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Abstract

We study a scalar field on a noncommutative model of spacetime, the fuzzy de Sitter space, which
is based on the algebra of the de Sitter group SO(1, d) and its unitary irreducible representations.
We solve the Klein-Gordon equation in d = 2, 4 and show, using a specific choice of coordinates
and operator ordering, that all commutative field modes can be promoted to solutions of the fuzzy
Klein-Gordon equation. To explore completeness of this set of modes, we specify a Hilbert space
representation and study the matrix elements (integral kernels) of a scalar field: in this way the
complete set of solutions of the fuzzy Klein-Gordon equation is found. The space of noncommutative
solutions has more degrees of freedom than the commutative one, whenever spacetime dimension
is d > 2. In four dimensions, the new non-geometric, internal modes are parametrised by S2 ×W ,
where W is a discrete matrix space. Our results pave the way to analysis of quantum field theory
on the fuzzy de Sitter space.
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1 Introduction

The amount of astrophysical data describing the structure and the evolution of the universe is rapidly
growing, both in quantity and precision, [1]. In parallel, new theoretical methods are being developed,
aiming in particular at a more precise description of the early inflationary expansion, [2, 3]. Since the
correlations measured in the cosmic microwave background, as well as the distribution of the large scale
structures, can be described by dynamics of a weakly coupled quantum scalar field, one of the main
theoretical objectives of the moment is to calculate the two- and higher-point correlation functions
at the end of inflation. These computations become more accessible, while in good agreement with
observations, if the de Sitter symmetry of spacetime is assumed. Much progress has been made in
perturbative computations on de Sitter background geometry, both in the in-in formalism and in the
wavefunction approach. Furthermore, when viewed as conformal symmetry of the late-time boundary,
de Sitter symmetry allows for a ‘bootstrap’ approach to cosmological correlators, [4].

Potentially important effects in the early universe cosmology might come from the interaction of scalar
fields with gravity and the quantum nature of the latter. In the absence of the theory of quantum
gravity, one may try to approximate quantised gravitational field by an effective or quantum spacetime.

Imprints of spacetime noncommutativity on cosmological observations have been explored within
several frameworks. In [5, 6] it was shown that Moyal-like deformations of coordinate commutators
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lead to inhomogeneities in the CMB, while [7] observed that modified dispersion relations can lead
to inflation without the need for the inflaton field. Effects of Moyal noncommutativity between
minisuperspace variables rather than spacetime coordinates were studied in [8, 9]. The authors find
the wave function of the universe by solving the deformed Wheeler-de Witt equation, and observe
qualitative differences compared to commutative case.

A more fundamental approach, aiming in particular at resolution of cosmological singularity, is to
realise cosmological spacetimes as large-N limits of matrix models. Perturbations around these solu-
tions give rise to noncommutative field theories on cosmological backgrounds. IKKT-inspired matrix
models of two-dimensional and four-dimensional cosmologies were discussed in [10]: using rotationally-
invariant ansatz, several noncommutative solutions and their commutative limits were found. A similar
two-dimensional matrix cosmological model was proposed in [11], where, along with geometry, modes
of the scalar field, their propagation and quantisation were analysed. Implications of the IKKT model
to cosmological perturbations and to gravitational waves were also discussed in [12].

Results obtained in the spectral action approach to noncommutative geometry were summarised in
[13]: properties of various cosmological models, derived mainly from ‘almost-commutative geometries’
that are locally products of a commutative spacetime and a finite matrix geometry, are discussed.

Our aim in the present and the following papers is to study the effects on cosmological observables
implied by modelling inflation as quantum field theory on fuzzy de Sitter space, introduced in [14].
The reasoning, broadly speaking, is to give to spacetime a kind of discrete structure by representing
coordinates by non-commuting operators, while preserving classical symmetries. Technically, this is
done by using the generators of the de Sitter group and its irreducible representations, to define the
fuzzy de Sitter space. Among several versions of noncommutative geometry, the fuzzy de Sitter space
is constructed in the framework of noncommutative frame formalism [15]. This formalism gives the
basic differential and Riemannian geometry of a noncommutative space (differential forms, connection,
curvature, Laplace operator), as well as a description of classical scalar and gauge fields on it. Thus, our
approach may be viewed as being in between those from matrix models and the ones based on Moyal
deformations. In contrast to the former, we do not commit to particular microscopic physics that may
give rise to the noncommutative space, thus keeping the analysis more general. Nevertheless, it would
certainly be worthwhile to investigate whether the fuzzy de Sitter space arises from a matrix model.
The main difference compared to Moyal deformation approaches lies in the SO(1, 4) symmetry of our
spacetime, which allows to study it using powerful representation-theoretic methods and eventually
bootstrap techniques, akin to [16, 17].

Noncommutative geometry of fuzzy de Sitter space and quantum mechanics on it have been discussed
previously in [14, 18], while some cosmological implications were considered in [19, 20]. Our goal is
to develop the theory of a quantum scalar field on this background and compute late-time correlation
functions. These can then be compared to correlators on classical de Sitter space and eventually to
observations. In the present work, we shall make the first step in this direction by 1) obtaining the
complete set of free field modes, i.e. eigenfunctions of the fuzzy Laplace operator and 2) defining
a corresponding SO(1, 4)-invariant vacuum. These results open the way to computing correlation
functions – the simplest example, that of a two-point function, is discussed in the concluding section.
In the context of noncommutative geometry, our model provides a four-dimensional noncommutative
space with a covariant differential calculus in which various exact calculations are possible.

Let us describe the content of the paper in more details. Section 2 is concerned with the commutative
de Sitter space. Our main objective is to discuss field modes, i.e. solutions to the Klein-Gordon
equation, in a way that generalises to the noncommutative case. For this purpose we shall introduce
a set of coordinates (η, yi), for which no difficulties due to operator ordering arise in the process of
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quantisation. We shall write down an orthonormal basis of solutions to the Klein-Gordon equation
separated in (η, yi) coordinates and compare these to solutions in the usual Poincaré coordinates by
computing the corresponding Bogoliubov coefficients. It is shown that the natural choice of vacuum
in the (η, yi) coordinates is invariant under the de Sitter group; a different choice of positive frequency
modes that gives rise to the Bunch-Davies vacuum is identified. This section essentially does not
depend on the spacetime dimension and the latter is kept general.

The remainder of the paper carries out the same analysis in the noncommutative setup. As mentioned,
we work in the frame formalism, focusing on the fuzzy dS4 space of [14]. We shall also study the
simpler case of the two-dimensional fuzzy dS2, whose definition is strictly analogous to the h-deformed
hyperbolic plane, [21, 22]. On both spaces, coordinates are defined as operators in a certain irreducible
representation of the classical isometry group SO(1, d). Differential geometry is derived from a set of
momenta, elements of so(1, d), and closely resembles that of the commutative space: for example, we
may say that fuzzy de Sitter spaces satisfy Einstein’s equations with a positive cosmological constant.
Elements of the geometry necessary for the study of harmonic functions, in particular the definition of
the Laplace-Beltrami operator, are reviewed at the beginning of Section 3. We then proceed to show
that eigenfunctions of the Laplacian on the commutative dSd, separated in the (η, yi) coordinates,
may be directly quantised to give eigenfunctions (eigenoperators) of the fuzzy Laplacian. The idea is
to use commutation relations between coordinates and momenta to prove that classical solutions do
not suffer from operator ordering issues and remain Laplacian eigenfunctions on the quantum level.
A favourable property of thus obtained fuzzy harmonics is their direct link to commutative ones, the
latter being recovered from the former in the commutative limit.

The fuzzy Klein-Gordon equation is an equation for functions whose arguments are operators. Al-
though the similarity of its structure with the classical Klein-Gordon equation gives a way to quantise
classical solutions, when solved purely algebraically it cannot answer the question about the complete-
ness of the set of solutions. To answer this question, in Section 4 we present another study of fuzzy
harmonics, based on an explicit realisation of the fuzzy space by operators on a Hilbert space. In this
representation, operators and functions thereof are written as integral kernels or infinite-dimensional
matrices, and the fuzzy Klein-Gordon equation becomes a partial differential equation. A simple
counting reveals that the Laplacian on fuzzy dS4 possesses more eigenfunctions than its commutative
counterpart. Furthermore, Klein-Gordon equations in the two cases take the same form – the only
difference is that fuzzy harmonics come multiplied by an arbitrary function on a two-sphere, with
further discrete degrees of freedom. In particular, the set of eigenfunctions found in Section 3 is not
complete: a complete basis of solutions is given in Section 4. This mismatch in the number of modes
is a manifestation of the fact that the fuzzy dS4 has more ‘internal’ degrees of freedom than dS4,
a commonplace for higher-than-two dimensional noncommutative spaces. The fact that the internal
space is compact suggests organising the noncommutative degrees of freedom as a discrete tower of
KK modes over the commutative ones.

The drawback of the integral kernel method is that the commutative limit is obscured. Section 4 goes
some way towards showing how the two approaches are related – to this end, we compute integral
kernels corresponding to solutions of Section 3. More precisely, all integral kernels are computed in
the two-dimensional case, while in four dimensions we restrict to a subset thereof.

Results of this work mostly clear the path towards computations of correlation functions in quantum
field theory: for instance, two-point functions can be written as integrals over field modes, and are
thus readily accessible. That is, in principle, up to mathematical complexities that arise in the realistic
four-dimensional model: to systematically approach these computations, we have to develop specific
methods, presumably using group and representation theory. Another point that requires further study
is the role of internal modes, as well as the commutative limit of fuzzy observables, e.g. propagator.
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The semi-classical states and the fuzzy propagator are discussed in the two-dimensional case in the
concluding Section 5, where we also summarise the obtained results and outline plans for the future.

2 Coordinates on dSd, field quantisation and vacua

In this section we shall study the Klein-Gordon equation on the d-dimensional de Sitter space: the
novelty of our analysis lies in the use of a set of coordinates that are suggested by noncommutative
geometry. In the first subsection, we introduce the usual ‘Poincaré’ coordinates (η, xi) and the new
(η, yi) coordinates, and write the Laplacian in the two coordinate systems. We solve the Klein-
Gordon equation and compute overlaps between field modes in (η, xi) and (η, yi) coordinates. In both
coordinate systems, the space of solutions is naturally divided into two orthogonal SO(1, d)-invariant
subspaces that carry (isomorphic) unitary irreducible representations of the de Sitter group. The
vacua that correspond to these solutions are therefore de Sitter invariant.

Remark Throughout the text we will be concerned with several quantities of similar physical mean-
ing: these are distinguished by using various fonts. For example, (η, yi) denote coordinates on the
commutative de Sitter space dSd; (η̂, ŷ

i) are their noncommutative counterparts, operators on the fuzzy
de Sitter space (a noncommutative algebra A), while (ξ, yi) are certain variables used for constructing
a representation space H of A.

