g with the Poisson tensor © defined on M yields a vector field,
X% = O\, ) = O*(z)p,0,» whose flow we shall indicate with ¢f,¢t € R. In terms of the
latter, it is possible to endow, at least locally, the cotangent space with a new symplectic form,
w whose inverse naturally projects down to the Poisson tensor ©® on M through the projection
map 7 : T*M — M. According to [20,21] such a form is given by the integrated pull-back of the
canonical symplectic form wq through the flow associated with the vector field X©,

1
wi= /0 ()" (wo) dt (2.15)

which in coordinates reads w = dy* A dp,, with y*(x,p) fo z# o P dt. The Jacobian matrix
J = (0yt/ox") is formally invertible. On denoting its inverse by ~(x,p) the symplectic Poisson

tensor w1 = agu N zo— is given in terms of the original variables (z,p) and the matrix v(z,p),
according to
0 0 0 0
=W — 2 A — v (x,p)=— A . 2.16
Let’s pose w™! = A. A generalization of the previous procedure consists in defining A as a

deformation of ©, according to Eq. (2.16) and imposing that it satisfies Jacobi identity, provided
© does. This amounts to compute the Schouten bracket, [A, A], and impose that it be zero. We
obtain the following equation for the matrix =,

0 ¢ 0 0 ¢

— vp_Z En_Z v b T gré
Wap % Wa WO O N N9 =0 (2.17)

where [©,0] = 0 has been used. The latter is exactly the master equation (2.3) after replacing
derivatives with respect to p, by derivatives with respect to A, which is, however, a non-trivial
difference, since A, is itself a function of x, while p, is obviously not. The relation between the
two approaches, which has been established in [6,7], may be summarised as follows.
Let us first consider the standard setting with © = 0. Then, the cotangent bundle 7% M is endowed
with the canonical symplectic form wy. The gauge field A € QY(U), U C M is associated with a
local section s : U — T*U, through a local trivialisation, ¥, (sa(z)) = (z, A(z)). The image of
s4 is a submanifold of T*U. Let

Ea=X — A (2.18)

be a local one-form on T*U with Ay the Liouville form. We have
sa(6a) =0 (2.19)

it being s%(Ao) = A = (7m0 54)*(A). This means that {4 vanishes exactly on the submanifold
im(s4) C T*U. Therefore the latter is identified by the constraint (2.19), which in turn amounts to



fix the fibre coordinate at z, p to its value A(x) identified by the section s4. Then, the infinitesimal
gauge transformation of the gauge potential A, with gauge parameter f, may be defined in terms
of the canonical Poisson bracket w, 1 as follows

9 %a, _ g ¢ (2.20)

TrAule) = ST 6ot = o g =

Now let us consider the case © # 0, namely, (M, ©) is a Poisson manifold. A symplectic embedding
is performed as described above, with symplectic form now given by the inverse of (2.16), while the
image of U C M through the local section s4 is still defined by the constraint (2.18). Then, the
infinitesimal gauge transformation of the gauge potential is formally the same as in the previous
case, (2.20), except for the fact that w 1 is to be replaced by the Poisson tensor w™ ! defined by
(2.16). Therefore we have

af aSAH p 8f 8§AH
P i ROk vl

* * loa 8f
5fAu = SA{W f §Au}w_l = er DP

- {Aua f}@ + 75(x7 A) ) (221)

which is precisely the starting assumption (2.1). The master equation for v , Eq. (2.17), yields
therefore Eq. (2.3) once the constraint (2.18) has been imposed. Notice that, in order to compare
with the results of [6] we have to pose ¢t = 1 and substitute v by v — 1.

Let us remark that the solution of the master equation Eq. (2.3) is not unique, i.e. one may
construct other deformed gauge transformations, which close the algebra (1.12). In the approach
just described, this is due to the freedom in choosing different symplectic embeddings for the
Poisson manifold (M, ©) [6,7], and gives rise to a field redefinition, which maps gauge orbits of
the original fields onto gauge orbits of the new fields [39].

In the next section we will see that the present construction is closely related to the L.-
bootstrap. In that setting, the ambiguity mentioned above corresponds to a quasi-isomorphism of
the underlying Lo, algebra, which is unique (up to quasi-isomorphisms) [39].

