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Abstract

We consider a semi-classical approximation to the dynamics of a point particle in a non-
commutative space. In this approximation, the noncommutativity of space coordinates is de-
scribed by a Poisson bracket. For linear Poisson brackets, the corresponding phase space is
given by the cotangent bundle of a Lie group, with the Lie group playing the role of a curved
momentum space. We show that the curvature of the momentum space may lead to rather un-
expected physical phenomena such as an upper bound on the velocity of a free nonrelativistic
particle, bounded motion for repulsive central force, and no-fall-into-the-centre for attractive
Coulomb potential. We also consider a superintegrable Hamiltonian for the Kepler problem in
3-space with su(2) noncommutativity. The leading correction to the equations of motion due
to noncommutativity is shown to be described by an effective monopole potential.

1 Introduction

The idea of noncommutative spacetime, being quite natural, goes back to the early days of quan-
tum theory. Indeed, if position and momentum coordinates become noncommuting operators when
quantized, why not assume the same for position coordinates alone? Then the generalized uncer-
tainty principle∆xa∆xb ≥ ℓ2 would bring about a fundamental length ℓ, setting the absolute limit
for locating a spacetime point. Intuitively, abandoning local interactions of particles could solve,
or at least alleviate, the problem of ultraviolet divergences. This line of reasoning was first spelt
out by Snyder [1]. Further developments in quantum field theory, particularly the success of the
renormalization program in quantum electrodynamics, completely eclipsed these ideas for many
decades. Renewed interest in noncommutative spaces was sparked by the work of Seiberg and
Witten [2] on the eve of the millennium. They considered the quantization of open strings end-
ing on D-branes in the presence of a constant B-field. It was shown that the low-energy effective
field theory on a single D-brane has a consistent deformation to a noncommutative gauge theory.
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The subsequent explosion of papers on noncommutative field theory (see [3–6] for a comprehen-
sive review) was also supported by parallel advances in mathematics, most notably the theory of
deformation quantization, quantum groups, and noncommutative geometry.

Another old proposal for eliminating ultraviolet divergences is based on the hypothesis of curved
momentum space. This was first put forward by Born [7, 8] and then considered by many authors
(see e.g. [9–18] and references therein). If the particle’s momentum space is ‘curved enough’ to
have a finite volume, then we get an effective cut-off that makes all loop integrals finite at the
upper limit. In particular, one can consider a compact momentum space, in which case there exists
an upper bound on the uncertainty of momenta, ∆p ≤ M . According to Heisenberg’s uncertainty
relation∆x∆p ≥ ℏ/2, this yields immediately a lower bound for the uncertainty of positions∆x ≥
ℏ/M . Thus, both the hypotheses – noncommutativity and curvature – introduce a fundamental
length scale ℓ = ℏ/M , leading to the granular structure of spacetime. This also indicates a certain
connection between the curvature of momentum space and the noncommutativity of spacetime.

Since Born’s pioneering paper [7], the curvature of the momentum space has usually been
treated within the framework of Riemannian geometry. In our opinion, this choice of geomet-
ric structure was motivated mainly by a formal analogy with general relativity, without any deep
physical or mathematical reasons. It is also clear that there is no point in considering momentum
space separately from configuration one since only together do they constitute the phase space of
a scalar particle. If the configuration space turns out to be noncommutative, this should affect
the corresponding momentum space and vice versa. In the recent paper [19], this interplay be-
tween the curvature of momentum space and the noncommutativity of spacetime was formalized
mathematically in the framework of symplectic groupoids. The idea was to consider semi-classical
approximation wherein the noncommutativity of spacetime coordinates is controlled by their Pois-
son brackets. Upon (strict, deformation, geometric, canonical, etc.) quantization, these Poisson
brackets are expected to give rise to a noncommutative algebra of quantum observables generated
by the operators of spacetime coordinates. The whole phase space of a scalar particle is then identi-
fied with a symplectic groupoid integrating the underlying Poisson bracket. Such integration is not
always possible, but when it is possible, it is essentially unique. For example, the Lie-algebraic non-
commutativity defines and is defined by linear Poisson brackets of coordinates, {xa, xb} = fab

c xc.
In this case, the conjugated momentum space is given by a Lie group integrating the corresponding
Lie algebra, and the total phase space is the cotangent bundle of the Lie group endowed with the
canonical symplectic structure. As is well known, there is a unique simply connected Lie group
with a given Lie algebra. If the Lie algebra happens to be compact, then so is the corresponding Lie
group. This provides a large number of examples of mechanical systems with compact momentum
spaces. For a simple Lie algebra, the corresponding Lie group enjoys a metric that is invariant
under the right and left translations. This metric, being unique up to a constant factor, allows us
to speak about the momentum space as a (pseudo-)Riemannian manifold. It should be emphasized
that no canonical metrics exist on momentum spaces associated with general (linear or nonlinear)
Poisson brackets. From this perspective, the existence of (pseudo-)Riemannian metrics for simple
Lie groups and algebras is an accident.