2.1 Coordinate systems

We consider the d-dimensional de Sitter space. More precisely, we shall only work with one half of the
space, which can be parametrised by conformally flat coordinates,

ds2 =
α2

η2

(

−dη
2 + dxidxi

)

, η ∈ (−∞, 0), xi ∈ (−∞,∞) . (2.1)

In the context of cosmology, this space models the inflationary phase of the universe and the asymptotic
region {η = 0} is the reheating surface. We will refer to (η, xi) as Poincaré coordinates. Indices
i, j = 1, . . . , d− 1 are raised and lowered with the flat Euclidean metric. In the following, we will also
make use of another set of coordinates (η, yi), related to the above by

yi =
xi

η
, ds2 =

α2

η2

(

−
(

1− y2
)

dη
2 + 2η yi dηdyi + η

2dyidyi

)

. (2.2)

Throughout this work we will fix the cosmological constant by setting α = 1; only occasionally
we reinstate α-dependence in certain equations to increase physical clarity. The isometry group of
the de Sitter space is G = SO(1, d). This group acts on the asymptotic boundary by conformal
transformations and we shall often denote its generators in conformal-like notation, {Pi,Ki, Lij ,D}.
Relation between these generators and Lorentz-like ones, as well as other conventions regarding the
group SO(1, d), are collected in Appendix A. The Lie algebra g = Lie(G) acts on dSd by vector fields.
In Poincaré coordinates these vector fields are

Pi = −∂xi , Lij = xi∂xj − xj∂xi , (2.3)

D = −η∂η − xi∂xi , Ki = (η2 − x2)∂xi − 2xiD , (2.4)

while in coordinates (η, yi), the action reads

Pi = −
1

η
∂yi , Lij = yi∂yj − yj∂yi , (2.5)
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D = −η∂η, Ki = η
(

1− y2
)

∂yi + 2η
2yi∂η . (2.6)

Quantum field theory on the de Sitter background requires the knowledge of free field modes, i.e.
eigenfunctions of the Laplace-Beltrami operator. For this reason, we spell out the Laplacian in the
two coordinate systems introduced above. The operator is found from the usual formula

∆g =
1
√

|g|
∂µ
√

|g|gµν∂ν . (2.7)

In Poincaré coordinates, this gives

∆dSd
= −η

2∂2η + η
2∂xi∂xi + (d− 2)η∂η , (2.8)

while in (η, yi) coordinates, the Laplacian reads

∆dSd
= −yiyj∂yi∂yj + ∂yi∂yi − η

2∂2η + 2η∂ηy
i∂yi − d yi∂yi + (d− 2)η∂η . (2.9)

The Laplacian commutes with action of SO(1, d) generators and in fact coincides with the quadratic
Casimir constructed out of them, see e.g. [23].

2.2 Review: quantisation of scalar field and Bogoliubov coefficients

We consider a theory of a single real scalar field Φ of mass M on the dSd background. The starting
point for such an analysis is the space of complex solutions to the Klein-Gordon equation

(

∆dSd
−M2

)

Φ = 0 . (2.10)

This space carries the bilinear form (by the common abuse of terminology, we shall refer to it as the
Klein-Gordon inner product), defined via integration over a Cauchy surface Σ. If we choose the surface
to be a time slice Σ = {η = const}, then

〈Φ1,Φ2〉 = −i
∫

Σ
dd−1x η

−d+2 (Φ∗
1∂ηΦ2 − Φ2∂ηΦ

∗
1) . (2.11)

Field equations (2.10) imply that the form (2.11) is independent of the choice of the spacelike surface
Σ. In de Sitter space, it is convenient to use this freedom to move Σ to the asymptotic future η→ 0
in Poincaré coordinates. Behaviour of solutions in this limit is easily found from the asymptotics of
the differential operator (2.8),

∆dSd
∼ −η

2∂2η + (d− 2)η∂η . (2.12)

Every solution can be written in the form

Φ(η, xi) ∼ (−η)∆+Φ+(xi) + (−η)∆−Φ−(xi) , η→ 0 , (2.13)

where

∆± =
d− 1

2
± iκ , κ2 =M2 −

(

d− 1

2

)2

, (2.14)

(see e.g. [24]). Conversely, given a pair of functions Φ±(xi), there is a solution to the Klein-Gordon
equation with the asymptotic behaviour (2.13). Therefore, we may label solutions by such pairs of
functions. We shall denote

Φ(η, xi) ∼=
(

Φ+(xi)

Φ−(xi)

)

, (2.15)
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to designate this relation and often refer to pairs (Φ+(xi),Φ−(xi))T simply as ‘solutions’. In terms of
the asymptotic functions Φ±(xi), the scalar product (2.11) becomes

〈Φ1,Φ2〉 = 2κ

∫

dd−1x
(

(Φ+
1 )

∗Φ+
2 − (Φ−

1 )
∗Φ−

2

)

. (2.16)

As the Laplacian commutes with the action of isometries of dSd, the space of solutions to (2.10) carries
a representation of SO(1, d). The representation consists of two irreducible components, isomorphic to
one another, which belong to the unitary principal series, [25].1 This fact is manifested in the notation
(2.15) – each of the component functions Φ+(xi) and Φ−(xi) parametrises a vector in one of the two
principal series representations of SO(1, d).2 From (2.16) it is also clear that the Klein-Gordon inner
product (2.11) is SO(1, d)-invariant.

Quantisation of the scalar field proceeds in the usual way, [26, 27]. We expand the field in modes and
promote coefficients to creation and annihilation operators acting on a Fock space,

Φ(x) =
∑

i

(

aiui(x) + a†iu
∗
i (x)

)

, ai|0〉a = 0 . (2.17)

The index a on the vacuum indicates that it is annihilated by the set of operators {ai}. The modes
are arbitrary up to the requirement

〈ui, uj〉 = δij, 〈u∗i , u∗j 〉 = −δij , 〈ui, u∗j 〉 = 0 . (2.18)

Bogoliubov coefficients arise upon quantising with respect to two different sets of modes. Let

Φ(x) =
∑

i

(

bivi(x) + b†iv
∗
i (x)

)

, bi|0〉b = 0 , (2.19)

be a second expansion satisfying orthogonality relations analogous to (2.18). Bogoliubov coefficients
αji, βji are the overlaps between the sets {ui, u∗i } and {vi, v∗i },

vj =
∑

i

(

αji ui + βji u
∗
i

)

, ai =
∑

j

(

αji bj + βji b
†
j

)

, (2.20)

ui =
∑

j

(

α∗
ji vj − βji v∗j

)

, bj =
∑

i

(

α∗
ji ai − β∗ji a†i

)

. (2.21)

In particular, if coefficients βji are non-vanishing, the vacuua |0〉a, |0〉b of the two quantisations are
different. The number of a-particles in the b-vacuum is

〈0|bNi,a |0〉b = 〈0|b a†iai |0〉b =
∑

j

|βji|2 . (2.22)

2.3 Field modes in Poincaré coordinates, the Bunch-Davies vacuum

We turn to solutions to the Klein-Gordon equation, working first in Poincaré coordinates. Let hk,λ(x
i)

be an eigenfunction of the flat-space Laplacian ∂xi∂xi with the eigenvalue −k2. Labels λ are additional
quantum numbers that such functions carry. For example, in spherical polar coordinates

hk,l,~m(x
i) =

√
k r

3−d
2 J d−3

2
+l(kr)Y

~m
l (θa) , (2.23)

1We assume that κ2 > 0 i.e. that the scalar field is heavy, M2 > (d − 1)2/4, and accordingly we use the principal
series representations of SO(1, d). Whether κ is real or imaginary is relevant for transformation properties of the Bessel
functions which we will use; the end results are often vary similar for light and heavy fields.

2In the notation used in earlier papers [14, 18], quantum numbers of the representations in d = 4 are ρ = κ, s = 0.
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where Y ~m
l (θa) are spherical harmonics on the sphere Sd−2. The Klein-Gordon equation is solved by

u(η, xi) = (−η)
d−1
2
(

C+Jiκ(−kη) + C−J−iκ(−kη)
)

hk,λ(x
i) , (2.24)

where J±iκ are Bessel functions. We shall denote

uk,λ,±κ(η, x
i) = C±(−η)

d−1
2 J±iκ(−kη)hk,λ(x

i) . (2.25)

The asymptotic behaviour of functions uk,λ,±κ(η, x
i) in the limit η → 0 is determined by properties

of the Bessel functions,

(−η)
d−1
2 J±iκ(−kη) ∼ (−η)

d−1
2

±iκ (k/2)±iκ

Γ(1± iκ) . (2.26)

We see that field modes in the boundary limit greatly simplify. This will be a recurring theme until
the end of the section. Using the notation introduced in (2.15), we can write

uk,λ,κ ∼=
C+(k/2)

iκ

Γ(1 + iκ)

(

hk,λ(x
i)

0

)

, uk,λ,−κ
∼= C−(k/2)

−iκ

Γ(1− iκ)

(

0
hk,λ(x

i)

)

. (2.27)

Clearly, functions with the index κ are orthogonal to those with the index −κ. Furthermore, functions
in each of the sets are orthogonal, with the normalisation

〈uk,λ,κ, uk′,λ′,κ〉 = −〈uk,λ,−κ, uk′,λ′,−κ〉 = |C±|2
2 sinh(πκ)

π
δ(k − k′) δλλ′ . (2.28)

We set C+ = C− =
√

π/(2 sinh(πκ)). Spaces {uk,λ,κ} and {uk,λ,−κ} form mutually orthogonal
subspaces of ‘positive’ and ‘negative’ frequency solutions to (2.10). As J∗

±iκ(−kη) = J∓iκ(−kη),
complex conjugation maps these two spaces to one another, which means that the above modes are
appropriate for quantisation, [27]. To be precise, the modes satisfy u∗k,λ,κ = uk,λ,−κ only if the spatial
parts of (2.23) are real,

h∗k,λ(x
i) = hk,λ(x

i) . (2.29)

One can always choose a set of real orthonormal modes hk,λ. To conform with the standard notation,
[26], we will assume that the this is indeed the case. In d = 4 the reality requirement amounts to
using, instead of spherical harmonics Y m

l , their linear combinations Ψm
l defined by

Ψm
l (θ, ϕ) =

e
iπm
2√
2

(

e
iπ
4 Y m

l (θ, ϕ) + e−
iπ
4 Y −m

l (θ, ϕ)
)

. (2.30)

Manifestly from (2.27), the set of positive frequency modes, and thereby the corresponding vacuum,
is SO(1, d)-invariant.

The common choice of positive frequency solutions in cosmology is defined by the behaviour of modes
at large momenta, |kη| → ∞. It is the Bunch-Davies vacuum,

uBD
k,λ,κ =

√
π

2
e−

πκ
2 (−η)

d−1
2 H

(1)
iκ (−kη)hk,λ(x

i) =
1

√

2 sinh(πκ)

(

e
πκ
2 uk,λ,κ − e−

πκ
2 uk,λ,−κ

)

, (2.31)

(uBD
k,λ,κ)

∗ =

√
π

2
e−

πκ
2 (−η)

d−1
2 H

(2)
−iκ(−kη)h∗k,λ(x

i) =
1

√

2 sinh(πκ)

(

e
πκ
2 u∗k,λ,κ − e−

πκ
2 u∗k,λ,−κ

)

. (2.32)

The inner product (2.28) implies that the Bunch-Davies modes are orthonormal,

〈uBD
k,λ,κ, u

BD
k′,λ′,κ〉 = δ(k − k′) δλλ′ , 〈uBD

k,λ,κ, (u
BD
k′,λ′,κ)

∗〉 = 0 , (2.33)
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in accord with the requirements (2.18). The Bunch-Davies vacuum is SO(1, d)-invariant as well. This
can be seen e.g. from the expansion of the uk,λ,κ in the Bunch-Davies modes. If we define the
corresponding Bogoliubov coefficients as

uk,λ,κ =
∑

k′λ′

(

αkλ,k′λ′ uBD
k′,λ′,κ + βkλ,k′λ′ (uBD

k′,λ′,κ)
∗
)

, (2.34)

we find that their values are constant, independent of quantum numbers k and λ,

αkλ,k′λ′ =
e

πκ
2

√

2 sinh(πκ)
δ(k − k′) δλλ′ , βkλ,k′λ′ =

e−
πκ
2

√

2 sinh(πκ)
δ(k − k′) δλλ′ . (2.35)

Since the two representations of SO(1, d) spanned by {uk,λ,κ} and {u∗k,λ,κ} are isomorphic to each

other, the constant linear combinations uBD
k,λ,κ of these modes again form a representation of SO(1, d)

and the corresponding vacuum is de Sitter invariant. Stated in another way, the vacuum defined by
uk,λ,κ belongs to the family of ‘α-vacua’ of [28] (see also [29]) with

cothα = eπκ . (2.36)

The corresponding Green’s functions (propagator, Hadamard function etc.) are easily obtained from
the Bunch-Davies two-point function, [28].