3 Relation to L., algebras and bootstrap.

L~ algebras are homotopy generalisations of Lie algebras defined on a graded vector space V =
®,Vi, k € Z, with multi-linear n-brackets’

b (v1,- 0,) EVE" v e V. (3.1)

k € Z denotes the grading of the subspace Vi, so that deg(v) =k <= v € Vj . By definition

deg(n(v1, -+ ,vn)) :n—2+2deg(vi). (3.2)
i=1

The brackets are graded anti-symmetric
Co(v1, - 0j, 01,000 ) = (_1)1+deg(vj)deg(vj+1)gn(v1’ U1, ), (3.3)
and satisfy the generalised Jacobi identities,

> DU (=1)7€(0,0) 1 1i(Va(1)s - Vo(i))s Va(it1)s oo Vo)) =0, nEN  (3.4)
i+j=n-+1 o

"We are considering the so called I-picture [9].



where ) _ denotes the sum over permutations, o, of the variables v1,...,v, such that,
o(l) <. <o(i), o(i+1)<---<o(n), (3.5)

(—1)7 takes care of the signature of the permutation and €(o, v) stands for the Koszul sign, which
takes into account the degree of the permuted entries (see [9] for details).

Lo algebras and gauge transformations are related in the following way [8,9]. Consider a
graded space V such that the only nonempty subspaces are Vj and V_;. By construction the
former is identified with a space of the gauge parameters, f € Vy whilst the latter contains the
gauge fields, A = A, dz" € V_;. We shall look for the deformed gauge transformation in the form

of a series expansion, as follows:

S A =3 (1) T L (f A, A). (3.6)
n=0
By setting
L(f) = df = (9.f)da”, (37)
l2(fag) = _{fag}’ Vf,gEVo, (38)

and determining the remaining brackets, i, from the requirement of closure of the L,.-algebra, one
can build the gauge transformation (3.6). Such a “completion” is referred to as the Lo, bootstrap [4,
5]. General properties of the Lo-construction automatically insure that the condition (1.12) is
satisfied, see e.g. [5,18].

In the previous section we have constructed the deformed gauge transformations without any
reference to the L., algebras, however, Proposition 5.9 of [6] guarantees, that for any symplectic
embedding, related® to the deformed gauge transformation (2.1), the Lo, algebra is indeed there,

and can be constructed as follows.

e Expanding the right hand side of the transformation (2.1), presented as

5fA = ('YZ(A)&/f + {Aua f}) dat, (3.9)

in powers of A, and comparing with the right-hand side of (3.6) one finds all the brackets
of the form 1, (f, A,---,A). All other brackets, which depend on a single argument f and
n — 1 arguments A can be, obviously, recovered from the mentioned ones by the graded

antisymmetry (3.3).
e The only nonzero bracket, which involves two arguments f, g € Vp, is given by Eq. (3.8).

e All other brackets are identically equal to zero.

The proposition, mentioned above, also asserts that L..-algebras which correspond to different
choices of v (i.e. different symplectic embeddings), associated with the same Poisson bivector ©
via Eq. (2.3), are necessarily connected by Ls,-quasi-isomorphisms. From this point of view the Ly,
structure, which underlies a given deformed gauge transformation of the form (2.1) is “unique”.
Applying the prescription presented above to the matrix ~, given by Eq. (2.13), we get

§;A = (Ouf)dat +{A,, f}da" — % FiM0, f) Ay dat

8Here “related” means that both the deformed gauge transformation and the symplectic embedding are defined
via the same matrix , which is a solution of the master equation (2.3).



o —2)" By, )\annfl
i Z( )" By

ol o (20— ALA) (O) dat, (3.10)

n=1

therefore the only non-zero brackets of the underlying L., algebra are given by

LW(f) = (Ouf)dat,

B(fA) = (A f)det = 2 A, ) det Ay,
lont1(f, A, -+ JA) = 52’;' Nz (Z 6 - ALA) (0,f)dat, mEN,
l2(fag) = _{fag}’ VfaQGVO (311)

We remind that the structure constants are given by Eq. (1.19), and the quantity Z is defined
by (2.11). This result is a direct generalisation of the Lo, algebra, presented in the Example 6.4
of [6] for the three-dimensional su(2)-case.