Not only does the geometry of symplectic groupoids underlay the kinematics of point parti-
cles, but it also provides a geometric framework for formulating Poisson electrodynamics [20–22],

2



which is defined as a semi-classical limit of noncommutative gauge theories. As explained in [19],
the gauge fields enter this picture as bisections of a symplectic groupoid. The bisections form
an infinite-dimensional Lie group and describe the low-energy limit of the gauge vector field in
noncommutative spacetime. Unlike Maxwell’s electrodynamics, neither the target space nor the
field equations of Poisson electrodynamics are linear. This nonlinearity reflects the noncommuta-
tivity of spacetime and disappears in the commutative limit. The conventional U(1) gauge group
is replaced here by the subgroup of Lagrangian bisections, which act on the gauge fields by left
(right) translations defining finite gauge transformations*. Using the reach geometry of symplectic
groupoids, it is also possible to define gauge-covariant and gauge-invariant strength tensors of the
electromagnetic field as well as to introduce a minimal electromagnetic coupling to point particles
and matter fields [24]. All in all, the concept of symplectic groupoids looks very promising for
studying noncommutative dynamics of fields and particles in semi-classical approximation.

It should be noted that the construction of a symplectic groupoid that integrates a given Pois-
son structure is a difficult mathematical problem, whose explicit solution is known only in some
special cases. The first nontrivial and best-studied case is that of linear Poisson brackets mentioned
above. Therefore, in this paper, we focus on the classical dynamics of point particles whose position
‘coordinates’ form a Lie algebra. In semi-classical approximation, this gives rise to Hamiltonian
dynamics on the cotangent bundle T ∗G of the corresponding Lie group G. A typical example of
such a Hamiltonian system is the motion of a rigid body about a fixed point. Here, the configuration
space is given by the rotation group SO(3), whose cotangent bundle – the phase space of the sys-
tem – is diffeomorphic to SO(3)×R3. This means that, formally, a nonrelativistic particle moving
in 3-space with so(3) noncommutativity and a rigid body with a stationary point inside the body
have the same phase space. The fundamental difference, however, lies in the physical interpreta-
tion of the phase space variables: what is the configuration space for the rigid body becomes the
momentum space for the particle and vice versa. The compactness of the rotation group SO(3),
considered as momentum space†, has far-reaching consequences. For example, the 3-velocity of a
free (nonrelativistic!) particle turns out to be bounded from above, provided the kinetic energy is
a smooth function of momenta. In Sec. 3, we consider the motion of such a particle in a central
potential and show that it cannot fall to the centre, whatever attractive force. For any repulsive
central force, we find a domain of bounded motion. All these observations contradict the usual
physical intuition. Sec. 4 is devoted to a detailed study of Kepler’s problem for a particle with
so(3) ≃ su(2) noncommutativity of space coordinates. As momentum space, we take the group
manifold SU(2) ∼ S3, so that the total phase space is given by the product R3 × S3. We show
that all space trajectories are plane curves provided the kinetic energy is invariant under rotations.
However, unlike the commutative case, the planes do not pass through the centre of force. Finally,
we present a Hamiltonian for which all spatial trajectories are conical curves, as in the commutative
Kepler problem.

*A bit later the authors of [23] obtained finite Poisson gauge transformations integrating the sections of the corre-
sponding Lie algebroid.

†In Sec. 4, we replace SO(3) with its universal covering SU(2), which is also compact.
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2 Noncommutative mechanics in semi-classical approximation

Noncommutative geometry studies noncommutative algebras as if they were algebras of functions
on spaces, like, e.g., the commutative algebras associated with smooth manifolds. Such geometric
models for noncommutative algebras provide a natural mathematical framework for classical and
quantum field theory in noncommutative spacetime. The correspondence principle between com-
mutative and noncommutative physics implies that appropriate noncommutative algebras must be
close to the usual commutative algebras of smooth functions, at least starting from some funda-
mental scale ℓ. This, in turn, suggests the existence of a one-parameter family of algebras Aℓ such
thatA0 is isomorphic to the algebra of smooth functions on a given spacetime manifoldX . In other
words, Aℓ can be considered as a deformation of the commutative algebra C∞(X), with the defor-
mation parameter ℓ ≥ 0 controlling the degree of non-commutativity. The product in Aℓ, denoted
by ⋆, should then have the form

f ⋆ g = f · g + ℓ

2
{f, g}+O(ℓ2) ∀f, g ∈ C∞(X) . (2.1)

If we further assume that the ⋆-product algebra is associative for all ℓ, then the bilinear operator
determining the first-order deformation must be equivalent to some Poisson bracket onX . In terms
of local coordinates xa, each Poisson bracket on X defines and is defined by a Poisson bivector

Θab(x) = {xa, xb} . (2.2)

The celebrated Kontsevich formality theorem [25] ensures the existence of higher-order terms in
(2.1), complementing the first-order deformation to an associative product. Using the terminology
of quantum mechanics, we will refer to the Poisson manifold (X,Θ) as a semi-classical approxi-
mation to noncommutative spacetime (= the algebra Aℓ). It is this approximation that we will deal
with in this paper.