2.4 Field modes in coordinates (η, yi)

We turn now to the Klein-Gordon equation in coordinates (η, yi). In these coordinates, it is natural
to look for solutions in the separated form,

v(η, yi) = (−η)−iωF (ρ)Y ~m
l (θa) , (2.37)

where (ρ, θa) are spherical polar coordinates constructed from yi (in particular, ρ = r/|η|). By con-
struction, functions (2.37) diagonalise the ‘dilation operator’ D, in addition to the Laplacian ∆dSd

.
In two dimensions, this property, together with boundary conditions, completely determines modes
v(η, yi), whereas in four dimensions functions (2.37) may be characterised as simultaneous eigen-
functions of the complete set of commuting operators {∆dS4 ,D,LijL

ij, L12}. The reduction of the
Laplacian to the radial function F (ρ) gives

∆−iω,l,~m
dSd

=
(

1− ρ2
)

∂2ρ +
(d− 2

ρ
− (d+ 2iω)ρ

)

∂ρ −
l(l + d− 3)

ρ2
− iω(d− 1 + iω) . (2.38)

Eigenfunctions of this operator are given in terms of the hypergeometric function 2F1; the solution
finite at ρ = 0 is

F (ρ) = ρl 2F1

(2l + d− 1 + 2i(ω − κ)
4

,
2l + d− 1 + 2i(ω + κ)

4
;
d− 1

2
+ l ; ρ2

)

. (2.39)

However, since our solutions are arranged according to their behaviour at late times η→ 0, it is more
convenient to use the variable ρ−1. The general solution is of the form

v(η, ρ, θa) = (−η)−iω

(

c+ ρ−
d−1
2

−i(ω+κ)
2F1

(2l + d− 1 + 2i(ω + κ)

4
,
−2l + 5− d+ 2i(ω + κ)

4
, 1 + iκ, ρ−2

)

+ c− ρ−
d−1
2

−i(ω−κ)
2F1

(2l + d− 1 + 2i(ω − κ)
4

,
−2l + 5− d+ 2i(ω − κ)

4
, 1− iκ, ρ−2

)

)

Y ~m
l (θa) .

9



Similarly as above, we introduce modes with definite asymptotics,

vω,l,~m,κ = c (−η)−iω ρ−
d−1
2

−i(ω+κ)

2F1

(2l + d− 1 + 2i(ω + κ)

4
,
−2l + 5− d+ 2i(ω + κ)

4
, 1 + iκ, ρ−2

)

Ψ~m
l (θa) , (2.40)

where Ψ~m
l are real linear combinations of Y ~m

l with fixed l. In the limit η → 0 , keeping r constant,
ρ−1 approaches zero, and the solution behaves as

vω,l,~m,±κ ∼ c (−η)
d−1
2

±iκ r−
d−1
2

∓iκ−iω Ψ~m
l (θa) . (2.41)

In the two-component notation (2.15) we may write

vω,l,~m,κ
∼=
(

c r−
d−1
2

−iκ−iω Ψ~m
l (θa)

0

)

, vω,l,~m,−κ
∼=
(

0

c r−
d−1
2

+iκ−iω Ψ~m
l (θa)

)

. (2.42)

Thus, using (2.16) for the scalar product on the asymptotic boundary, we find

〈vω,l,~m,κ, vω′,l′, ~m′,κ〉 = −〈v∗ω,l,~m,κ, v
∗
ω′,l′, ~m′,κ〉 = 4πκ|c|2 δ(ω − ω′) δll′δ~m~m′ , 〈vω,l,~m,κ, v

∗
ω′,l′, ~m′,κ〉 = 0 .

Functions {vω,l,~m,κ} form a valid set of positive frequency solutions; we set c = 1/
√
4πκ .

From the boundary expressions (2.27) and (2.42) it is clear that the positive frequency solutions
vω,l,~m,κ are linear combinations of the positive frequency solutions uk,l,~m,κ – both sets span the space
of solutions whose second component in (2.15) vanishes. This means that the vacua defined by the
two sets are the same (and different from the Bunch-Davies vacuum). Thus, solutions to the Klein-
Gordon equation in (η, yi) coordinates naturally give a de Sitter invariant vacuum. One can compute
the Bunch-Davies modes in (η, yi) coordinates by inversion of the α-transformation (2.34). This leads
to

vBD
ω,l,~m,κ = coshαvω,l,~m,κ − sinhαv∗ω,l,~m,κ =

1
√

2 sinh(πκ)

(

e
πκ
2 vω,l,~m,κ − e

−πκ
2 v∗ω,l,~m,κ

)

, (2.43)

where, recall, α is given by (2.36). We may go further and obtain the overlaps between u-modes and
v-modes. It suffices to find the Bogoliubov coefficients

αωl~m,kl′ ~m′ = 〈vω,l,~m,κ, u
BD
k,l′, ~m′,κ〉, βωl~m,kl′ ~m′ = 〈vω,l,~m,κ, (u

BD
k,l′, ~m′,κ)

∗〉 . (2.44)

Overlaps involving mode functions {vBD
ω,l,~m, (v

BD
ω,l,~m)∗} and {uk,l,~m,κ, u

∗
k,l,~m,κ} are obtained from these

with the help of (2.34) and (2.36). The coefficients are found to be

αωl~m,kl′ ~m′ =

√
κ e

πκ
2

2 sinh(πκ) Γ(1 + iκ)
δll′δ~m~m′

∞
∫

0

dr riκ+iω

(

k

2

)iκ√
k J d−3

2
+l(kr)

=
e

πκ
2

2π
√
kκ

Γ(1− iκ)
(

k

2

)−iω Γ

(

d−1
2

+l+i(κ+ω)

2

)

Γ

(

d−1
2

+l−i(κ+ω)

2

) δll′ δ~m~m′ , (2.45)

βωl~m,kl′ ~m′ = −e−πκ αωl~m,kl′ ~m′ . (2.46)

Let us conclude our discussion of the commutative de Sitter space with a remark about the two-
dimensional space. In d = 2, modes (2.40) are usually rewritten in terms of Legendre functions, which
is the form we shall use below:

vω,κ(η, ρ) = cω,κ (−η)−iω(ρ2 − 1)−
iω
2 Q−iω

− 1
2
+iκ

(ρ) , ρ > 0 . (2.47)

10



The variable ρ = y can in two dimensions acquire negative values, and we need to extend (2.47) to
ρ < 0. The simplest choice is to extend Q−iω

− 1
2
+iκ

as an even function. The normalisation constant then

reads

cω,κ =
Γ(1 + iκ)

2π
√
κ

e−πω

Γ
(

1
2 + iκ− iω

) , |cω,κ|2 =
1

4π2 sinh(πκ)
e−2πω cosh(π(κ− ω)) . (2.48)

One may consider other extensions of Q−iω
− 1

2
+iκ

, such as the one that uses the formula given in [30]

Q−iω
− 1

2
+iκ

(−ρ) = ±ie∓κπ Q−iω
− 1

2
+iκ

(ρ) , (2.49)

where the two signs correspond to analytic continuations in the upper or lower half-plane, respectively.
Using the extension in the upper half-plane, for the value of the normalisation constant cω,κ we obtain

cω,κ =
Γ(1 + iκ)

2π

√

eπκ

κ cosh(πκ)

e−πω

Γ
(

1
2 + iκ− iω

) , |cω,κ|2 =
eπκ

2π2 sinh(2πκ)
e−2πω cosh(π(κ − ω)) .

Note that the dependence on ω, which is relevant for the calculation of the propagator, is in both
cases the same. In the following sections we will stick to the simpler choice (2.48).

3 Fuzzy harmonics: solutions in noncommutative coordinates

The purpose of this section is to show how solutions to the Klein-Gordon equation in (η, yi) coordinates,
(2.40), may be turned into eigenfunctions of the Laplacian on the fuzzy de Sitter space. In the first
subsection, we shall recall the definition of the fuzzy de Sitter space from [14], its differential geometry
and the Laplacian. This is followed by the main result of the section, the construction of eigenfunctions.
While parts of the following discussion are formulated for de Sitter space of general dimension, the
full construction is given in two cases, fuzzy dS4 and fuzzy dS2.

3.1 Fuzzy de Sitter spaces and the Laplacian

A fuzzy space in the sense of [15] is defined by two sets of variables, coordinates x̂µ and momenta p̂α,
which satisfy frame relations of the form

[p̂α, x̂
µ] = eµα(x̂) . (3.1)

The right hand side is expressed solely in terms of x̂µ. Roughly, the structure arising from {p̂α, x̂µ}
is supposed to be the quantum version of the classical geometry with the vielbein eµα(x). Coordinates
and momenta are either elements of some abstract algebra, or operators acting on a Hilbert space of
states. The algebra A generated by x̂µ is the fuzzy space. Momenta and relations between them define
differential geometry of the fuzzy space, including the Laplacian. For fuzzy de Sitter spaces, both p̂α
and x̂µ are constructed from elements of the Lie algebra so(1, d), acting in a particular irreducible
representation. Before proceeding to give more details, we describe the two examples of interest.

Several models of noncommutative dS2 and AdS2 spaces have been defined using the algebra so(1, 2) in
the literature, [22, 31, 32]. We define the fuzzy dS2 following the prescription of [15, 21] as it conforms
with our general construction of the fuzzy dSd : originally, it was introduced to describe the covariant
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differential calculus on the h-deformed hyperbolic plane, [22]. Denoting the deformation parameter
by k̄,3 coordinates η̂, x̂ of fuzzy dS2 satisfy

[η̂, x̂] = ik̄η̂ . (3.2)

In terms of so(1, 2), they can be identified with generators of translations and dilations, respectively

η̂ = −ik̄P, x̂ = −ik̄D . (3.3)

Momenta are given by
p̂0 = D , p̂1 = −P , (3.4)

and the non-vanishing frame brackets are

[p̂0, η̂] = η̂ , [p̂1, x̂] = η̂ . (3.5)

Therefore, the frame elements eµα give the correct metric of the two-dimensional de Sitter space in
Poincaré coordinates. Whereas the differential geometry is insensitive to the coordinate commutator
(3.2), it very much depends on the commutators between momenta, in the case at hand

[p̂0, p̂1] = p̂1 . (3.6)

Frame relations and momentum commutators define the differential and give derivatives of zero- and
one-forms, respectively:

dη̂ = η̂θ0 , dx̂ = η̂θ1 , dθ0 = 0 , dθ1 = −θ0θ1 . (3.7)

The co-frame one-forms θα are dual to derivations eα = adpα . They behave much as their commutative
analogues – they commute with coordinates and anticommute between themselves. Proceeding with
the algebra of p-forms according to the rules of [15], one arrives at the action of Laplacian on scalar
fields (elements of A),

∆Φ = −[p̂0, [p̂0,Φ]] + [p̂0,Φ] + [p̂1, [p̂1,Φ]] . (3.8)

The fuzzy dS4 was defined in [14] based on the similarity between the realisation of classical de Sitter
space as a hyperboloid in five-dimensional Minkowski embedding space,

XαXα = ℓ2 , α = 0, 1, . . . , 4 , (3.9)

and the expression for the quartic Casimir element of g = so(1, 4),

C4 =WαWα . (3.10)

