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Abstract

This article reviews the construction and some applications of twisted Poincare-
covariant quantum fields on the Moyal plane. The Drinfel’d twist, which plays a
key mathematical role in this construction, is then applied to the case of discrete
groups, with a view to applications to geons in quantum gravity. The Poincaré-
twisted fields can also be applied to study the CMB anisotropies, and corrections
to the power spectrum are used to put constraints on spacetime noncommutativ-
ity. The article also addresses the issue of the difference between Moyal and Voros
quantum fields. Finally, it is pointed out that the Euclidean functional integrals
of QFTs on the Moyal plane do not, in general, obey reflection positivity.



1 Introduction

One of the most compelling arguments for the emergence of noncommutative spacetimes at
length scales close to the Planck length [p comes from the work of Doplicher, Fredenhagen
and Roberts (DFR) |12]. Intuitively, their argument can be summarized as follows. Conven-
tionally, events are taken to be points of a commutative manifold, the Minkowski spacetime
M?*!. However, attempts to localize (i.e. measure) events with extreme precision require
the use of probes with arbitrarily high energies concentrated in arbitrarily small spacetime
regions. But according to classical general relativity, such large concentrations of energy
can lead to the gravitational collapse and subsequent formation of event horizons. Hence
localization of events with arbitrary precision has no operational meaning.

DFR then argue that the commutative spacetime M>" should be replaced by a spacetime
possessing a quantum structure, or a noncommutative spacetime, wherein the spacetime un-
certainty relations are straightforward consequences. Specifically, they argue that spacetime
at short length scales should be described by a noncommutative algebra £, and the points by
pure states on €. Also, the commutative manifold M>' should emerge from & at large dis-
tances, i.e. distances much larger than [p. We will briefly review the arguments of DFR |[1,3|
below.

Consider a free neutral scalar field ¢ in a state ® given by & = Q) where Q is
the vacuum state vector, and f a real smooth test function with support in a compact
region whose extent is given by Az,. The Hamiltonian, derived from the Tj, component
of the stress-energy tensor T, can be used to make a heuristic estimate of the energy F
concentrated in the region (Az,, Az,, Axs), with temporal uncertainty Az, ~ 1/E. The
gravitational potential at x, ~ 0, computed from the retarded potential is then required
to obey the condition that photons of energy e should not be trapped. This leads to the
uncertainty relations
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Az Az 2 13, (1.1)
i=1
Az;Azy 2 13 (1.2)

Finally, DFR argue that the noncommutative algebra
[q,ua qy] = Q,uw [Q)n 0/,“/] =0 (13>

yields the uncertainty relations in (1.1)) and (1.2)).
Corresponding to the algebra (1.3)), Bahns, Doplicher, Fredenhagen and Piacitelli 3] de-

fine operators for areas, 3-volumes and 4-volumes [3], which we will describe next very briefly.
Starting with the universal enveloping algebra of (I.3)), authors of 3] define a universal differ-
ential calculus, allowing the construction of the analogs of 1-, 2-, and 3-forms. The operators
corresponding to area, 3-volume and 4-volume have interesting and unexpected properties.
For the area operator, the sum of the modulus squared of the components is bounded below.
The spectrum of the 3-volume operator is C, the complex plane. The 4-volume operator



has a pure point spectrum, and again the sum of the modulus squared of its components is
bounded below.

The physical consequences of these remarkable properties described above have not been
sufficiently explored.

We next describe the construction of covariant fields on the Moyal plane.

2 Covariant Quantum Fields on the Moyal Plane

The algebra of smooth functions with values in C, Ay(M) on a manifold M is a commutative
algebra under pointwise multiplication. It is possible to recover the topology, and even
the differential structure of M using the results of Gel’fand and Naimark, and subsequent
far-reaching results of Connes and coworkers [4,5]. It is this algebra that describes the
"configuration space" in quantum mechanics.

The Moyal plane Ay(M) is a noncommutative deformation of Ay(M). If mg is the
multiplication map of Ay(M), my(f, ® fo)(x) = fi(x)fo(x) for f; € Ay(M),x € M, then the
twisted multiplication map my for Ay(M) is

mo(fo ® f2)() = (Fred 2w £) () (2.1)

where 6, is a constant antisymmetric matrix. This can also be written as
mo(Fy(fi @ f)),  Fy = el (2.2)

The operator Fy is called the Drinfel’d twist [6,10-14].