Regarding now the Poisson manifold X as a configuration space of a point scalar particle, we
can ask about the corresponding phase space, that is, the space of states of the particle. With the
correspondence principle in mind, we should expect this to be given by a symplectic manifold G
whose dimension is equal to twice the dimension of the configuration space X . The compatibility
between phase space and configuration space dynamics implies that the Poisson brackets on G,
associated with the symplectic structure, should reproduce the initial Poisson brackets (2.2) on
functions that depend exclusively on the spacetime coordinates xa. Among other things, this means
that the symplectic manifold G is a fibre bundle over the Poisson manifold X whose projection
s : G → X is a Poisson map. This is known as a symplectic realization of a Poisson manifold
(X,Θ).

In general, finding a symplectic realization for a given symplecticmanifold is a difficult problem.
Moreover, the problem may have different solutions in different dimensions [26, 27], which makes
the definition of a particle’s phase space quite ambiguous. In [19], it was suggested to narrow
the ambiguity by requiring the phase space to be a symplectic groupoid integrating the Poisson
bracket on X . Here we will refrain from discussing symplectic groupoids in any detail, referring
the interested reader to the books [28–30]. In a nutshell, a symplectic groupoid G over a Poisson
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manifold X is a symplectic manifold of dimG = 2dimX endowed with a compatible groupoid
structure. As part of this structure, there exists a pair of canonical projections s, t : G → X , called
the source and target, each of which makes G into a fibre bundle overX . It is also required that the
source map s be Poisson and the target map t be anti-Poisson:

{s∗f, s∗g}G = {f, g}X , {t∗f, t∗g}G = −{f, g}X ∀f, g ∈ C∞(X) . (2.3)

The existence of two canonical projections is stressed in the shorthand notation G ⇒ X for a
groupoid G overX . One more ingredient of the groupoid structure is an involutive map i : G → G,
called inversion, that interchanges source and target projection: s ◦ i = t and t ◦ i = s. From the
viewpoint of classical mechanics, the fibre s−1(x) is the space of (generalized) momenta at x ∈ X .

A trivial example of symplectic groupoids is provided by the cotangent bundle T ∗X endowed
with the canonical symplectic structure. This groupoid integrates the zero Poisson bracket on X

and describes the phase space of an ordinary mechanical system. Here the source and target maps
coincide with each other and with the canonical projection p : T ∗X → X . The inversion acts by
inverting the direction of canonical momenta.

Notice that whatever configuration spaceX , the generalised momenta of an ordinary mechani-
cal system always form a linear space, the cotangent space T ∗

xX at x ∈ X . For a general symplectic
groupoid G ⇒ X the role of a momentum space at x ∈ X is played by the fibre s−1(x) ⊂ G, which
may well be a manifold with nontrivial topology. The possibility of a curved momentum space
sharply distinguishes noncommutative classical mechanics from its commutative counterpart and
has far-reaching dynamical implications as we will see soon.

In general, not every Poisson manifold (X,Θ) can be integrated into a smooth symplectic
groupoid G ⇒ X . For such integration to be possible, the Poisson manifold should meet some
integrability conditions [30]. When the conditions are satisfied, the corresponding Poisson struc-
ture is called integrable. Significantly, every integrable Poisson structure gives rise to a symplectic
groupoid, which is unique up to covering.

Given a symplectic groupoid G ⇒ X , one defines dynamics by specifying a Hamiltonian
H ∈ C∞(G). The time evolution of any classical observable f ∈ C∞(G) is determined by the
Hamiltonian equation of motion

ḟ = {f,H}G . (2.4)

Equivalently, one can describe the phase-space trajectories γ : R → G as stationary points of the
action functional

S = −
∫
γ

[θ +Hdt] , (2.5)

where θ is a symplectic potential for the symplectic form ω = dθ on G.
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3 Symplectic groupoids and dynamics for Lie–Poisson struc-
tures

Let us specify the above considerations for the case of linear Poisson bracket

{xa, xb} = fab
c xc . (3.6)

Here, xa are Cartesian coordinates on X = Rn. It follows immediately from the Jacobi identity
that fab

c are structure constants of some n-dimensional Lie algebra g. This allows us to identify
Rn with the space dual to g. The linear Poisson bracket (3.6) on g∗ is known as the Lie–Poisson
structure.

To any Lie algebra g there corresponds a Lie group G, which is unique up to covering. As we
will see in a moment, the group G plays the role of the space of momenta conjugate to the position
coordinates xa. To stress this interpretation, we will denote local coordinates onG by pi. We define
the basis γ̄a of left-invariant 1-forms on G by the standard relations

g−1dg = γ̄at
a , γ̄a = γ̄i

a(p)dpi , (3.7)

where g = g(p) ∈ G and ta is a basis in g with commutation relations [ta, tb] = fab
c tc. The dual to

the basis of left-invariant 1-forms {γ̄a} is the basis {γa} of left-invariant vector fields on G. These
satisfy the relations

γ̄a(γ
b) = δba , dγ̄a = −1

2
f bc
a γ̄b ∧ γ̄c , [γa, γb] = fab

c γc . (3.8)

Now we are ready to define a symplectic groupoid that integrates the linear Poisson bracket (3.6).
As a smooth manifold, it is given by the Cartesian product G = g∗×G and the symplectic structure
is determined by the exact 2-form

ω = dθ , θ = ⟨x, g−1dg⟩ = xaγ̄i
a(p)dpi (3.9)

or, more explicitly,
ω = dxa ∧ γ̄a −

1

2
xcfab

c γ̄a ∧ γ̄b . (3.10)

The bivector dual to ω defines the Poisson brackets

{xa, xb} = fab
c xc , {xa, pi} = γa

i (p) , {pi, pj} = 0 . (3.11)

The source, target, and inversion maps are given by

s(x, g) = x , t(x, g) = Ad∗
g(x) , i(x, g) = (Ad∗

g(x), g
−1) , (3.12)

where (x, g) ∈ g∗ ×G and Ad∗ stands for the coadjoint representation of the group G.