The Wα are components of the Pauli-Lubanski vector

Wα =
1

8
ǫαβγδηMβγMδη , (3.11)

where we use the convention ǫ01234 = 1. In any irreducible representation of so(1, 4), the quartic
Casimir acts as a constant. Thus, upon identifying Wα and Xα, one recovers the embedding equation
(3.9), with the appropriate relation between the cosmological constant and the value of C4. A similar
observation can be made for any de Sitter space of even dimension. In d = 3, the appropriate choice

3Noncommutativity of spacetime is measured by k̄. Existence of another length scale ℓ (or Λ) related to the spacetime
curvature allows to discuss different scaling limits, the noncommutative and the flat space limit. As we do not discuss
the latter here, we set ℓ = 1 in most of the text.
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of coordinates in the negatively curved case was suggested in [33]. For fuzzy dS4, following the above
analogy, the coordinates are chosen among components of the Pauli-Lubanski vector,4

η̂ = −ℓ(W0 −W4), x̂i = ℓW i, i = 1, 2, 3 . (3.12)

Momenta p̂α are defined as certain generators of SO(1, 4), similarly as in the two-dimensional case.
The momenta read

p̂0 = D, p̂i = −Pi , i = 1, 2, 3 . (3.13)

Correctness of this choice is verified by the frame relations

[p̂µ, x̂
ν ] = δνµ η̂ , µ, ν = 0, 1, 2, 3 , (3.14)

which correspond to the vielbein of the dS4 metric. The relations (3.14) mean that x̂µ = (η̂, x̂i) should
be thought of as quantisations of Poincaré coordinates (η, xi). In all these expressions, elements of the
universal enveloping algebra U(g), are regarded as operators acting in some irreducible representation
of g. The choice of this representation is a part of the quantisation procedure and will be detailed
below. However, for purposes of the present discussion, we do not need detailed knowledge of the
representation.

As in two dimensions, the frame formalism provides a systematic way to define differential geometry
based on (3.14) and the algebra satisfied by the momenta. In the case at hand, this is the Lie algebra

[p̂0, p̂i] = p̂i, [p̂i, p̂j ] = 0 . (3.15)

Consequently, we say that fuzzy de Sitter spaces are of Lie-algebra type. Both two- and four-
dimensional spaces share some important properties with their commutative counterparts – they have
constant curvature and satisfy Einstein’s equations with a positive cosmological constant, [18]. The
standard procedure leads to the construction of the Riemannian Laplace-Beltrami operator, concretely

∆Φ = −[p̂0, [p̂0,Φ]] + 3[p̂0,Φ] + [p̂i, [p̂i,Φ]] . (3.16)

The Laplacian is an operator acting on the algebra generated by noncommutative coordinates. A
related operator acting on the Hilbert space of the underlying representation of SO(1, 4), termed
the ‘quantum-mechanical Laplacian’, was analysed in [18]. It is possible to write eigenfunctions of
(3.16) in terms of eigenfunctions of the quantum-mechanical Laplacian and representation-theoretic
quantities such as 6j-symbols of SO(1, 4). We shall follow a much simpler and more direct approach,
which makes use of a special set of coordinates on fuzzy dSd: this is the subject of the next subsection.

Remark The commutative analogue of the frame introduced above is the set of vector fields

e0 = η∂η, ei = η∂xi . (3.17)

As we have seen, on the noncommutative space, the frame derivations are generated by elements of
so(1, d). In the commutative setup, this is not the case – the classical frame (3.17) does not consist of
Killing vectors. However, there is a diffeomorphism that affords a transition between vectors {e0, ei}
and {P0, Pi}, where the latter are generators of SO(1, d) that acts on de Sitter space by isometries,
(2.3)-(2.4). Indeed, if Φ is the involution

Φ : dSd → dSd, (η, xi) 7→
(

η
−1,

xi

η

)

, (3.18)

4While the definition of coordinates is motivated by the embedding relation, it is the noncommutative Poincaré
coordinates (3.12), not the embedding ones, that define our fuzzy geometry.
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then the push-forward by Φ carries {e0, ei} to {P0, Pi},

Φ∗e0 = P0, Φ∗ei = Pi . (3.19)

In the case of the h-deformed hyperbolic plane, similar structure was pointed out in [15]. It implies
in particular that, while the algebra of noncommutative coordinates carries a representation of the de
Sitter group SO(1, d), its action on the coordinates gets ‘twisted’ by Φ. This twisting, however, does
not prevent the fuzzy space from having the correct commutative limit.

3.2 Solutions to the Klein-Gordon equation

In order to discuss dynamics of fields on the fuzzy de Sitter space, we first need to solve the equation
of motion for a free field Φ(x̂µ). In d = 4 it is

−[p̂0, [p̂0,Φ]] + 3[p̂0,Φ] + [p̂i, [p̂i,Φ]] +M2Φ = 0 , (3.20)

M is the mass of the field. The general solution to an operator equation like (3.20) is, as a rule, difficult
to find, even in spacetimes with high degree of symmetry built upon a Lie algebra. An exception are
equations that reduce to Casimir conditions, e.g. like the eigenvalue equation for the Laplacian on the
fuzzy sphere, [34]. On the four-dimensional fuzzy de Sitter space we are most interested in, a part of
the problem is that commutators between coordinates η̂, x̂i are quite complicated [14], so it is hard
to compute the left hand side of (3.20) except for the simplest functions Φ(x̂µ). An approach that we
shall follow here is to work with a specific choice and ordering of coordinates (similar to the normal
ordering in quantum field theory) and try to solve the equation within the set of ordered functions.
The result that we obtain is quite interesting: the set of solutions is ‘the same’ as the set of modes
(2.40) found on the commutative de Sitter space.

To explain the idea, let us first consider the Klein-Gordon equation on fuzzy dS2. The solutions (up to
a Wick rotation) in (η̂, x̂) coordinates were discussed in [22]; the authors were able to solve the Laplace
equation by making use of the special form of the algebra which allows reordering of coordinates for
particular functions, for example η̂ f(x̂) = f(x̂ + ik̄) η̂ , or g(η̂) exp(ikx̂) = exp(ikx̂) g(e−k̄kη̂) . We
follow a different path. Introduce the coordinate ŷ by

ŷ =
1

2
(η̂−1x̂+ x̂ η̂−1) , [η̂, ŷ] = ik̄ . (3.21)

This is analogous to the coordinate y we considered in the commutative setup. The symmetrisation
ensures that ŷ is hermitian. We find

[p̂0, η̂] = η̂ , [p̂1, η̂] = 0 ,

[p̂0, ŷ] = −ŷ , [p̂1, ŷ] = 1 .
(3.22)

These commutation relations imply that frame derivations do not change the ordering of η̂ and ŷ.
Therefore if we fix the ordering of variables η̂ and ŷ, we can solve the Klein-Gordon equation exactly
by separation of variables, as in the commutative case. Let us see this in detail. Assuming that the
solution is of the form

Φ(η̂, ŷ) = g(η̂)f(ŷ) = (−η̂)−iωf(ŷ) , (3.23)

we find that the Klein-Gordon equation reduces to5

g(η̂)(1− ŷ2) f ′′(ŷ)− η̂2 g̈(η̂) f(ŷ) + 2η̂ ġ(η̂) ŷf ′(ŷ)− 2g(η̂) ŷ f ′(ŷ) +M2g(η̂)f(ŷ)

5The ġ, g̈ and f ′, f ′′ denote the first and second derivatives of functions g, f with respect to their arguments.
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= (−η̂)−iω
(

(1− ŷ2)f ′′(ŷ)− (2 + 2iω)ŷf ′(ŷ)−
(

iω(iω + 1)−M2
)

f(ŷ)
)

= 0 , (3.24)

that is, to equation (2.38). Therefore, the solution to the equation in the second line of (3.24) is
(ŷ2 − 1)−iω/2Q−iω

−1/2+iκ(ŷ) . The modes of the noncommutative scalar field are given by the equivalent

of (2.47),

v̂ω,κ(η̂, ŷ) = cω,κ (−η̂)−iω(ŷ2 − 1)−
iω
2 Q−iω

− 1
2
+iκ

(ŷ) . (3.25)

In four dimensions we proceed similarly. We introduce coordinates

ŷi =
1

2
(η̂−1x̂i + x̂iη̂−1) . (3.26)

The advantage of (η̂, ŷi) coordinates again lays in their commutation relations with momenta,

[p̂0, η̂] = η̂ , [p̂i, η̂] = 0 ,

[p̂0, ŷ
j ] = −ŷj , [p̂i, ŷ

j ] = δji ,

[p̂0, (ŷ
j)n] = −n(ŷj)n , [p̂i, (ŷ

j)n] = n(ŷj)n−1 δji .

(3.27)

These relations imply that frame derivations of a function of one coordinate depend only on that same
coordinate, [p̂α, f(ŷ

µ)] = g(ŷµ). In turn, this means that, if we impose some particular ordering, the
action of the frame derivations, and consequently of the Laplacian, will not change it. Thus we can
solve the Klein-Gordon equation by separation of variables.

Some words of caution are in order. The separation of variables which led to solutions (2.40) was
done in the spherical polar coordinates (η, ρ, θ, ϕ). There is no obvious or simple way to quantise
the angular coordinates θ and ϕ. Instead, we start by re-expressing the commutative solutions using
‘Cartesian’ coordinates (η, yi). This turns out not to be too difficult. Let us, for the sake of the
argument, analyse the spatial part of the solution (2.39) which is finite at ρ = 0.6 It contains two
factors: ρl Y m

l (θ, ϕ) and 2F1(a, b; 3/2 + l; ρ2). The first factor is a homogeneous polynomial of yi of
degree l, while the second can be expanded in Taylor series in ρ2 = yiyi. Thus, the spatial part of the
solution expands as a series in yi.

Let us impose the operator ordering as

Φ(η̂, ŷi) = φ(η̂) f(ŷ1) g(ŷ2)h(ŷ3) , (3.28)

and denote the ordered monomials of spatial coordinates by f̂n1,n2,n3 ,

f̂n1,n2,n3 = (ŷ1)n1(ŷ2)n2(ŷ3)n3 . (3.29)

From (2.9) we find that the commutative Laplacian ∆dS4 , acting on functions of the form

v(η, yi) = (−η)−iωF (yi) , (3.30)

reduces to operator

∆−iω
dS4

= ∂yi∂yi − yiyj∂yi∂yi∂yj − (2iω + 4) yi∂yi − 3iω + ω2 . (3.31)

We have, further,

yi∂yi fn1,n2,n3 = (n1 + n2 + n3) fn1,n2,n3 , (3.32)

6The same analysis can be done for the basis of functions (2.40) that we actually use: then instead of ρ we would
use ρ−1 and expand solution around ρ−1 = 0 . Alternatively, we can use one of the contiguous relations between the
hypergeometric functions to express (2.40) through (2.39), then proceed with the Taylor expansion in ρ.
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∂yi∂yi fn1,n2,n3 = n1(n1 − 1)fn1−2,n2,n3 + n2(n2 − 1)fn1,n2−2,n3 + n3(n3 − 1)fn1,n2,n3−2 . (3.33)

In parallel, from commutation relations (3.27) we compute

[p̂0, f̂n1,n2,n3 ] = − (n1 + n2 + n3) f̂n1,n2,n3 , (3.34)

[p̂i, [p̂i, f̂n1,n2,n3 ]] = n1(n1 − 1)f̂n1−2,n2,n3 + n2(n2 − 1)f̂n1,n2−2,n3 + n3(n3 − 1)f̂n1,n2,n3−2 . (3.35)

Clearly, on functions of spatial coordinates, commutators [p̂i, ] act as ∂yi , and commutator [p̂0, ] as
−yi∂yi - this follows by applying the commutators to Taylor-expanded functions. Furthermore, one
verifies that the same substitutions map the fuzzy Laplacian to the commutative one. This implies
that if we write the solutions in the form

F̂ (ŷi) =
∑

ĉn1,n2,n3 f̂n1,n2,n3 , F (yi) =
∑

cn1,n2,n3 fn1,n2,n3 , (3.36)

the equations for coefficients ĉn1,n2,n3 and cn1,n2,n3 are identical, and read

(n1 + 2)(n1 + 1) ĉn1+2,n2,n3 + (n2 + 2)(n2 + 1) ĉn1,n2+2,n3 + (n3 + 2)(n3 + 1) ĉn1,n2,n3+2

=
(

(n1 + n2 + n3)
2 + (2iω + 3)(n1 + n2 + n3) + (−ω2 + 3iω +M2)

)

ĉn1,n2,n3 . (3.37)

Although the last equation looks complicated, we have already found its solution: ĉn1,n2,n3 are given
by the Taylor expansion of (2.39).