We will write the product of functions in Ay(M) with the notation ,. Thus (fi*yf5)(z) =
i5.0,.7,

(fre2 o 2 o) ().

The product %4 is associative but not commutative. These are best seen by using plane
waves e, €,(r) = e'P* for which P.e, = p,e,, P, being the translations. Then e, x5 e, =
e~ 3PN
672/2p/\q

€p€q> PG := pu0,,q,. Associativity follows easily from this formula. But since e xpe, =
€,€p 7 €, *g €, it is not commutative.

The action of the Poincaré group PI = {(a,A)} on Ay(M) is ((a, A)f)(z) := [(a,A) >
fl(z) = f(a, A)"'z). Its action on the product of functions in Ay(M) is well-known. We can
write it using the canonical coproduct Ay on Pl : Ag((a, A)) = (a,A) @ (a, A). Then

(a,A) > (f1 @ fo) = mo(Do(a, A) > (f1 @ f2)) := mo([(a, ) > fi] @ [(a, A) > fo])  (2.3)

But this action is not compatible with mg: mg[Ag(a, A) > (f; @ fo)] # (a, A)(f1 *4 fo).
However, the Drinfel’d-twisted coproduct Ay, Agl(a, A)] = F, '[(a, A) @ (a, A)]Fp, is com-
patible with my : my[Ay(a,A) > (fi @ f5)] = (a,A) > (f1 *¢ f5). This coproduct is co-
commutative [7-13].

It is this action of 731 that we want to adapt to quantum fields and generalize also to
commutative discrete subgroups of a group G acting on quantum fields.

There is an elegant way to twist the functions belonging to A4y(M) to operator-valued
maps fy which incorporate the twisted product. The definition of f, is

fo = feBntu. (2.4)
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Such a twist was introduced by Grosse 15| and Zamalodchikovs and Faddeev |16,(17] in the
context of integrable models. We can easily check that

el

fiofoo = (fi %o f2)o,  fio = fieé(g“e”" i (2.5)

For plane waves, we have
1 e
_ —5pA 0D
€pp = €€ 2 (2.6)

The algebra of fy’s is isomorphic to Ag(M) and we will use the same name for both.

We note that e,ge, 9 = €,,,0 Where there is still the exponential with 9, in the right
extreme. We can get rid of it by applying e, , 4 (and polynomials of e, ) on the constant
function 1 with value 1. Then the Lorentz group PI with the coproduct A, acts consistently
on e,’s and hence fy's: Ag(a,A) > e, - e,91 = eAp’geAqﬂei/z(ApAAq)'“1. It is this “dressed”
approach that we will generalize to quantum fields. The role of 1 is taken in that case by
the vacuum state.

Next suppose that ¢ is a covariant scalar quantum field. The Poincaré group 731 acts
on ¢ as it did on Ay(M) and is represented by the unitary operator U(a, A) if (a,A) € 771.
Thus we have U(a, A)¢(x)U(a,A)™" = ¢(Ax + a). Its action on products of fields is also
given by such conjugations.

Let us consider free, in or out fields of mass m so that we can write

3
ooa) = [ Saea) - arepl@), =7+ o,
= ¢"(z) +¢ (). (2.7)
On the vacuum,
¢(2)]0) = ¢_(x)[0) (2.8)
and U(a, N)¢p_(2)|0) = ¢_(Az + a)|0) since U(a,A)|0) = |0). We have similar formulae for

products of several fields.
The field ¢y twisted by Fy is

bo() = goe /2 Pun P (2.9)
so that
bo(@)|0) = o(x)]0), 2.10)
bo(21) 00 (22)]0) = o(x)e 3T w0 Pr g (,)|0) (2.11)
etc.
We can write
oua)in(z)l0) = [ T]dutp)Fola, © a3 )00y, (e (o) (212



—i/2P,®90,,, P,

where now Fy = e . Consider the twisted coproduct

Ag(a, A) = Fp{(a,A) @ (a, )} F, ! (2.13)
where we have not used a new notation for Fy here. Then
AplU(a,N)] = FyU(a, ) @ U(a, A F, " (2.14)
With this coproduct, 731 acts covariantly on the left-hand side:

Ag[U(a, N)]dg(x1)Pe(2)|0) = dg(Azy + a)dg(Az, + a)|0) (2.15)

as a short calculation shows.
The coproduct A is compatible with symmetrization. Thus if ¢, is the symmetrization
operator for the ¢;’s,

00%0(71)P0(22)]0) = Po(w2)Po(21)|0) (2.16)

then Ay[U(a, A)]oy = 002[U(a, A)]. This formula generalizes to products of fields as well,
as discussed in [28|. For twisted fields, we have to twist o, to

0y = FyooFy, ' = Fio, (2.17)

Note that o = 1. This identity along with other relations defining the braid group are valid
for action on polynomials of fields so that the braid group By becomes the permutation
group Sy for N fields. We can then work with representations of Sy on ¢y(z;) - - - dy(xx)]0)
without spoiling Poincaré covariance. We can work with Bose and para fields.

Thus we see that twisted fields are also compatible with the (twisted) action of Sy.

We call quantum fields with a consistent action of 731 and Sy as Poincaré covariant fields.
Thus ¢y and ¢y are Poincaré covariant fields. Note that ¢y depends on an abelian subgroup
of translations of the Poincaré group 731.

We want to generalize these considerations with 731 replaced by a generic group G acting
on quantum fields, and translations replaced by a discrete subgroup H of G. We lead up to
it by writing Fy for 731 using projection operators.

The operators a,, a, have the commutation rules [a,, ajl] = 2py6°(p — q). Hence if [p) =
af|0),

10} = _d%
)6l [ dna)fa)allo) = F@lp),  dnta) = 5.

Let us write down the projection operator as P,. Then P, ®¢P,, the symmetrised tensor
product, projects a two-particle state [ du(k)du(l)f(k, l)aLa”O) to the two-particle subspace
with momenta p, g:

(2.18)

(P, @5 Py) [ duk)au)1 (k. Dafal[0) = £(p. )ajallo). 2.19)
Such projectors extend to 1(N), the projectors to the N-particle subspace. We have,

/ dy(p)|p) (p| = 1Y, / dp(p)dp(q)|p, ) (p.ql = 1%, etc. (2.20)
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We see also that
P (71)Pg (22)]0) = / dp(p)du(q)e™ |, ) (p, qldy (x1)dy (22)[0) , (2.21)

which for 0 = 0 is just ¢q (z1)pg (72)]0).
The action of the Poincaré group can also be written down:

Ag(Up(a, ) (65 (1) 85 (22)]0)) = Fy(Up(a, A) @ Uy(a, M) Fy " (¢5 (1)¢g (22)[0))
= /du(p)du(q)ei(Ap)/\(Aq)ei(Ap)aH(Aq)a|AP7 AG)(p, q|dg(1)dp(22)[0) . (2.22)

Important ingredients in these constructions are the projection operators.

Twisted quantum fields have implications for the spin-statistics relation, especially at
high energies. They are also able to avoid UV-IR mixing, and hence more appropriate for
making realistic models of particle physics. The details may be found in our works |18-27].

2.1.  The Treatment of Discrete Groups

Actions of discrete groups G on quantum fields occur extensively in the treatment of mapping
class groups of the diffeomorphism groups in quantum gravity.

Mapping class groups are also called large gauge transformations. For R®, they are
trivial, but they are not for more complicated asymptotically flat manifolds. An example is
the 3-torus with a point (representing spatial infinity) removed. For reviews, we refer to [29).

The mapping class groups G are discrete, but generally non-abelian. We assume that we
have a quantum field ¥, on the spatial slice with an action G > g, of G on v,. Here
g>(p) = Uo(g~'p) with p being a point on this slice and p — g~ 'p the action of G on the
manifold. This is the analog of the action of 731 on ¢y. We want to twist the product of 1,’s
and this action. The twist is on an abelian subgroup A C G, just as it was on the abelian
translations contained in the Poincaré group for the case of R*.