The action functional (2.5) for a nonrelativistic particle in noncommutative space g∗ assumes
now the form

S[x, g] = −
∫ [

⟨x, g−1ġ⟩+H(x, g)
]
dt . (3.13)
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The least action principle gives the Hamiltonian equations of motion

ẋa = {xa, H} = γa
i (p)

∂H

∂pi
+ xc fab

c

∂H

∂xb
, ṗi = {pi, H} = −γa

i (p)
∂H

∂xa
. (3.14)

The direct product structure of the phase space g∗×G allows one to consider Hamiltonians that
are given by a sum of kinetic and potential energy, H = T (g) + U(x). Such mechanical systems
are usually called natural. For a free particle, U(x) = 0 and Eqs. (3.14) assume very simple form

ẋa = γa
i (p)

∂T

∂pi
, ṗi = 0 . (3.15)

The first equation expresses the particle’s velocity ẋa as a function of its momentum pi. The second
equation says that the momentum of a free particle is conserved. By the Noether theorem, the
Hamiltonian action of the integrals of motion pi generates the global symmetry of the free action:

xa → xa + viγa
i (p) , ∀vi = const . (3.16)

The general solution to (3.15) reads

xa(t) = xa(0) + ẋa(0)t . (3.17)

Whatever the group G, we get a uniform linear motion in space, as for ordinary free particles.
Therefore, it seems impossible to distinguish between commutative and noncommutative spaces
by probing them with free particles. The only exception is the case of compact G: because of the
first equation in (3.15) the components of the velocity vector ẋa appear to be bounded by absolute
value (like in Special Relativity) provided the kinetic energy T (p) has continuous first derivatives.

Now consider a particle moving in response to an external force. In this case, the equations of
motion take the form

ẋa = γa
i (p)

∂T

∂pi
+ xc fab

c

∂U

∂xb
, ṗi = −γa

i (p)
∂U

∂xa
. (3.18)

(Notice that due to the external force, the velocity ẋ may now be unbounded even for a compact
G.) The co-adjoint action of G on g∗ stratifies g∗ into co-adjoint orbits. Similarly, the action of G
on itself by conjugation stratifies G into the classes of conjugate elements. Let us suppose that the
functions T and U are invariant under these actions, that is, U is constant on each co-adjoint orbit,
while T is constant on each conjugacy class:

U(x) = U(Ad∗
h(x)) , T (g) = T (hgh−1) , ∀h ∈ G . (3.19)

In mathematics, such functions T are called class functions. Then one can readily see that the action

S[x, g] = −
∫ (

⟨x, g−1ġ⟩+ T (g) + U(x)
)
dt (3.20)

is invariant under the transformations

x → Ad∗
hx , g → hgh−1 , ∀h ∈ G . (3.21)

7



Again, by the Noether theorem, these symmetry transformations give rise to conservation laws. To
write the corresponding conserved quantities in an explicit form we need to introduce the right-
invariant 1-forms and vector fields on G:

dgg−1 = taρia(p)dpi , ρ̄a = ρ̄ai (p)
∂

∂pi
, ρ̄a(ρb) = δab . (3.22)

They satisfy the identities

dρc =
1

2
fab
c ρa ∧ ρb , [ρ̄a, ρ̄b] = −fab

c ρ̄c , [ρ̄a, γb] = 0 . (3.23)

We also introduce the matrix ∆a
b (p) = γ̄b(ρ̄

a), which obeys the equation

γc∆a
b = −f cd

b ∆a
d . (3.24)

Conditions (3.19) are equivalent to

xbfac
b

∂U

∂xc
= 0 , (γa − ρ̄a)T = 0 . (3.25)

We claim that, under the conditions above, the following functions are conserved:

µa = xbγ̄i
b(γ

a
i − ρ̄ai ) = xa − xb∆a

b (p) . (3.26)

Indeed,

µ̇a = ẋbγ̄i
b(γ

a
i − ρ̄ai )− ṗi∂

i
p∆

a
b (p)x

b

=
∂T

∂pi
(γa

i − ρ̄ai ) +
∂U

∂xc
(γc∆a

b )x
b =

∂T

∂pi
(γa

i − ρ̄ai )−
∂U

∂xc
f cd
b xb∆a

d = 0 .

(3.27)

The conserved quantities µa have the following Poisson brackets:

{µa, µb} = fab
c µc . (3.28)

If G is a semi-simple Lie group, then the Killing metric gab = fac
d fdb

c is nondegenerate and we can
define the conserved quantity Q = gabµ

aµb, which satisfies {Q, µa} = 0.