4 Deformed field strength.

According to [17,18] the deformed field strength, which transforms in a covariant way under the

noncommutative transformations (2.1),

5f]:;u/ = {fuu7f}7 (41)

may be searched by adapting the usual definition of the non-Abelian field strength to our Poisson
gauge algebra. This yields [17,18]:

Fou = R, <2’y§ DeAy + {Ap,AA}> , (4.2)

with the unknown RW@‘ satisfying appropriate conditions. It would certainly be interesting to
derive this result from symplectic embeddings, as we did for the gauge potential, however, such a
connection is still missing. Therefore the field strength is here obtained, as in [17,18], in a more
direct way.

By imposing that (4.1) be satisfied, one gets an equation for the coefficient function RWE’\7 which

we name the second master equation,
WROARL + O O\R,™ + R, 0575 + R, 045 = 0. (4.3)
The latter exhibits the following undeformed limit:

: w 1 w w
lim R,™ = 3 (608y — 6,207) . (4.4)

This requirement together with the relation (2.4) ensures that the noncommutative field strength

reduces to the commutative one in the undeformed theory:
>1\i£>% Fuw = Fu =0,A, — 0,A,. (4.5)

A solution of Eq. (4.3), which satisfies the condition (4.4), is known for arbitrary Poisson bivector
O up to O(©?) terms [17], see Appendix A. Substituting our data (1.13) in these formulae, and
using the straightforward identities,

FERE = N (8] — artey),



(FP10e = FPIT9) AgAy = N2(806y — 806%) Z
+ N(ALALN — AL AN — AL ALSY + ALALSY),  (4.6)

we get:
R.P(A) = ~(or5e—guor). (1- 22z
iz ( ) - 5 plv — Y% ) - E

1 W W (*% W 1

+ 5 (620005 — 0,0007 + 0,078, — 6,0667) - <1 -5 >\2Z>
1 w w W W

+ 5 (F5900 — 200 + F3P00 — 1067) Ag
)\2

- — (JZAEAV —0)AGA, — 6, ALA, + éfAfoM)
)\2
+ (A“’A 5008 — AL AL0)00 — AL AL + AL AL ) + O(N).  (4.7)
This formula suggests to look for the complete solution of (4.3) in the form of the following Ansatz
Ru(A) = 5 (0005 = 8208 ) - COVE) + 5 (300005 — 000685 + 6035 8, — 3503.9%) - AO\WZ)
1 ~
+ g (F520 = f3200 + 3007 — £067) Ae - (W Z)

2
+ g (0LALA, — SJALA, - §JALA, + 67ALA,) - 6(\WZ)

>/

>/
)

+ (A“’A 5005 — AS A0 — AL ALY + ALALSYY) - (AW Z), (4.8)

where the form factors ¢, ¢, ¢, A and ® are unknown functions, which exhibit the following

asymptotic behaviour at small \:
1
(WZ) = 1- 3 NZ+ 0N,
1
ANWZ) = 1- S NZ + O\,
(WZ) = 1+00),
1

BWZ) — §+(’)(A). (4.9)

Substituting the ansatz (4.8) in the master equation (4.3) at u=1,v=2,p=3, w =2, =3 we

A (Y s - Son () - 2w ()] - [ () -ow)] ) =o.
(4.10)

where v = A\W/Z, and, we remind, the function x(v) is defined by Eq. (2.14). This relation is

satisfied for all A; iff
o0 - 5 o (7 ) 0¥ (%) -

<uz> = 0. (4.11)

get,

10



The solution of this system of equations, which is compatible? with the asymptotics (4.9), is given

by
sin ¥\ 2
() = 4( u?),

o) = 4(—2+20084u+usinu) 2d¢ (4.12)

U wdu’

In order to determine the remaining three form factors we substitute the ansatz (4.8) in Eq. (4.3)
atu=1,rv=0,p=1L,w=0,£=2:
2

0 = 3;;( VZ 2 oz[ uy' (Z) Aw) +udu) ¥ <UI> —4<I>/(u)} (A1)2A,

+ uQZ[uw@) ( > w) +2®(u )}AlAg
- 127 fug (%) ) - i) - W] 42

what leads us to a system of three coupled equations for three undetermined functions ¢(u), ®(u)

and A(u):
2uy <“Z2> Aw) +ud(u) R <“Z2> AW (w) = 0
¢ () o+ ax (4 dw+ 200 = o

u? =
uy (Z) Aw) —ul(u) —aN () = 0, uw=I\Z. (4.14)