To begin with, we assume that A is finite. Then it is known that A is the product of
cyclic groups: A = Z, x Z,, X -1, , where n; is the order of the cyclic group Ly,

The group an has n; irreducible representations P, My = 0,1,---n; — 1, where P, -
2 € Ly, = pmy(2) = 2. The corresponding character Xom, 18 ij(zk) = MM

The projection operator, the analogue of P,, acting on ¢, to project to the space for the
action of P, 1S, In & bra-ket notation, then

—1
J
ij = Z ’mjvkj><mjakj| (223)
k;=0
since
EPm;, = Xm,;(2)Pm,, (2.24)
PmJPmJ_ = mrmkij. 2.25)



as can easily be checked.
Consider then the projection operator for the representation py := p,,, ® pp,, @+ @ ppy,
of A®*. This projection operator is given as

P’rﬁzpml@PmQ@Pmk? m = (m17m27"'mk)' (226)

In particular, the projection operator Py ® Py, projects to the representation ps; ® p, of
A® A
The untwisted multiplication map for the fields 1) is

mo (Yo @ Yo)(p) = Yo(p) Yo(p)- (2.27)

We can now twist m to my using the abelian algebra A:
mg(o ®1hy) = myg [Fe_(wo ® )], (2.28)
F, = Z e%miaijmjpm QP (2.29)

In the above expression for Fy, 0;; represents an antisymmetric matrix with constant entries.
The action of GG on v has also to be twisted as in the Poincaré case. If G acts on ¥y ® v,
using the canonical coproduct A,

No(9)=9®3 (2.30)
No(§) > (ho @ o)(p) = o9 'p)oly 'p), (2.31)

it now acts with a twisted coproduct Ay:
Ng(9) = FyDo(g® §)Fy (2.32)

Using PPy = 0,5 P, We can check that

Rl Z e Bmibmy o P (2.33)
and
Ag(9) > Fp((vo ® o) = Fp(3 ® 9)(¥o ® thy) (2.34)

the compatibility condition of the twisted coproduct with the twisted multiplication.
We remark that if e2™%"™ = 1 for all m,m/, Fy = F, and we can recover the untwisted
case.

The next item is the twisted or the dressed field 1,. It is

Vo =g Z %mefém"g“m; ® Bﬁf (2.35)

N
m,m

The vacuum of the Poincaré group is now replaced by a G-invariant vector which is assumed
to exist. The rest of the discussion is as in the case of 731.
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There are cases where GG contains Z. So A can contain one or more factors of Z. We
briefly examine what happens to our considerations if A = Z,, x Z. Generalizations to several
factors of cyclic groups or Z’s are straightforward.

The irreducible representations of Z,, are p;,j =0,1,---n —1, p;(2) = 27, while those of
Z are p,, py(m) = €. Here ¢ are the coordinates on S*, and ¢ and m are integers.

The projection operator to p; is Pj,j = 0,1,---n — 1 and explicitly given as P; =

Z;é Xj(zk)ék. The projection operator to the representation p, is P, where

(P)f(6) = L / " dg e §( ) (2.36)

T o
where f is a function on S'. We can check that if f(¢) =3 f,e"?,
(Pof)(9) = f.€'7°. (2.37)
Hence the projection operator for p; ® p, is
Pio=P;@P,. (2.38)

To exhibit the twist, we must consider fields ¢, which are functions in Z, ® Z. So a point
p is now a pair (k, o). We can now write the twist of the multiplication operator from A to
Ay, 0 being a function on (Z,, x Z) x (Z,, x Z), with values 6, ;,. Then

Ay = Py ?Micliosrmiep, (2.39)
with summation on repeated indices and 6;, ;, = —0;, ;.

As regards applications, we can think of the following. The group G is the mapping class
group of an asymptotically flat spatial slice, and affects ¢, only in the region where the geon
is localized. The twist Fy also has that property. Hence it affects only Planck-scale physics.
With the modification of v, to 1y, we can then construct phenomenological models to probe
spacetimes at Planck scale. An application along these lines to CMB radiation and FRW
metric will be discussed below. For reviews of the standard FLRW model, see [30-32]. For
our work, see [33-35].

The analogs of mapping class groups proliferate in the topology of extended objects like
one or several closed strings. In that context, they are called motion groups [36|. Long
ago, we discussed the applications of motion groups and the emergence of exotic statistics
therefrom in physics [37].

There are also applications to particle physics. The groups G and A in the above dis-
cussion could have been Lie groups. It is only that A has to be abelian. That gives us the
possibility of twisting the flavour symmetry of QC'D say and examining its phenomenol-
ogy [38L39].