As mentioned above, for a compact G, the velocity of a free non-relativistic particle turns out
to be bounded above. However, this property may not survive upon switching on interaction. We
conclude this section by discussing two more interesting phenomena related to the compactness of
the momentum space G. The phase-space dynamics develop on the isoenergetic surface

T (g) + U(x) = E (3.29)

defined by some energy level E. For a compact momentum space, the kinetic energy necessarily
reaches its maximum and minimum values:

Tmin ≤ T (g) ≤ Tmax . (3.30)
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It is the existence of an upper bound on the kinetic energy that sharply differs the situation under
consideration from ordinary classical mechanics. On substituting (3.29), we get

E − Tmax ≤ U(x) ≤ E − Tmin . (3.31)

Depending on U , these inequalities can severely bound the domain of motion. Suppose, for exam-
ple, that the potential energy of a particle drops to zero at infinity, i.e.,

U(x) → 0 , x → ∞ . (3.32)

Then the particle has to move in a compact region of space

CE =
{
x ∈ g∗

∣∣ U(x) ≥ E − Tmax

}
(3.33)

whenever its total energy E > Tmax. The last inequality is automatically fulfilled for all points of
the bounded region‡

C =
{
x ∈ g∗

∣∣ U(x) > Tmax − Tmin

}
. (3.34)

(The case C = ∅ is not excluded.) Therefore, if a trajectory starts at some point x ∈ C, it will
be fully confined in a bounded region of g∗. Remarkably, the confinement may take place even for
repulsive central force vanishing at infinity! In Sec. 5.2, we will illustrate this phenomenon with
the Coulomb potential.

Similarly, we can consider an attractive central force that becomes infinite at some point a, i.e.,

U(x) → −∞ , x → a . (3.35)

Normally, we would expect some trajectories to lead to the singular point x = a (falling to the
centre). As the particle approaches the centre, the decrease in potential energy should be balanced
by the increase in kinetic energy. The domain available for motion is still described by Eq. (3.33).
Now it means that the particle cannot approach the singular point a arbitrarily close; whatever total
energy E, the region where

U(x) ≤ E − Tmax (3.36)

is forbidden for motion. This inequality does not exclude the physical situation where an accelerat-
ing charge loses its energy due to electromagnetic radiation and spirals towards the centre. In this
paper, however, we do not consider the radiation effects.

In conclusion, we note that the abnormal behavior above owes its existence entirely to the com-
pactness of momentum space and can occur even in a commutative situation. As shown in [31], for
one, the toric compactification of the momentum space associated with the commutative configu-
ration space Rn eliminates the distinction between attractive and repulsive potentials.

4 Example: a scalar particle in su(2) noncommutative space

Let us illustrate the above formulas by a nonrelativistic particle moving in the noncommutative
3-space su(2)∗. To our knowledge, this mechanical model was first studied in [32–34]. Note that

‡C stands for compact or confinement.
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su(2) is a unique compact simple Lie algebra of dimension three. As the space of momenta of the
particle, we take the simply-connected Lie group SU(2), so that the whole phase space is given by
the direct product G = su(2)∗ × SU(2). To write the Hamiltonian equations of motion on G it is
convenient to use the language of quaternions.

Recall that the quaternion algebraH is a unique 4-dimensional associative division algebra over
the reals. As a vector space H is spanned by the multiplicative identity element 1 together with the
three ‘imaginary units’ i, j, and k subject to the relations

i2 = j2 = k2 = i j k = −1 .

Hence, the general element of H is

q = q0 + q1i+ q2j+ q3k , q0, q1, q2, q3 ∈ R . (4.37)

The conjugation, norm, and trace on H are defined by the usual formulas:

q̄ = q0 − q1i− q2j− q3k ,

|q|2 = qq̄ = q20 + q21 + q22 + q23 ,

Tr(q) = q + q̄ = 2q0 .

(4.38)

These have the standard properties

qq′ = q̄′q̄ , |qq′| = |q||q′| , Tr(qq′) = Tr(q′q) . (4.39)

In terms of quaternions, the Lie algebra su(2) is identified with the commutator algebra of
purely imaginary quaternions, while the Lie group SU(2) can be described as the multiplicative
group of quaternions of norm 1. Using the Eucledian structure on the space of imaginary quater-
nions, we can also identify su(2) and su(2)∗. Then the coadjoint action of SU(2) on the physical
3-space su(2)∗ is given simply by conjugation

Ad∗u(x) = uxū, (4.40)

where x+ x̄ = 0 and uū = 1. In the following, we will denote pure imaginary quaternions in bold.