We end this section with some remarks. One readily notices that the relation for the coefficients (3.37)
would still be obtained if we used some other ordering of coordinates, e.g. 0321 instead of 0123. Any
ordering gives a set of solutions to the Klein-Gordon equation, and due to complicated commutation
relations among ŷi-s, it is unclear how these different sets of solutions are related to each other. The
solutions however should all have the same commutative limit: this follows from the fact that the
commutators of coordinates vanish in this limit.7 This result ensures that on the macroscopic scale
(i.e. in the commutative limit), fields on fuzzy de Sitter space behave classically.

Another observation related to the given procedure is that we do not know whether it gives all i.e.
complete set of eigenfunctions of the noncommutative Laplacian. To answer this question, we need to
rewrite the Klein-Gordon equation as a matrix or differential equation.

Both of the raised points may be addressed by substituting for coordinates and momenta concrete
operators acting in a unitary irreducible representation of SO(1, d). In this way, the fuzzy harmonics
are turned into matrices, not unlike fuzzy spherical harmonics on the fuzzy sphere. Due to non-
compactness of SO(1, d), these matrices are infinite-dimensional and we prefer to write them as integral
kernels. This is the subject of the next section.

4 All fuzzy harmonics: integral kernels

In the present section we shall obtain a complete set of modes of the fuzzy scalar field. To this end, in
the first subsection we will show how to write functions on the fuzzy de Sitter space as integral kernels
depending on 2(d−1) commuting real variables. The kernels that we use are matrix elements written
in an eigenbasis of the conformal time coordinate. Solutions of the last section are then analysed in
this basis. In the second subsection, we use the integral-kernels formulation to find the most general
solution to the fuzzy Klein-Gordon equation. In four dimensions, there are infinitely many more modes
than in the commutative case and they are organised into a discrete Kaluza-Klein tower.

7This qualitative argument will be more precisely discussed in terms of operator kernels in the next section.
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4.1 Harmonics in the eigenbasis of conformal time

Recall that coordinates and momenta of fuzzy dSd are defined as operators acting in a certain repre-
sentation of SO(1, d). Up to this point, we did not need much information about this representation.
However, the coordinate spectra, number of degrees of freedom etc. are all expected to depend non-
trivially on it. For both fuzzy dS2 and fuzzy dS4, our construction is based on the principal series
representations of so(1, d).8 The latter may be realised on spaces of conformal fields in (d − 1) di-
mensions. More precisely, we can write the generators of SO(1, d) as differential operators acting on
functions ψa(zi) of (d− 1) real variables zi,

Pi = −∂i, Lij = zi∂j − zj∂i − Σij , (4.1)

D = −zi∂i − ∆, Ki = −z2∂i − 2ziD − 2zjΣij . (4.2)

The functions ψa(zi) take values in some finite-dimensional representation space V of SO(d− 1) and
Σij are matrix representatives of Lij in this representation. Furthermore, ∆ is a constant and unitarity
requires ∆ = (d−1)/2+iτ with τ ∈ R. Indices a run over a basis {ea} for V and are raised and lowered
by an SO(d− 1)-invariant metric on it. The Hilbert space of functions R

d−1 → V will be denoted by
H. The inner product on H is given by the integration with respect to the standard measure on R

d−1,

(ψ1, ψ2) =

∫

Rd−1

dd−1z
(

ψa
1(z

i)
)∗
ψ2a(z

i) . (4.3)

If we denote the principal series representation by π∆,V , the representations π∆,V and πd−1−∆,V are
isomorphic to one another.9 For fuzzy dS2, there is no rotation group SO(d−1), and matrices Σij are
set to zero. In the d = 4 case, the fuzzy dS4 is defined using the spin-1/2 principal series representation,
for which10

Σij = −
i

2
ǫijkσk . (4.4)

For more details on unitary representations of SO(1, d), we refer the reader to [25], in d = 2 to [37].

States of the fuzzy geometry are represented by wavefunctions ψa(zi) and coordinates by differen-
tial/integral operators acting on them. E.g. for the fuzzy dS2, the coordinates are

η̂ = ik̄∂z , x̂ = ik̄(z∂z + ∆) . (4.5)

The formulation in terms of wavefunctions allows to study spectra of coordinates, overlaps of their
eigenstates, expectation values etc. using standard methods of quantum mechanics. The mentioned
observables reveal physical properties of our model. In the remainder of this subsection, we shall focus
on the matrix elements of fuzzy harmonics in the eigenbasis of the time coordinate.

Since our definition of the coordinate ŷ involves the inverse of the derivative operator η̂, it is convenient
to pass to Fourier space, where η̂ and η̂−1 are represented by multiplication operators,

P = −iq, D = q∂q + 1− ∆, K = iq∂2q − 2iD∂q . (4.6)

In other words, we work in the basis of eigenstates of η̂. In this basis, the other coordinate ρ̂ = ŷ is
represented by a derivative-like operator,

η̂ = −k̄q, ρ̂ = ŷ =
1

2

(

η̂−1x̂+ x̂η̂−1
)

= i∂q − i
∆− 1

2

q
. (4.7)

8The principal series representation is singled out by the condition of positivity of the cosmological constant, [35].
9This statement is true if V is a symmetric traceless tensor representation, the only case we shall consider. More

generally, π∆,V
∼= πd−1−∆,V R , where V R is the reflected representation of V , see [36] for details.

10The spinor representation s = 1/2 is used because for s = 0 the Casimir C4 vanishes, which corresponds to the
infinite cosmological constant, [35]. In fact, C4 = 0 implies Wα = 0.
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Coordinate ρ̂ has continuous spectrum (−∞,∞). Its eigenstates, ρ̂|λ〉 = λ|λ〉, found by solving a
differential equation, read

〈q|λ〉 = 1√
2π

q−
1
2
+∆ e−iλq . (4.8)

They satisfy orthogonality relations

∞
∫

−∞

dq 〈λ|q〉〈q|λ′〉 = δ(λ− λ′) ,
∞
∫

−∞

dλ 〈q|λ〉〈λ|q′〉 = δ(q − q′) . (4.9)

The eigenstates |λ〉 are all we need in order to find matrix elements of fuzzy harmonics. Indeed, let
vω,κ(η, y) be a solution to the Klein-Gordon equation on the commutative dS2 obtained in Section 2
and v̂ω,κ(η̂, ŷ) the corresponding fuzzy solution found in the last section. We find

v̂ω,κ(ηL, ηR) = 〈ηL|v̂ω,κ| − ηR〉 = cω,κ

∫

dλ 〈ηL|(−η̂)−iω(ŷ2 − 1)−
iω
2 Q−iω

− 1
2
+iκ

(ŷ)|λ〉〈λ| − ηR〉

=
cω,κ√
2πk̄

(ηR
k̄

)−iτ
∫

dλ (λ2 − 1)−
iω
2 Q−iω

− 1
2
+iκ

(λ)〈ηL|(−η̂)−iω|λ〉e
iληR

k̄ (4.10)

=
cω,κ
2πk̄

(ηR
k̄

)−iτ
(−ηL)−iω

(−ηL
k̄

)iτ ∫

dλ e
iλ(ηL+ηR)

k̄ (λ2 − 1)−
iω
2 Q−iω

− 1
2
+iκ

(λ) (4.11)

= C
cω,κ

2πk̄iω+1/2
(−ηL)iτ−iωη−iτ

R (ηL + ηR)
iω− 1

2 Jiκ

(

ηL + ηR
k̄

)

. (4.12)

The minus sign in the state |− ηR〉 is due to our choice of conventions summarised in Appendix B. By
inserting the identity 1 = |λ〉〈λ| and using the expression for |λ〉 in Fourier space, we get an integral
representation for the matrix element. The final result is obtained by a regularised Fourier transform,
as outlined in Appendix C, where we also give the value of the constant C. One can readily check that
the final result (4.12) satisfies the Klein-Gordon equation in Fourier space. The field modes (4.12)
allow to write explicitly the quantisation map and its inverse, f(η, y)←→ f̂(ηL, ηR) .

In four dimensions one can follow much the same path, although the computations become more
involved. We work with a Fourier space realisation of the principal series, similarly as above, with

Pi = −iqi , Lij = qi∂qj − qj∂qi − Σij , (4.13)

D = qi∂qi + 3− ∆, Ki = iqi∂
2 − 2iD∂qi − 2iΣij∂qj . (4.14)

We have denoted the Fourier variables dual to zi by q
i. In this realisation, the Poincaré coordinates

on the fuzzy dS4 are represented by the operators

η̂ = −1

2
σiqi = −

q

2
Π , x̂j = −

i

2
σkqk∂qj + i

∆− 2

2
σj . (4.15)

We have introduced Π = σiqi/q , a notation that shall be useful throughout the section. The Fourier
space is again closely related to the eigenbasis of the time coordinate. Since η̂ is a scalar operator, its
eigenstates may be chosen with well-defined rotational quantum numbers. Such eigenstates are

〈q, ϑ, φ| η, j,mj , a〉 =
1√
2 η

δ
(

q − (−1)a2η
)

ϕa
j,mj

(ϑ, φ) , (−1)a ≡
{

−1, a =↑
1, a =↓ , (4.16)

where (q, ϑ, φ) are the spherical polar coordinates constructed out of qi, q2 = qiq
i. The ϕa

j,mj
are

spinor harmonics: j is a half-integer, j = 1
2 ,

3
2 , . . . and mj = −j,−j + 1, . . . , j . Given a fixed pair
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(j,mj), there are two linearly independent harmonics, which we index by a.11 With the choice of basis
from [38], a runs over {+,−}; the explicit expressions for spinor harmonics are collected in Appendix
D. We shall mostly work with the basis that diagonalises the operator Π,

ϕ↑,↓
j,mj

=
1√
2
(ϕ+

j,mj
± ϕ−

j,mj
) , Πϕ↑

j,mj
= ϕ↑

j,mj
, Πϕ↓

j,mj
= −ϕ↓

j,mj
. (4.17)

Again, it is possible to find eigenstates of the radial coordinate ρ̂2 in the eigenbasis of η̂. To this end,
we start with the expressions for ŷi and ρ̂2 in Fourier space,

ŷi = i∂qi − i
(

∆− 3

2

) qi
q2

+
1

2
ǫijk

qj

q2
σk , (4.18)

ρ̂2 = −∂qj∂qj +
2∆− 3

q2
qi∂qi +

2i

q2
ǫijkqj∂qkσ

i −
(

(∆− 2)2 − 3

4

) 1

q2
.