3 CMB Anisotropies and Noncommutative Geometry

In the current “standard" model, CMB anisotropies are sourced by quantum fluctuations p
of the field ¢ which drives the inflation. The power spectrum P,(k,7n) at momentum £ and
conformal time 7, defined by

—

(Olp(k, m)S(—k',m)[0) = (2m)* Py(k, )8 (k- = K) (3.1)

then causes fluctuations of the gravitational field which are seen by current observations.
For a review of these results, adapted to this article, we refer to the articles [30-32].
The background metric in these calculations is the FLRW metric in conformal time 7:

ds* = a*(n)(dt* — dz*), (3.2)

while |0) is the ground state of ¢.

For Minkowski metric which is invariant under all spacetime translations, the Fock space
annihilation-creation operators c;, c; get twisted to az, a; on the Groenewold-Moyal plane as
we have seen, where

o —i/2pA\P Tt _+i/2pAP o
= cze TP ay = cye e pANP=p,0,P,. (3.3)

An important consequence is that[az, az] # 0 for p'# ¢
aza; = cﬁe_imp/\qcl;e_iﬂ(pﬂ)/\]? # aga; . (3.4)

We will revisit this equation shortly as also the fact that ¢4 is no longer Gaussian (quasi-free)
even on Minkowski space. But for now, we focus on the effect of twist on the CMB spectrum.

We retain the twist in also for the FLRW metric, and denote the twisted ground
state and operators by the same symbols. Since the FLRW metric is invariant under spatial
translations, so is the new ground state |0). Then by spatial momentum conservation,
expectation values such as (0]aza4|0) vanish unless p+¢ = 0. But if p+¢ = 0, p A ¢ becomes
Poboits + Pifoido = 2poboig;. Calling (0y1, 0oz, bo3) as é: this is 2P0§' qF, on |0).

The CMB fluctuations are supposed to be sourced by the power spectrum P,. It gets
coupled to metric perturbations and since they influence the photons, lead to the observed
fluctuations. Thus the basic quantity of interest is the two-point function of the field ¢,.

Let us briefly consider the n-point function of ¢y in the Minkowski vacuum (See [33H35]
for our work). We will see that it is not Gaussian correlated and leads the way to the
calculation of the modified power spectrum for the FLRW metric.

e
Using ¢p = ¢pe? ™, we get, for Minkowski vacuum,

J—14 <
0

(O]pg(1)dg(2) - - Po(2,,)]0) = (O|do (1) Po(2) - - - %(%)6—3232121:2 O 02510) . (3.5)

Setting S o
—)3(1)9(k’ t)eZ ~x’ (36)

o) = 1) = [ o
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we find

<0‘(I)0(E1> t1)¢0(E2> ty) - - CIDG(E”, t,)|0) =

—

P . ) o 7
exp (‘ Z(k[/\kj)> (0|po (g, ty + (B - ko + - - - 02

. )%
J>I

- o Oy ksteOy -k,
Po(ka,ty — by - by + L3 7 s

—0p ey — O by — Oy ki + 0 Ky
2

)X

te ¢O<kn> tn +

)j0). (3.7)

The FLRW has spatial translational symmetry so that we may set >, l;:; = (. Hence the
n-point function becomes

<0“I)0(E17 t1)®0(E27 ty) - - (I)@(Ena t,,)]0)
7

= exp (5 Z(EI A EJ)) (0] (Fy, ) — 2 Vo (g ty — Oy iy — ==2)

J>1

For the two-point function of our interest, then,

- - - 0, - k - 0, - k
01y (K1, t1) @ Ky £5)[0) = (0]@g (ky, b — =5 o

since l;:; A IZQ =0 from El + Ez =0.

The expressions and do not decompose into a sum of products of two-point
functions and hence is are Gaussian correlated even for Minkowski spacetime as claimed.