The presymplectic potential (3.9) on su(2)∗ × SU(2) takes now the form

θ = Tr(xūdu) (4.41)

and for the symplectic 2-form we get

ω = dθ = Tr
(
dx ∧ ūdu− xūdu ∧ ūdu

)
. (4.42)

Instead of working with constrained momenta u, we can add the constraint uū − 1 = 0 to the
HamiltonianH(u, x)with the Lagrangemultiplier λ. Then the full action (3.13) with unconstrained
u is given by

S[x, u, λ] =

∫ (
− 1

2
Tr(xūu̇)−H(x, u)− λ(uū− 1)

)
dt . (4.43)
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Let us take the Hamiltonian in the form H = T (u) + U(x) and introduce the pair of quaternions

V0 +V =
∂T

∂u0

+
∂T

∂u1

i+
∂T

∂u2

j+
∂T

∂u3

k , F = − ∂U

∂x1

i− ∂U

∂x2

j− ∂U

∂x3

k . (4.44)

The variation of (4.43) results in the equations of motion

u̇ = uF , ẋ = u0V − V0u+
1

2
[V,u] + [x,F] , |u|2 = 1 . (4.45)

Here, the square brackets stand for the commutator of quaternions. Notice that the algebraic con-
straint |u|2 = 1 is conserved over time.

The equations of motion (4.45) are considerably simplified if we assume that U is a central
potential of the form U = f(|x|2) and take T = −u0/ℓm. In this case,

u̇0 = −Tr(ux)f ′ , u̇ =
(
[x,u]− 2u0x

)
f ′ , ℓmẋ = u , |u|2 = 1 . (4.46)

We see that the direction of the radial acceleration depends on the sign of u0, regardless of whether
the central potential is attractive or repulsive; there is also an additional force proportional to the
angular momentum of the particle. Excluding u, we obtain the system of first- and second-order
equations

ẍ = (2Tx+ [x, ẋ])f ′ , Ṫ = −Tr(ẋx)f ′ (4.47)

with initial data lying on the constraint surface T 2 + |ẋ|2 = (ℓm)−2. Since the constraint is con-
served over time, the absolute values of the kinetic energy and velocity appear to be bounded above,
|T |, |ẋ| ≤ (ℓm)−1. For small velocities, when |ẋ| << (ℓm)−1 and T ≈ −(ℓm)−1, the first equa-
tion in (4.47) turns to the standard Newton equation for a particle of massmmoving in the external
potential U . As for the second equation, it represents the law of energy conservation T + U = E,
which allows us to rewrite the system (4.47) in the form

ẍ =
(
2(E − f)x+ [x, ẋ]

)
f ′ , (4.48)

where the constant E is determined by the initial data through the equation(
E − f(|x|2)

)2
+ |ẋ|2 = (ℓm)−2 .

One more integral of motion is given by the ‘angular momentum’ (3.26). In terms of quaternions
it can be written as

µ = x− uxū . (4.49)

Remark 4.50. We see that a free particle with SU(2) as momentum space and a class function
T (u0) as Hamiltonian has the same number of fundamental (time-independent) conservation lows
as the ordinary nonrelativistic particle. These are given by the three independent components of the
momentum u, the angular momentum vector µ, and the kinetic energy T (u0). All these quantities
generate and come from symmetry transformations. Furthermore, freemotion is uniform and linear.
What about the remaining symmetry transformations of Newton’s mechanics, namely, the Galilean
boosts: x → x+tv? One can see that under mild assumptions, they are implicitly present in the free
model (3.20) for any Lie groupG. Let us suppose that the kinetic energy T (g) has a nondegenerate
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local minimum at the identity element e ∈ G, i.e., ∂iT (e) = 0 and the matrix
(
∂i∂jT (e)

)
is

positive-definite. By the Morse lemma, one can find new coordinates P i = P i(g) in a vicinity of e
such that T = T (e) + 1

2
δijP

iP j . In these coordinates, the free Lagrangian (3.20) takes the form

L = −xaγ̄
a
i (P )Ṗ i − 1

2
δijP

iP j .

(The constant T (e) can be omitted.) Introducing the new position coordinates Xi = xaγ̄
a
i (P ), we

can bring the Lagrangian into the standard form:

L = ẊiP
i − 1

2
δijP

iP j .

The last Lagrangian is invariant (up to a total derivative) under the Galilean boosts: X → X + V t

and P → P + V . By making the inverse change of variables (X,P ) → (x, g), we get nonlinear
symmetry transformations for the free action (3.20). One can regard (X,P ) as Darboux coordinates
on T ∗G adapted to the Hamiltonian T .

To further elucidate the connection with ordinary Hamiltonian mechanics, it is convenient to
introduce dimensional momenta. If p is the momentum canonically conjugated to a position co-
ordinate x, then [x][p] = [ℏ]. In the unit system where ℏ = 1, we have [p] = [x]−1. Let ℓ be a
characteristic length scale, [ℓ] = [x]. Introduce the dimensional momenta p as u = ℓp ∈ H. For
the action functional S to have the dimension of ℏ we also need to multiply the first term in (4.43)
by ℓ−1. The Hamiltonian for a nonrelativistic particle of massm can be written as

H =
k(u0)

mℓ2
+ U(x) , (4.51)

where k(u0) is a dimensionless quantity. Due to the constraint |p|2 = ℓ−2, we can parameterize the
southern hemisphere of S3 by the vector part of the quaternion p = p0 + p. In these coordinates,
the first-order Lagrangian assumes the form

L = − ℓ

2
Tr(xp̄ṗ)−H

=
1

2
Tr(pẋ)

√
1− ℓ2|p|2 + ℓ

2
Tr

(
xpṗ

)
+

ℓ2

2

Tr(xp)Tr(pṗ)√
1− ℓ2|p|2

−
k(
√
1− ℓ2|p|2)
mℓ2

− U(x) + tot. der.