The eigenstates of ρ̂, normalised to δ(λ−λ′), are obtained by solving a differential equation, and read

〈q, ϑ, φ |λ, j,mj , a〉 =
√
λ q∆−2 J√

j(j+1)
(λq)ϕa

j,mj
(ϑ, φ) , λ > 0 . (4.19)

Since both η̂ and ρ̂ are scalars, their overlaps are diagonal in the rotational quantum numbers
(j,mj , a). We find

〈η, j,mj , a |λ, j′,mj′ , a
′〉 = δjj′ δmjmj′

δaa′

√
λ√
2 η

(

(−1)a 2η
)

∆
J√

j(j+1)

(

(−1)a 2ηλ
)

. (4.20)

Following the same procedure as in two dimensions, we can obtain an integral representation for matrix
elements of fuzzy harmonics v̂ω,l,m,κ. We have seen in the last section that several prescriptions for
defining these functions, that make use of different operator orderings, are available. The operator
ordering, however, does not effect our definition of scalar modes with l = m = 0. We focus on these
for the remainder of the subsection,

v̂ω,0,0,κ = (−η̂)−iω ρ̂−
3
2
−i(κ+ω)

2F1

(3 + 2i(κ+ ω)

4
,
1 + 2i(κ + ω)

4
; 1 + iκ; ρ̂−2

)

= vω,κ(η̂, ρ̂) ρ̂
−1 . (4.21)

In the last equation, vω,κ are the two-dimensional modes we encountered before. We find the matrix
elements of the above operators between the eigenstates of η̂ ,

v̂ω,0,0,κ(ηL, jL,mjL, aL; ηR, jR,mjR, aR) = 〈ηL, jL,mjL, aL|v̂ω,0,0,κ |ηR, jR,mjR, aR〉

= 〈ηL, jL,mjL, aL| cω,κ(−η̂)−iω ρ̂−1(ρ̂2 − 1)−
iω
2 Q−iω

− 1
2
+iκ

(ρ̂)|ηR, jR,mjR, aR〉 . (4.22)

By inserting the identity written in the eigenbasis of ρ̂, the dependence on all variables except for the
time eigenvalues ηL,R trivialises,

v̂ω,0,0,κ(ηL, . . . , aR) = cω,κ
∑

j,mj ,b

∫

dλ 〈ηL, jL,mjL, aL|(−η̂)−iω ρ̂−1(ρ̂2 − 1)−
iω
2 Q−iω

− 1
2
+iκ

(ρ̂)|λ, j,mj ,b〉×

× 〈λ, j,mj ,b |ηR, jR,mjR, aR〉 = 4cω,κ δjLjR δmjLmjR
δaLaR((−1)aL)∆+∆

∗+iω η∆−1−iω
L η∆

∗−1
R × (4.23)

×
∫

dλ (λ2 − 1)−
iω
2 Q−iω

− 1
2
+iκ

(λ)J√
jL(jL+1)

(

(−1)aL2ηLλ
)

J√
jR(jR+1)

(

(−1)aR2ηRλ
)

.

The integral in the last line is the analogue of (4.11) in two dimensions. Clearly, the four-dimensional
result is more involved. We leave for future work the question of whether the integral, possibly after
regularisation, admits a closed form expression.

11For any fixed a, the ϕa
j,mj

is a two-component object, whose index labelling these components has been suppressed.
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4.1.1 Commutative limit

Let us comment on the manifestation of the commutative limit k̄ → 0 in terms of integral kernels.
We focus on two dimensions. By a similar calculation as the one done for the modes v̂ω,κ, for any pair
of functions f(η̂) and g(ŷ) we find the matrix elements of their products

〈qL|f(η̂)g(ŷ)| − qR〉 =
1

2π

(

qL
−qR

)iτ

g̃(qL + qR)f(−k̄qL) , (4.24)

〈qL|g(ŷ)f(η̂)| − qR〉 =
1

2π

(

qL
−qR

)iτ

g̃(qL + qR)f(k̄qR) . (4.25)

Here g̃ denotes the inverse Fourier transform of g. Let us assume that f is an analytic function in a
neighbourhood of 0. In that case, by subtracting the last two equations and Taylor-expanding, we get

〈qL|[f(η̂), g(ŷ)]| − qR〉 = −
k̄

2π

(

qL
−qR

)iτ

g̃(qL + qR)(qL + qR)f
′(0) +O

(

k̄2
)

. (4.26)

Therefore, for an appropriate choice of observables f and g, that is those for which f(0) 6= 0, f is
analytic at zero, and g admits a Fourier transform, the commutator is correctly suppressed as k̄ → 0.
Having discussed the commutative limit, we shall set k̄ = 1 for the remainder of the section.

4.2 General solution to the Klein-Gordon equation

The explicit realisation of the Hilbert space of states of the fuzzy geometry allows us also to discuss
the completeness of the set of harmonics analysed above. To this end, consider the fuzzy coordinate
algebra A, that of operators on the carrier space of the principal series representation π∆,V . In writing
elements f of A, we shall employ the isomorphism

A = End(H) ∼= H⊗H∗ , (4.27)

and thus regard these elements as vector-valued functions of two sets of variables, fab(z
i
L, z

j
R). For

principal series representations, H∗ is isomorphic to H; we denote ∆R = (d − 1)/2 + iτ , ∆L = ∆
∗
R =

(d−1)/2−iτ . In this way of writing, it is manifest that the fuzzy space is 2(d−1)-dimensional, together
with some additional discrete structure described by the indices a, b that functions fab(z

i
L, z

j
R) carry.

Our aim for the rest of the section is to quantify this difference in the number of degrees of freedom
between commutative and noncommutative cases, which arise whenever d > 2.

We shall solve the eigenvalue problem for the Laplacian on the space (4.27). To this end, recall that
elements of the Lie algebra so(1, d) act on operators in A via commutators. When written in terms
of kernels fab(z

i
L, z

j
R) this action takes the form

adX 7→ XL +XR . (4.28)

In particular, the fuzzy Laplacian (3.16) acts on the kernels via

∆ = −
(

DL +DR
)2

+ (d− 1)
(

DL +DR
)

+
d−1
∑

i=1

(

PL
i + PR

i

)2
. (4.29)

Using expressions for the group generators (4.1)-(4.2), the Laplacian is turned into a differential
operator. Notice that the operator does not depend on the spin of the principal series representation
H, as it only involves generators of translations Pi and dilations D. In fact, (4.29) turns out to
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be closely related to the Laplacian on the commutative de Sitter space. We proceed to exhibit this
relation. Let us introduce variables yi and ξi by

ziL = yi + ξi, ziR = yi − ξi . (4.30)

The radial coordinate constructed out of ξi will be denoted by ξ2 = ξiξi. Using (4.1)-(4.2), we have

PL
i + PR

i = −∂yi , DL +DR = −yi∂yi − ξi∂ξi − ∆L − ∆R , (4.31)

and from here the Laplacian is readily computed. The operator turns out to be invariant under
SO(d − 1)-rotations of the ξi. Therefore, it can be written as a differential operator in (ξ, yi) only,
namely

∆ = −yiyj∂yi∂yj + ∂yi∂yi − ξ2∂2ξ − 2ξ∂ξ y
i∂yi − (3d − 2)yi∂yi − (3d− 2)ξ∂ξ − 2(d− 1)2. (4.32)

We have used that ∆L+∆R = d−1. The operator (4.32) commutes with ξ∂ξ, so it preserves the space
of functions of the form

g(ϑ)(−ξ)δf(yi) ea ⊗ eb , (4.33)

where f , g and δ are arbitrary. We used ϑ to denote collectively the angles of the spherical polar
coordinates constructed out of ξi; as a basis for functions on the corresponding Sd−2 we can take e.g.
spherical harmonics.

We can now make the main observation of the present subsection. From above, one finds the action
of the Laplacian on functions of the form (−ξ)iω−1+df(yi) ,

∆iω−1+d = −yiyj∂yi∂yj + ∂yi∂yi − (2iω + d)yi∂yi − iω(iω + d− 1) . (4.34)

Interestingly, comparing this expression to the equation (2.9), we see that, upon identifying yi and
yi (and denoting, by a slight abuse of notation, ρ2 = yiy

i), (4.34) coincides with the action of the
commutative Laplacian on dSd. Therefore the solutions to the corresponding equations, after the
replacement −iω → iω − 1 + d , are identical, and given by (2.40). The ‘positive frequency’ modes of
the scalar field on fuzzy dSd are

wl′, ~m′,ab
ω,l,~m,κ (z

i
L,z

j
R) = Y ~m′

l′ (ϑ) (−ξ)iω−d+1 ρ−
d−1
2

−i(ω+κ) (4.35)

× 2F1

(2l + d− 1 + 2i(ω + κ)

4
,
−2l + 5− d+ 2i(ω + κ)

4
; 1 + iκ; ρ−2

)

Y ~m
l (θ) ea ⊗ eb .

To each commutative solution one associates in this way an L2(Sd−2) × dim(V )2 worth of noncom-
mutative ones, corresponding to an arbitrary choice of the quantum numbers l′, ~m′ and the vector
ea ⊗ eb. The sphere Sd−2 is to be thought of as ‘internal space’. Due to its compactness, the fuzzy
harmonics form an infinite discrete tower of Kaluza-Klein modes over the commutative harmonics.
Clearly, (4.35) gives a complete set of fuzzy harmonics.

4.2.1 Further details in two dimensions

Naively, our analysis might suggest to identify ‘almost-classical’ solutions v̂ω,l,~m,κ of Section 3 with

the lowest KK modes w0,0,ab
ω,l,~m,κ, for some values of indices a, b. We show here that this is not the case,

as may be already seen in two dimensions. Indeed, starting with the modes (4.35),

wω,κ(ξ, y) = (−ξ)iω−1(y2 − 1)−
iω
2 Q−iω

− 1
2
+iκ

(y) , (4.36)
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we can perform the Fourier transform to re-express them in terms of variables −ηL,R = χ± ζ,

wω,κ(ηL, ηR) =

∫∫

2dξ dy e−2iζξ (−ξ)iω−1 e−2iχy (y2 − 1)−
iω
2 Q−iω

− 1
2
+iκ

(y)

= 2C (−2χ)− 1
2
+iωJiκ(−2χ)

∞
∫

−∞

dξ e2iζξ ξiω−1 = E (ηL − ηR)−iω (ηL + ηR)
iω− 1

2 Jiκ(ηL + ηR) . (4.37)

An ǫ-prescription that regularises the integral and the constant E are given in Appendix C. On the
other hand, the modes v̂ω,κ found in (4.12) read

v̂ω,κ = B η iτ−iω
L η−iτ

R (ηL + ηR)
iω− 1

2 Jiκ(ηL + ηR) , (4.38)

with B = cω,κ(−1)iτ−iωC/(2π) . The two sets of solutions do not coincide, but of course they can be
expanded in one another.

Another way of characterising these two sets of functions is by operators that they diagonalise. Both
sets are eigenfunctions of the fuzzy Laplacian, which is in variables χ, ζ given by

∆ = −χ2∂2χ − ζ2∂2ζ − 2χζ∂χ∂ζ − 2 (χ∂χ + ζ∂ζ)− 4χ2 . (4.39)

The eigenvalue of both wω,κ and v̂ω,κ is, recall, κ2 + 1/4. In addition, wω,κ are eigenfunctions of ζ∂ζ .
On the other hand, v̂ω,κ are eigenfunctions of the operator

D̂ = (χ+ ζ)∂ζ − 2iτ
χ

χ− ζ =

(

DL − 1

2

)

− ηL
ηR

(

DR − 1

2

)

. (4.40)

Recall that in the commutative case, the modes vω,κ are characterised as simultaneous eigenfunctions
of {∆dS2 ,D}. The fact that in the noncommutative case D̂ differs from the sum DL +DR is another
manifestation of the fact that quantisation breaks the SO(1, 2) symmetry, discussed in the remark
in Subsection 3.1. We expect that in higher dimensions, characterisation of noncommutative modes
through differential equations similar to (4.40) is possible and can lead to considerable simplifications
compared to analysis through integral representations.