The modified power spectrum has to be deduced from at equal times, t, = t;. But
unlike the situation when 6 = 0, it is not real. We overcome this problem by replacing the
product of fields at t, = t; by their anti-commutator divided by two. Further, we replace
the time arguments of fields by the conformal time 7. The noncommutative power spectrum
P%(/;, n) is then given by

5 (Ol (F, ) (R )] [0) = (27 Pa, (F, )0 (K + ) (310)

We refer to the articles [33,34] and that of Joby et. al. [35] for the derivation of the
CMB anisotropies from here and their comparison with data. The second paper has the
most detailed comparison. If H is the Hubble constant, the data constrain H|0||k|. That

gives the lower bound of 20 TeV for the scale of the onset of spacetime noncommutativity:
16]'/2 > 20 TeV.
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4 Moyal versus Wick-Voros

The twist factor Fy in the deformation leading to the Moyal algebra is only one choice
for the twist. There are many other possible choices, the only constraint being that the
deformed algebra be associative. Even this constraint perhaps can be discarded, requiring
of the deformed product * only that A (B*C) and (A* B) % C' are related say be a unitary
transformation. But such choices are not much used in the literature. A generic method for
finding new *’s are described in [40].

We want to discuss the Wick-Voros deformation which emerges from coherent states in
this section [41,42]. To distinguish it from the Moyal case, we will denote the product and
the twist for the latter by *,, and ;" and for Wick-Voros by xy, and F,". We will argue that
they are both *-isomorphic as Hopf algebras, and carry compatible twisted Poincaré group
actions as well. All the same, this equivalence fails in quantum theory. The reason is that
the Wick-Voros algebra is incompatible with the Hilbert space adjoint . This statement
will be checked explicitly.

Changing the previous notations, we will call the Fock space creation and annihilation
operators for mass m and momentum p as CL and ¢, and their twisted versions for Moyal
and Wick-Voros will be aé\/‘[ VT and aé\/‘[ v,

We have seen that

M ~1p,0,,P, —4p,0,,P,
a, = cj,e 2Puluvtv — o7 2Puluv ”cj?, (4.1
ay! = cpe%pﬂgwp” = e%p“GWP”cp. (4.2)

Thus a, is the Hilbert space adjoint of a, *: (a, )= (a, ") =a, .

The twisted versions a, * and a, are as follows:

ayt = (a;,w)*e_ep“PH 4.3)
a = (a)e' " (4.4)

where we have specialized to two dimensions and 0, = €,,,.
In the Moyal case, the twisted field ¢}’ can be obtained from ¢y’ by an overall twist:

M —iP o P . i Vi —ipx
®p = ¢y e 27 * v as we saw. An overall twist works also for Wick-Voros, a, "e =

“ “— “
M —ipx —i09-B V ipx M ipx —i08-P v M -9 P
» € e and a, e””" =a, e""e . S0 g =y e .

But a;,/ T (a;,/ )" where t is the Hilbert space adjoint of a;,/ as one sees from 1}
Thus there is a quantum anomaly for the Wick-VOros at the Hilbert space level. a, " and

a

their adjoints are related by an overall twist of fields. That would not be the case if we had
set (ay )* = (ay )' since

(ay) = e Pall = a)f PP £ a) (4.5)

Thus there is a quantum anomaly at the Hilbert space level for Wick-Voros.
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But there is no such anomaly at the classical algebraic level. For the algebra of functions
on Minkowski space, the Moyal and Wick-Voros products are

fira o = mo[F (fL ® fo)), (4.6)
firv fo = molFy (fL @ fo)] 47
where
FM = 3000 4.8)
Fy = FMePe

At the classical level, the Moyal and Voros-Wick algebras are also x-isomorphic as Hopf
algebras. Thus there is an invertible map T from A)" to A} such that

T:f — (Tf), (4.10)
T:f° — (T (4.11)
and
TmoFy! (fy ® fo) = moFy (Tfy @ Tf,) (4.12)
The map T is simple to write down:
T =5V (4.13)

We can verify that T establishes the above x-isomorphism by using plane waves for f and

i

2 . 2
(Te,)(xz) = e iV T = P ep(), (4.14)
. 2 .
Tmg(Fy'e,@e,) = Tep e = ed®ta) €prge ", (4.15)
and L ,
1 [%) 0 [} .
mo(ng(Tfl QTf,) = 0PN 514, 3 (P +a )€p+q — ei1(rta) epﬂe%@p/\q (4.16)

showing the claimed classical isomorphism.
The quantum anomaly shows up in calculations. Thus consider the self-energy diagram
in figure (1) for the (¢*,,1)" interaction for a massive scalar field. The loop gives [ ﬁg
P2 4 0.2
for Moyal, but e © f k;ﬂﬂ’; 2ezk for Wick-Voros.
Enough has been said in this short review to establish the inequivalence of the two
deformations. The original papers contain further details (See [47] and especially [48]).