(4.52)

The terms with time derivatives determine the symplectic potential, which leads to the following
Poisson brackets:

{xi, xj} = 2 ℓ εijkxk , {xi, pj} =
√

1− ℓ2|p|2 δij + ℓ εijkpk , {pi, pj} = 0 . (4.53)

We see that the commutative limit ℓ → 0 for the space coordinates is simultaneously the decom-
pactification limit for the momentum 3-sphere S3. In this limit, the compact nonabelian group
SU(2) turns into the additive group of the vector space R3. Expanding the Lagrangian (4.52) in
powers of ℓ, we find

12



L =
1

2
Tr(pẋ) +

ℓ

2
Tr(xpṗ)− k(1)

mℓ2
+ k′(1)

|p|2

2m
− U(x) +O(ℓ2) . (4.54)

We can drop the constant term as it does not affect dynamics. Then (4.54) goes into the standard
Lagrangian of a nonrelativistic particle as ℓ → 0 provided that k′(1) = −1. For example, we can
set as above k = −u0. For ℓ ̸= 0, the corrections due to noncommutativity become negligible
whenever the energy-momentum p of the particle lies in a small vicinity of the identity element of
SU(2), that is, p ≈ ℓ−1. One can use the Lagrangian (4.54) to derive the leading corrections to
ordinary nonrelativistic dynamics due to space noncommutativity. We find

mẋ = p−mℓ[x, ṗ] +O(ℓ2) , ṗ = F+
ℓ

2
[p, ṗ] +O(ℓ2) (4.55)

or
mẍ = F+

mℓ

2
[ẋ,F]−mℓ

d

dt
[x,F] +O(ℓ2) . (4.56)

The last term vanishes for central potentials. For instance, if U = α/|x| is the Coulomb potential,
then the equation becomes

mẍ = α
x

|x|3
+

αmℓ

2

[ẋ,x]

|x|3
+O(ℓ2) . (4.57)

Notice the term proportional to the angular momentum of the particle. This looks like a force
exerted on the charge by a magnetic monopole located at the origin. A nontrivial point is that the
magnitude of this additional force is proportional to the mass of the charged particle. As with
the case of gravity, this indicates that the force is of geometric origin. Expression (4.49) gives the
following integral of motion:

µ = m[x, ẋ]− 2αmℓ
x

|x|
+O(ℓ2) . (4.58)

It is noteworthy that the vector µ is exactly conserved if one restricts to the leading corrections in
(4.57) and (4.58). In this approximation, µ coinsides with the Poincaré vector, which allows one to
find exact trajectories of an electric charge moving in the dyon potential, see e.g. [35].

5 Noncommutative Kepler problem in semi-classical limit

In this section, we consider in some detail the motion of a point charge q in the Coulomb potential
centred at the origin of the su(2) noncommutative space. It may be shown [36,37] that the standard
Coulomb potential, i.e., the field configuration A⃗ = 0 and A0 = C/|x|, solves the field equations
of Poisson electrodynamics with su(2) non-commutativity in the whole space except the origin.
Applying the recipe of minimal interaction proposed in Ref. [19] allows one to couple a charged
particle on su(2) noncommutative space to the Coulomb field. In the electrostatic limit, we can
restrict ourselves to non-relativistic dynamics, which are defined by the Hamiltonian

H =
p0
ℓm

+
1

ℓ2m
+

α

|x|
, α = qC , (5.59)
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and the Poisson brackets

{xi, xj} = 2ℓ εijkxk, {xi, pj} = ℓp0 δ
i
j − ℓ εikj pk , {pi, pj} = 0 . (5.60)

The dynamical variables are assumed to be subject to the constraint p20+p2 = 1/ℓ2. In the standard
notation of vector algebra, the Hamiltonian equations of motion take the form

ṗ0 = −αℓ
p · x
|x|3

, ṗ = αℓ p0
x

|x|3
+ αℓ

p× x

|x|3
, mẋ = p . (5.61)

In the commutative limit when ℓ → 0 and ℓp0 → 1, we arrive at the familiar equations of the
Kepler problem. In different coordinates, the Hamiltonian equations (5.61) have been integrated
in [33, 34].

5.1 Conservation laws

As explained in the previous section, the Hamiltonian equations (5.61) enjoy a number of conserva-
tion lows that make them integrable. First of all, the total energy defined by the Hamiltonian (5.59)
is conserved. For the repulsive Coulomb potential (α > 0), the energy is always non-negative,
H ≥ 0. In the case of attraction (α < 0), the energy is bounded above by the ‘critical energy’
Ec = 2/ℓ2m, which coincides with the maximal value of the kinetic energy of the particle. Ge-
ometrically, it corresponds to the northern pole of the momentum 3-sphere. The upper bound
H ≤ Ec obviously disappears in the commutative limit ℓ → 0.