(4.13)

Resolving these equations, and imposing the conditions (4.9), we obtain:

{u) = 4(““%>2=<mx

Aw = 2
Du) = 4(“;7;1““). (4.15)

Summarising Eq. (4.8), Eq. (4.12) and Eq. (4.15) we arrive at

R(A) = 5 (0007 = 8500 ) - COVE) + 5 (340005 — 000605, + 6035 8, — 3105.0%) - AOWZ)
1 w w w w
+ o (F520 = f3200 + 3007 — £06) Ae - (W Z)
A UJ w w w
+ 5 (0hALAL - 00ALA, — OALA, + 5JALA,) d(AWZ)
2
+ % (A%A, 8008 — A% AL000, — AL A0S + AL A0S - ®(AWZ), (4.16)
with
. 2
S
= 4 2
cw = a(22)
9 Actually, one has to use just the initial condition ¢(0) = f%, while the asymptotic behaviour of ¢ can be checked

a posteriori.

11



sin u

Aw) = =2,
o) = 2,
B(u) = W (4.17)

One can check by direct substitution that our solution is valid for all other combinations of the
indexes u, v, p, w and &.

At a =1 the three-dimensional restriction, Rab“l, of (4.16) coincides'” with the known three-
dimensional solution for the su(2) case [17]. It is remarkable that the presence of the fourth (com-
mutative) coordinate 2° generalises the mentioned three-dimensional result in a quite nontrivial
way, introducing new contributions of the form factors A and ®.

The deformed field strength F, defined by Eq. (4.2), allows for a natural definiton of the
classical action functional, which remains invariant upon the deformed noncommutative gauge

transformations (2.1), and which reproduces correctly the classical limit. Indeed, by defining
1
S[A] = / dz L, L= —Z]:W]:pg nPn”s, (4.18)
R4

with
n = diag (+1, -1, 1, —1), (4.19)

we can check that the classical limit is

1
: — 4. _ = wp €
)1\1_)11105[14] /[Rz;d :U( 4FWFp§77 n >, (4.20)

thanks to the property (4.5) of the deformed field strength. Moreover, since the deformed field
strength F transforms in a covariant way (Eq. (4.1)), the deformed Lagrangian density, being

quadratic in F, transforms in a covariant way as well. We have indeed

def 1. 0 ,
0L = = lm o (P + € (05 F ) (Foe + € (07 Fpe)) 10"

1 1%
= 3 <ﬂw (08 Fpe) + (5fqu)fp£) nen e

1 1
= _Z<‘7:HV {fp&f} + {qu’f}fpﬁ) 77“/)77% T {fuv fp&f} 77“/)771/£
= {L, [}, (4.21)

where we have first used the standard definition of first variation of £ upon the variation of F;
then we have substituted the explicit expression (4.1) for §¢F, and took into account the derivation
property of the Poisson bracket. By using Eq. (1.11) we thus get

SiL = 0,(L Dyf OM) — L O, f 9,0M. (4.22)

Remark. In order to avoid confusions, we comment on the usage of partial derivatives in this
paper. On the one hand, in the master equations (2.3) and (4.3), in the terms @”“(%*yf\ — @5“3M7K
and ©% O\R,./™, the partial derivatives act on the ezplicit dependence on z only, whilst A(x)
is considered as an independent variable. On the other hand, in all other places of this article,
(e.g. in the definition of the Poisson bracket (1.11)), the partial derivatives act on all z-dependent

objects. In particular, in the last line of Eq. (4.22) the partial derivative acts on x, which is present

10We use slightly different parametrisation of the form factors.
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in £ not just explicitly '!, but also via A(x) and its first derivatives as well. This justifies the
Leibnitz rule in the last step of (4.22).
Finally, noticing that the Poisson bivector (1.13) satisfies the identity

0,0" =0, (4.23)
we see that the variation 0L is a total derivative, therefore the action (4.18) is gauge invariant:

5¢S[A] = 0. (4.24)

5 Summary and outlook.

In this article we constructed a family of four-dimensional noncommutative deformations of the
U(1) gauge theory, implementing a class of noncommutative spaces (1.13) in the general framework
of [17]. This class includes the angular (or A-Minkowski), the su(2) and the su(1,1) cases at a = 0,
a = +1 and o = —1 respectively. We worked within the semi-classical approximation, so our
noncommutative gauge theories are actually Poisson gauge theories.