5 Summary and perspectives

In this work, we have performed a detailed study of the Laplacian on fuzzy de Sitter spaces and of its
eigenfunctions, focusing on two and four dimensions. Our main results are 1) an explicit quantisation
of solutions to the commutative Klein-Gordon equation and 2) a construction of a complete basis of
solutions in the noncommutative setup.

The model of fuzzy de Sitter space is based on the noncommutative frame formalism, which enables
one to build geometry (connection, curvature, Laplacian) that resembles closely the commutative
one. In addition, it uses symmetries of spacetime – generators of the SO(1, d) group, to define
noncommutative coordinates and momenta as operators on the Hilbert space of a unitary irreducible
representation of the group. Our quantisation of commutative solutions and the proof that it maps
modes of the scalar field on commutative de Sitter space to solutions of the fuzzy Klein-Gordon
equation, rests on a particular choice of (η, yi) coordinates. In fact, in cosmology, physical coordinates
yi = a(η)xi = xi/η (a(η) denotes the scale factor) are used, along with comoving coordinates xi, to
calculate observational effects, but usually not in field quantisation. We have shown that solutions to
the Klein-Gordon equation separated in (η, yi) coordinates naturally lead to an SO(1, d−1)-invariant
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set of positive frequency modes and identified the choice of positive modes that corresponds to the
Bunch-Davies vacuum.

In order to find all modes of the scalar field on the fuzzy de Sitter space, we fixed the representation of
the de Sitter group12, realised operators as integral kernels, and solved the fuzzy Klein-Gordon equation
as a differential equation in ordinary, commutative, variables. A remarkable fact is that, when written
in a specific basis, this equation has the same structure as the commutative Klein-Gordon equation
written in (η, yi) coordinates. We did explicit calculations for heavy fields M > (d − 1)/2, and they
should be completed with a check of results for the light fields, as well as with details of the important
case of a massless scalar field.

The main feature that distinguishes between the fuzzy dS2 and dS4 is that in four dimensions the
noncommutative space has many more degrees of freedom than its classical counterpart. While this
property is manifest in our analysis, the questions of identifying ‘almost-classical’ modes among the
set of all fuzzy modes and the mechanism by which the higher KK-modes are suppressed remain highly
non-trivial. We have made some initial progress on the first of these problems in the last section by
characterising, in some cases, field modes through differential equations. The full resolution of these
questions is our first task for the future. We believe they are amenable to weight-shifting techniques
that have been extensively developed in conformal field theory, [39, 40, 41].

Our work is a first step towards formulation and analysis of quantum field theories on fuzzy de Sitter
backgrounds. The simplest correlation function we may consider is the propagator. The field modes
we obtained allow to write an integral representation for the latter. For example in two dimensions,
we expand a quantum field as

Φ =

∫

dω
(

aωv̂ω + a†ωv̂
∗
ω

)

. (5.1)

By promoting a†ω and aω to creation and annihilation operators acting on a Fock space, in the same
manner as in an ordinary quantum field theory on de Sitter space, we arrive at the usual representation
of the two-point function

〈Φ1Φ2〉 = 〈0|
∫

dω1

(

aω1 v̂ω1 + a†ω1
v̂∗ω1

)

∫

dω2

(

aω2 v̂ω2 + a†ω2
v̂∗ω2

)

|0〉 (5.2)

=

∫∫

dω1dω2 v̂ω1 v̂
∗
ω2
〈0|[aω1 , a

†
ω2
]|0〉 =

∫

dω v̂ω v̂
∗
ω .

Similarly as for the modes, we may encode the two-point function into its matrix elements. Working
again in the conformal-time basis, this leads to a solvable integral, given in Appendix E. An interesting
question, that we leave for future work, is how this expression is related to the ‘quantised two-point
function’, which in the Bunch-Davies vacuum reads

Ĝ2 = Ĝ2(η̂, x̂, η̂
′, x̂′) =

Γ
(

1
2 + iκ

)

Γ
(

1
2 − iκ

)

4π
2F1

(1

2
+ iκ,

1

2
− iκ; 1; 1 + Ẑ

2

)

. (5.3)

The quantity Ẑ in (5.3) is the quantum analogue of the geodesic distance between two points,

Z(ξ, ξ′) =
η2 + η′2 − (x− x′)2

2ηη
. (5.4)

The corresponding operator is most naturally defined using symmetric ordering,13

Ẑ =
1

2

(

η̂η̂′−1 + η̂−1η̂′ + 2ŷŷ′ − η̂′−1{η̂−1, x̂2} − η̂−1{η̂′−1, x̂′2}
)

(5.5)

12The representations that are used belong to unitary principal series and are labelled by (κ, s). However, as the fuzzy
Laplacian does not depend on spin s, the results/conclusions that we obtain are in fact generic and degeneracy in s is
easy to trace.

13The primed and unprimed operators, corresponding to the first and the second point, commute with each other.
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=
q

q′
∂2q +

q′

q
∂2q′ +

(

3

2
− ∆

)(

1

q′
∂q +

1

q
∂q′

)

+
1
2(q

2 + q′2) + ∆(∆− 1) + 3
4

qq′
.

An important part of the analysis of the correlators in four dimensions, which would bring us to the
initial goal of comparison with observations, is to work out the limiting behaviour of the two-point
function at the reheating surface η̂ = 0.

In relation to this, we believe that the physical interpretation of correlation functions in QFTs on fuzzy
de Sitter spaces requires a further ingredient, that of semi-classical, coherent-like, states, [42]. In a
similar context of fuzzy AdS3, these states were defined in [33], and the same construction applies here.
Let us briefly describe it, focusing on the fuzzy dS2. We start with some reference vector |ξ0〉 ∈ H,
with finite expectation values of coordinate operators,

η0 = 〈ξ0|η̂|ξ0〉, x0 = 〈ξ0|x̂|ξ0〉 , (5.6)

and let ξ0 = (η0, x0) be a point of the classical dS2 manifold. Locally around ξ0, any other point
ξ1 = (η1, x1) may be reached by a transformation of the form

ξ1 = λ−e0e−be1ξ0 =
(

λ−1
η0, x0 − bη0

)

, (5.7)

where, recall, {e0, e1} is the classical frame. We define the semi-classical state ‘associated with ξ1’ by

|ξ1〉 = λp̂0ebp̂1 |ξ0〉 . (5.8)

Local measurements at the point ξ1 are to be modelled by expectation values of operators in the
state |ξ1〉. Axioms of the frame formalism, i.e. the frame relations, ensure that expectation values of
Poincaré coordinate operators in the state |ξ1〉 are equal to coordinates of the classical point ξ1,

〈ξ1|η̂|ξ1〉 = η1, 〈ξ1|x̂|ξ1〉 = x1 . (5.9)

Indeed, relations (5.9) are derived using the Baker-Campbell-Hausdorff formula, e.g.

〈ξ1|η̂|ξ1〉 = 〈ξ0|e−bp̂1 λ−p̂0 η̂ λp̂0 ebp̂1 |ξ0〉 = λ−1〈ξ0|e−bp̂1 η̂ ebp̂1 |ξ0〉 = λ−1〈ξ0|η̂|ξ0〉 = λ−1
η0 = η1 .

The same argument works for the coordinate x̂. For observables other than Poincaré coordinates,
analogues of (5.9) are not satisfied exactly but only approximately. In this way, the semi-classical
states measure noncommutative corrections to any observable. In particular, the expectation values
between pairs of semi-classical states, that is

〈ξ1, ξ2|〈Φ1Φ2〉|ξ1, ξ2〉 , 〈ξ1, ξ2|Ĝ2|ξ1, ξ2〉 , (5.10)

will be the simplest examples of corrections that QFT observables receive due to noncommutativity.

In the above discussion we restricted ourselves to fuzzy dS2, for which the detailed computations will
follow straightforwardly from results of the present work. Their extension to four dimensions, while
proceeding along the same lines, is more challenging – it is a major task for the future. A long term
goal would be to include interactions and analyse three- or higher-point functions.

Finally, it would be worthwhile to carry the same analysis in three dimensions, for the fuzzy AdS3
or the BTZ black hole of [33]. We have verified that all results from previous sections carry over,
appropriately modified, to these spaces as well. Moreover, there are two considerable simplifications
compared to fuzzy dS4 – coordinates ŷi actually commute, and the ‘internal space’ is S1 rather than
S2. This makes the fuzzy AdS3 an ideal setup to study some of the quantum effects and to develop
the remaining necessary methods for quantum field theory on fuzzy dS4.
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A Conventions for the de Sitter algebra

Here we give our conventions for the de Sitter group G = SO(1, d) and its Lie algebra. The non-
vanishing Lie brackets of g = so(1, d) are

[Lij , Lkl] = δjkLil − δikLjl + δjlLki − δilLkj , (A.1)

[Lij , Pk] = δjkPi − δikPj , [Lij ,Kk] = δjkKi − δikKj , (A.2)

[D,Pi] = Pi, [D,Ki] = −Ki, [Ki, Pj ] = 2 (Lij − δijD) . (A.3)

with i, j = 1, . . . , d− 1. The Lorentz-like generators Mαβ, α, β = 0, . . . , d are related to the above by

D = −iM0d, Pi = i(M0i +Mid), Ki = i(M0i −Mid), Lij = iMij . (A.4)

They satisfy the bracket relations

[Mαβ ,Mγδ] = i (ηαγMβδ − ηαδMβγ − ηβγMαδ + ηβδMαγ) . (A.5)

The quadratic Casimir and its value in the representation (∆, l) = π∆,(l) of SO(1, d) are given by

C2 = −
1

2
MαβMαβ = −D2 − 1

2
{Pi,K

i}+ 1

2
LijLij , C2(∆, l) = −∆(∆− d+ 1)− l(l + d− 3) . (A.6)

In four dimensions, the de-Sitter group posses one more independent Casimir element, (3.10). Its
value in the representation (∆, 1/2), the only one that we make use of in this work, reads

C4 (∆, 1/2) = −
3

4
(∆− 1)(∆ − 2) . (A.7)

B Details regarding kernels

Here we give detailed definitions of kernels used in Section 4. In particular, this explains the occurrence
of minus sign in (4.12). Consider first the case of G = SO(1, 2). Any element f̂ of A is represented
by a function f̂(qL, qR). The fact that the action of the Laplacian is written as (4.29) means that the
corresponding vector in H∆ ⊗H1−∆ reads

∫

dqLdqR f̂(qL, qR)|qL〉 ⊗ |qR〉 ∈ H∆ ⊗H1−∆ . (B.1)

Here, |qL〉 ∈ H∆ and |qR〉 ∈ H1−∆. On the other hand, regarding f̂ as an operator H∆ → H∆, we can
also expand it in terms of its matrix elements

f̂ =

∫

dqLdqR F (qL, qR)|qL〉 ⊗ 〈qR| , F (qL, qR) = 〈qL|f̂ |qR〉 , (B.2)

where |qL〉, |qR〉 ∈ H∆. We wish to relate f̂(qL, qR) and F (qL, qR) in a way that respects the action of
SO(1, 2). To this end, let ϕ(q) ∈ H∆, i.e. the action on P,D and K on ϕ is given by (4.13)-(4.14).
Then the action of SO(1, 2)-generators on ψ(q), defined by

ψ(q) = ϕ(−q)∗ , (B.3)
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is (4.13)-(4.14) with ∆ = 1
2 + iτ replaced by 1− ∆ = 1

2 − iτ . In other words, ψ(q) ∈ H1−∆. We deduce

that f̂(qL, qR) = F (qL,−qR).