5 The Euclidean Formulation for Moyal x

Standard fields like ¢, with finite mass m have an analytic continuation in time ¢ to imag-
inary values, t = —i7, with 7 > 0. They were first studied by Schwinger. Later their
properties were formalized by Osterwalder and Schrader (OS) [43,44]. If their axioms are
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Figure 1: Self Enegy Diagram

fulfilled, then the Minkowski space theory can be recovered from the Euclidean space corre-
lation functions.

A particularly important axiom of OS is reflection positivity. It is implied by the posi-
tivity of the real time scalar product, a property often called unitarity. We will explain this
axiom below.

Euclidean correlation functions are often described using functional integrals. In this
short discussion below, we show that the treatment of reflection positivity involves special
features on the Moyal plane. We do not treat the related functional integral here.

There is no loss of content in restricting to (1 + 1) spacetime. So ¢, here is ¢g(x,t). We
will smear ¢, with spatial real test functions which vanish fast at spatial infinity: f € D™,
Thus we consider

o) = / bl 1) f () (5.1)

Consider first ¢, a real scalar field of mass m. We have that ¢y(f,t) = et poe Mt Con-
tinuing ¢ to —i7 we get

do(f —im) =g (f)e™ (5-2)
Hence,

Go(f, —it)" = e o) (f)e"™ = @o(f, +ir) (5.3)

Therefore, hermitian conjugation is equivalent to the "reflection" 7 — —7.
Now let ¢g(f;,7;),i=1,--- N be N such Euclidean ¢,. Consider

<Z50(f1a —iT1>¢o(f27 —i72) T <Z50(fm —iTN)|0> ) (54)

where |0) is the vacuum vector.
The scalar product of this with its adjoint must be positive:

<0‘¢0(fN> —’iTN)*%(fN—h —’iTN—1)* T <Z50(f17 —i7'1)*
Go(f1, —iT1) o (fa, —1T2) - o (fn, —iTn)[0) > 0 (5.5)
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Hence

(Ol (f s+ ) Do (fv—1, +iTn—1) - - - G0 f1,071)
Go(f, —im1)@o(f2, —iT2) - o(fn, —i7Tn)[0) > 0 (5.6)

This is reflection positivity, also for interacting fields.
Now consider the twisted field ¢4. We have

¢9($,t) = ¢0(£C,t)€% (57)
Continuation to Euclidean time gives
= =
Boltw, —ir) = do(a, —ir)e™ 1055100 (5.5)
so that o oo
Go(z, —ir)" = gz, im)e" %00 = gy (x, tir). (5.9)

Thus, we still have reflection positivity. The exponent here has changes sign because for
-\ 2(5,8,-5,8,) : : -\ —9(5,0,-,5,) -
example ¢g(x, —iT)e? bg(x, —iT) under * is ¢y(z,i7)e" 2 Gp(,iT).
~ ~ ~ i g SN~
But if ¢9(l’, T) = ¢9(x7 _ZT) and we write ¢0(x7 T>*¢O<x7 T) = Qbo (.T, T)ego(gaz_ga‘r)(é()(xa T)?

then we pick up an extra 7 in the exponential, resulting in the loss of reflection positivity.
6 Discussion and Outlook

Fundamental spacetime noncommutativity is expected to appear typically at Planck scale,
but emergent or effective noncommuting coordinates can also make their appearance in
systems like quantum Hall effect. We have provided a description of our approach to field
theories on such spaces, which keeps central the idea of causality, and to a large extent, also
a generalized notion of locality. Maintaining the principle of causality and (twisted) locality
in a manner consistent with the underlying noncommutative spacetime algebra leads to a
deformation of the connection between spin and statistics. Observation of such a deviation
from the standard spin-statistics relation may be one of the clearest signals of quantum
gravity. Whether such delicate and subtle experiments can be conducted remains to be seen,
and is perhaps the foremost challenge facing theoretical models of fields on noncommutative
spacetimes.
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