The first result is the definition (2.1) of deformed gauge transformations, where the matrix
v is given by Eq. (2.13). These transformations close the noncommutative algebra (1.12). We
also discussed the interpretation of the master equation Eq. (2.3), which we used to construct the
deformed gauge transformations, as a Jacobi identity for symplectic embeddings [6, 7].

The second result is an explicit Lo, structure (3.11), which corresponds to our deformed non-
commutative gauge transformations in sense of the L, bootstrap.

The third result is an expression for the deformed field strength, Eq. (4.2), where the quan-
tity R is given by Eq. (4.16). This deformed field strength transforms in a covariant way upon
the deformed noncommutative gauge transformations, thereby allowing for a definition of the
gauge-invariant classical action (4.18). We stress that the presence of the fourth (commutative)
coordinate z° brings nontrivial contributions to the deformed strength (via R), which do not look
like a simple and intuitive addition to the corresponding three-dimensional result. In particular,
the components Fo; exhibit a highly nonlinear dependence on the three-dimensional components
of A. This behaviour is different from the one of the matrix v, where the four-dimensionality does
not change the corresponding three-dimensional result that much, since v = §°. Let us illus-
trate the nontriviality on a simple example where the gauge potential does not depend on spatial
coordinates x7. In this situation one may expect that the noncommutativity, being essentially
three-dimensional, does not affect the field strength, so Fo; = dyA;. Our analysis, instead, yields

Foj = 2Ry;" dgA
1 A2
= AMWZ)dhA; + 3 CWZ) [ A, 0o Ay, + 5 DIMWZ) AL A; 9y Ay, (5.1)

which disproves the naive expectation. The nonlinearity which derives from spatial noncommuta-
tivity manifests itself in the spatially-homogeneous situation as well, as far as the time-dependence
is concerned. One can also check that, substituting an z/-independent gauge potential A in the
equations of motion derived from the classical action (4.18), one gets a nonlinear dynamics, which

"i.e. via the Poisson bivector ©(x), which enters in the definition (4.2) of F through the Poisson bracket.
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governs the time-dependence. At the best of our knowledge nothing similar takes place in non-
commutative gauge theories which are based on more conventional approaches.

The present research can be continued in various directions. On one hand, one may study
various physical consequences of noncommutativity such as the existence of Gribov copies, which
has already been established for the noncommutative QED with Moyal type noncommutativity [40—
42]. On the other hand, one may focus on purely mathematical structures, which stand behind.
In particular, one may wonder whether the field strength F, obtained in this paper, is compatible
with the Lo, bootstrap procedure, related to the extended L, algebra [4], that contains one more
nonempty subspace V_s of the objects which transform in a covariant way upon the deformed
gauge transformations. In particular, one has to check, whether

1 n(n—1)
Fupdat Nda” =" —=(=1)"7 1n(A, -, A), (5.2)

mn.
n=1

where the first bracket corresponds to the undeformed field strength (4.5),
l1(A) = Fy dat A da?, (5.3)

and all the brackets together fulfil the L., relations.
Finally, an interesting problem which we would like to investigate in the coming future is to
understand if it is possible to derive the deformed field strength proposed in this paper within the

symplectic embedding approach, and to clarify its geometric nature.

A. General solution for R, (z, A) up to O(©?) corrections.

Ry (z,A) = RQ) ™ (x, A) + RG) ™ (x, A) + RQ) ™ (2, A) + O(©?), (5.4)
where
1
0) pw o W W
R, A) = o (5487 = 5;0)
w 1 w w w (%9
RGP (x,4) = (o1 0,05 — 5 0,6 — 500,05 + 57 9,69 ) A,
1 1
2) pw o o w Yol
RE)™(z,A) = (Eéﬁe °0,0,0% — 85 070 0,0,0%
1 1
- o 079 9,0,0% + 0 079 9,0,0%

1 1
o w w o
+ 50 0,077 0,05 — 60,07° 0,6

1 g w 1 w o
- 5000, ¢ 0,0% + 300 0u® ¢ 050%°

1 1
+ gau@ﬁp 0,07 — 20,67 ayefp> AgA,. (5.5)
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