In four dimensions, there is an analogous statement that takes into account the spin degrees of freedom.
Let H∆,(1/2) be the carrier space of the representation (4.13)-(4.14) with Σ-matrices (4.4) and ϕ =
ϕa(qi) an element of this space. Then, the function

ψa(qi) = (σ2)
a
b ϕ

b(−qi)∗ , (B.4)

belongs to H3−∆,(1/2) .

C Fourier transforms

In this appendix we derive two formulas for the Fourier transformations used in the main text. More
precisely, we show how they can be obtained as regularisation of integrals given in the literature. The
first one is used in (4.12),

∞
∫

−∞

dλ eiλq (λ2 − 1)−
iω
2 Q−iω

− 1
2
+iκ

(λ)
ǫ
= C q−

1
2
+iω Jiκ(q) . (C.1)

We start from the integral given in [43],

∞
∫

0

e−aq Jν̃(bq) q
µ̃−1 dq = 2−ν̃ Γ(µ̃+ ν̃)

Γ(ν̃ + 1)
bν̃ aµ̃−ν̃−1 (a2 + b2)

1
2
−µ̃

2F1

( ν̃ − µ̃+ 1

2
,
ν̃ − µ̃
2

+ 1; ν̃ + 1;− b
2

a2

)

,

(C.2)
which is valid when its parameters satisfy Re(µ̃ + ν̃) > 0, Re a > 0, Re(a± ib) > 0. Choosing

a = ǫ+ iλ, b = 1, ν̃ = iκ, µ̃ =
1

2
+ iω, ǫ > 0 , (C.3)

we find that, apart from the integration boundaries, the integral gives the inverse Fourier transform
of (C.1) in the limit ǫ→ 0 . Formally, we can write

I(λ) = lim
ǫ→0

∞
∫

0

e−(ǫ+iλ)q Jiκ(q) q
− 1

2
+iω dq =

∞
∫

0

e−iλq Jiκ(q) q
− 1

2
+iω dq . (C.4)

Using a similar regularisation for the interval (−∞, 0) and property Jν̃(−q) = eiπν̃Jν̃(q), we find that
∫ 0
−∞

e−iλq Jiκ(q) q
− 1

2
+iω dq = −e2π(κ+ω) I(λ). Therefore

∞
∫

−∞

e−iλq Jiκ(q) q
− 1

2
+iω dq =

(

1− e2π(κ+ω)
)

I(λ) . (C.5)

The hypergeometric function in (C.2) can be expressed in terms of the Legendre function Q : using
this relation, we obtain

I(λ) =
√
2π e−

iπ
2

( 1
2
−iω+iκ) Γ

(

1
2 + iω + iκ

)

Γ
(

1
2 − iω + iκ

) (λ2 − 1)−
iω
2 Q−iω

− 1
2
+iκ

(λ) , (C.6)

26



and, consequently, (C.1). The last formula also determines the constant C,

C =
√
2π

Γ
(

1
2 − iω + iκ

)

Γ
(

1
2 + iω + iκ

)

e
iπ
2
( 1
2
−iω+iκ)

1− e2π(κ+ω)
. (C.7)

Another transformation that we define by regularisation is used to obtain (4.37). It reads

∫ ∞

−∞

ηiω−1 e2iζη dη
ε
= −2Γ(iω) eωπ

2 sinh(πω) (2ζ)−iω . (C.8)

To derive it, we start from the formula, [44]

∫ ∞

0
tγ−1 e−ct cos β−ict sinβdt = Γ(γ) c−γ e−iγβ , (C.9)

which holds when

−π
2
< β <

π

2
, Re γ > 0 , or β = ±π

2
, 0 < Re γ < 1 . (C.10)

We take γ = ǫ+ iω, β = −π/2, c = 2ζ, and define

∞
∫

0

ηiω−1 e2iζη dη = lim
ǫ→0

∞
∫

0

ηǫ+iω−1 e2iζη dη = Γ(iω) (2ζ)−iω e−
ωπ
2 . (C.11)

Similarly,
∫ 0
−∞

ηiω−1 e2iζη dη = (−1)iω−1Γ(iω) (2ζ)−iω e
ωπ
2 , and we obtain (C.8). Combining (4.37)

with (C.8) gives the value of the remaining constant E,

E = −4(−1)−iω e
πω
2 sinh(πω) Γ(iω)C . (C.12)

D Special functions

In this appendix, we list some properties of the special functions used throughout the work. The

Bessel functions of the first kind J±iκ(z) and the Hankel functions H
(1)
iκ (z) i H

(2)
iκ (z) are related as

H
(1)
iκ (z) =

eπκJiκ(z)− J−iκ(z)

sinh (πκ)
, H

(2)
iκ (z) =

J−iκ(z)− e−πκJiκ(z)

sinh (πκ)
. (D.1)

Bessel functions satisfy orthogonality relation

∞
∫

0

dxxJν(kx)Jν(k
′x) =

1

k
δ(k − k′), ν > −1

2
, (D.2)

and, asymptotically for z → 0, behave as Jν(z) ∼ (z2 )
ν/Γ(1 + ν) , ν 6= −1,−2,−3, . . . .

Legendre functions of the second kind may be defined in terms of the hypergeometric function,

Qµ
ν (z) =

√
π
eiµπ

2ν+1

Γ(µ+ ν + 1)

Γ(ν + 3
2)

z−ν−µ−1(z2 − 1)
µ
2 2F1

(2 + ν + µ

2
,
1 + ν + µ

2
; ν +

3

2
;
1

z2

)

, |z| > 1 .

(D.3)
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In Wolfram Mathematica, this definition is implemented as LegendreQ[ν, µ, 3, z], the third argument
standing for ‘type three’. It distinguishes (D.3) from other commonly used definitions.

For spherical harmonics we use the quantum mechanical conventions,

Y m
l (ϑ, φ) = (−1)m

√

(2l + 1)(l −m)!

4π(l +m)!
eimφPm

l (cos ϑ) , (D.4)

which ensure the following properties

(Y m
l )∗ = (−1)mY −m

l , Y m
l (π − ϑ, π + φ) = (−1)lY m

l (ϑ, φ) . (D.5)

Useful relations are the addition theorem and the completeness relation,

l
∑

m=−l

Y m
l (ϑL, φL)Y

m
l (ϑR, φR)

∗ =
2l + 1

4π
Pl(cosΘ) , (D.6)

∑

l,m

Y m
l (ϑL, φL)Y

m
l (ϑR, φR)

∗ =
1

sinϑL
δ(ϑL − ϑR) δ(φL − φR) , (D.7)

with

cosΘ ≡ Ω =
~qL · ~qR
qLqR

= cosϑL cos ϑR + cos(φL − φR) sin ϑL sinϑR . (D.8)

In conventions for spinor harmonics we follow [38],

ϕ+
j,m(ϑ, φ) =







√

j+m
2j Y

m−1/2
j−1/2 (ϑ, φ)

√

j−m
2j Y

m+1/2
j−1/2 (ϑ, φ)






, ϕ−

j,m(ϑ, φ) =







√

j+1−m
2(j+1) Y

m−1/2
j+1/2

(ϑ, φ)

−
√

j+1+m
2(j+1) Y

m+1/2
j+1/2 (ϑ, φ)






, (D.9)

Here, j = 1
2 ,

3
2 , . . . and m = −j, . . . , j . Spinor harmonics satisfy

ϕ±
j,m =

σiqi
q

ϕ∓
j,m , ϕ±

j,m(π − ϑ, π + φ) = (−1)j∓ 1
2 ϕ±

j,m(ϑ, φ) . (D.10)

Defining functions ψa
j,m in accordance with (B.4), we find

ψa
j,m(ϑ, φ) ≡ σ2 ϕa

j,m(π − ϑ, π + φ)∗ = i (−1)j+m+1 ϕa
j,−m(ϑ, φ) . (D.11)

Spinor harmonics satisfy various addition formulas, including

∑

m

ϕ↑
j,m(ϑL, φL)(σ2ϕ

↑
j,m(ϑR, φR))

∗ = T
i(2j + 1)

8π

(

Pj+ 1
2
(Ω) + Pj− 1

2
(Ω)
)

(

tan Θ
2 −1

0 0

)

, (D.12)

∑

m

ϕ↓
j,m(ϑL, φL)(σ2ϕ

↓
j,m(ϑR, φR))

∗ = T
i(2j + 1)

8π

(

Pj+ 1
2
(Ω) + Pj− 1

2
(Ω)
)

(

0 0

1 tan Θ
2

)

. (D.13)

Here, T is the matrix such that the most general rotation invariant kernel fab(~qL, ~qR), i.e. satisfying
(LL

ij + LR
ij)f̂(~qL, ~qR)

a
b = 0 takes the form

fab(~qL, ~qR) = (T1)
a
c(T2)b

dgcd(qL, qR,Ω) ≡ T ad
cbg

c
d(qL, qR,Ω) , (D.14)
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for arbitrary functions gcd. The addition formulas (D.12)-(D.13) are useful in passing from matrix
elements of rotation-invariant kernels in the time operator eigenbasis used in the main text, to functions
f(~qL, ~qR)

a
b. For completeness, we spell out the explicit expression for T1 and T2

T1 =

(

1 eiφR sinΘ sinϑL

X

eiφL tan ϑL

2

−2ei(φL+φR) sinΘcos2
ϑL
2

X

)

, T2 =

(

−e−i(φL+φR)X
2 sinΘ −1

2e
−iφL sinϑL

−eiφRX tan
ϑL
2

2 sinΘ cos2 ϑL

2

)

, (D.15)

where

X = eiφR(Ω + cos ϑR) sinϑL − 2eiφL cos2
ϑL
2

sinϑR . (D.16)

E Two-point function integral

Here we compute the integral giving the two-point function on the fuzzy dS2, (5.2). The two-point
function in the q-basis is

〈q(1)L , q
(2)
L |〈Φ1Φ2〉|q(1)R , q

(2)
R 〉 =

∫

dω vω

(

q
(1)
L , q

(1)
R

)

v∗ω

(

q
(2)
L , q

(2)
R

)

(E.1)

=
1

4π

(

q
(1)
L q

(2)
R

q
(2)
L q

(1)
R

)iτ
Jiκ(q

(1)
L + q

(1)
R )J∗

iκ(q
(2)
L + q

(2)
R )

√

(q
(1)
L + q

(1)
R )(q

(2)
L + q

(2)
R )

∫

dω |cω,κ|2|C|2
(

q
(2)
L (q

(1)
L + q

(1)
R )

q
(1)
L (q

(2)
L + q

(2)
R )

)iω

.

We focus on the last integral over ω, denoting it I(Q), where

e2πQ =
q
(2)
L (q

(1)
L + q

(1)
R )

q
(1)
L (q

(2)
L + q

(2)
R )

. (E.2)

By substituting for constants C and cω,κ, one obtains

I(Q) =
1

8π sinh(πκ)

∫

dω
cosh(π(ω + κ))

sinh2(π(ω + κ))
e−3π(ω+κ)e2iπQω (E.3)

=
e−2iπκQ

π

(

(3− 2iQ)Be2π(ω+κ)(−1 + iQ, 0)− eπ(2iQ−3)(ω+κ)

sinh(π(ω + κ))

)

∣

∣

∣

ω2

ω1

.

After the appropriate regularisation, the integral gives the two-point function.
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