The rotational invariance of the system gives rise to one more conserved quantity, namely, the
deformed angular momentum vector

L = ℓp0(x× p) + ℓp× (x× p) . (5.62)

By construction,
L̇ = {L,H} = 0 and lim

ℓ→0
L = x× p . (5.63)

Interestingly enough the square of the deformed angular momentum does not depend on the defor-
mation parameter,

L2 := |L|2 = |x× p|2. (5.64)

Besides the angular momentum, the system admits an additional conserved vector of the form
[33]

A = p× L+
mα

|x|
(
x− ℓL

)
. (5.65)

One can check that Ȧ = {A,H} = 0. Clearly, A goes into the standard Laplace–Runge–Lenz
vector as ℓ → 0. The square of the deformed Laplace–Runge–Lenz vectorA is given by

A2 = α2m2 + 2mL2H
(
1−H/Ec

)
. (5.66)

Since A2 ≥ 0, we get a nontrivial inequality

L2 ≤ α2m

2|H
(
1−H/Ec

)
|

(5.67)

14



provided that α > 0 and H > Ec or α < 0 and H < 0. It sets an upper bound on possible values
of the angular momentum.

The conserved vector quantities close the following algebra w.r.t. the Poisson brackets [33]:

{Li, Lj} = εijkLk , {Ai, Lj} = εijkAk ,

{Ai, Aj} = −2mH
(
1−H/Ec

)
εijkLk . (5.68)

In the commutative limit Ec → ∞ and we arrive at the familiar Poisson bracket relations of the
Kepler problem.

5.2 Space trajectories

With all integrals of motion above we can examine particle’s trajectories for various initial data.
Multiplying (5.62) by x, we obtain

L · x = ℓL2 . (5.69)

Therefore, all space trajectories are plane curves. The corresponding planes are orthogonal to the
deformed angular momentum L and do not pass through the origin unless L = 0. The distance d
between the origin and the trajectory plane is equal to

d = ℓ L. (5.70)

It is convenient to introduce the shifted position vector

R = x− ℓL. (5.71)

As in the commutative case, both the deformed Laplace–Runge–Lenz vector (5.65) and R lie in
the orbit plane,

L ·A = 0 , L ·R = 0 . (5.72)

Therefore we can parametrize the orbit by the length R = |R| and the angle θ between the vectors
A andR. It follows from the definition (5.65) that

A ·R = R · (p× L) +
αmR2

|x|
. (5.73)

Making a circular shift in the scalar triple product and using the identity

R× p = ℓp0 L , (5.74)

we can write
R · (p× L) = L · (R× p) ,= ℓp0 L

2, (5.75)

whence
AR cos θ = ℓp0 L

2 +
αmR2

|x|
. (5.76)
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Since the energy is conserved, H = E = const, the expression (5.59) for the Hamiltonian implies
that

ℓp0 = 1− E ℓ2m+
α ℓ2m

|x|
. (5.77)

Rel. (5.76) can now be rewritten as

AR cos θ =
(
1− 2E/Ec

)
L2 +

mα

|x|
(
R2 + ℓ2L2

)
. (5.78)

Finally, noticing that |x|2 = R2 + ℓ2L2, we arrive at the orbit equation

AR cos θ =
(
1− 2E/Ec

)
L2 +mα

√
R2 + ℓ2L2, (5.79)

where the constant A is expressed through the integrals of motion L and E as

A =
√

α2m2 + 2mL2E
(
1− E/Ec

)
, (5.80)

c.f. Eq. (5.66).

Let us take a closer look at the particle’s trajectories. By introducing the Cartesian coordinates
in the plane of the orbit,

X = R cos θ , Y = R sin θ, (5.81)

we can rewrite Eq. (5.79) as follows:

AX −
(
1− 2E/Ec

)
L2 = mα

√
(X2 + Y 2) + ℓ2L2 . (5.82)

The case of E ̸= Ec and E ̸= 0. First, consider the situation where L ̸= 0. By squaring both
sides of Eq. (5.82), after a few simplifications which involve Eq. (5.66), we get the equation

ω (X −X0)
2 + ξ Y 2 = 1 , (5.83)

where

ω =
4E2(1− E/Ec)

2

α2
, ξ = −2mE (1− E/Ec)

L2
, X0 =

(1− 2E/Ec)A

2mE (1− E/Ec)
. (5.84)

Therefore we have elliptic motion iff ξ > 0, that is,

E < 0 or E > Ec . (5.85)

The motion is hyperbolic iff ξ < 0 or, what is the same,

0 < E < Ec . (5.86)

For elliptic motion, the semi-axes of the ellipse are equal to 1/
√
ω and 1/

√
ξ, respectively. In

the limit L → 0, the minor semi-axis 1/
√
ξ vanishes and the motion becomes radial along the line

segment
|X −X0| ≤ 1/

√
ω , Y = 0 . (5.87)
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Figure 1: Confinement due to noncommutativity for the repulsive potential with α = −1. The blue
curve is a hyperbolic trajectory for ℓ = 0. The red curve is an elliptic trajectory for ℓ = 3/2. In
both cases m = 1 and the initial conditions are chosen as follows: x1(0) = 1, x2(0) = x3(0) = 0,
p1(0) = p3(0) = 0, p2(0) = 1/2. In the noncommutative case (ℓ = 3/2), the initial value of p0 is
chosen in the southern hemisphere.

The first novelty compared to the commutative case is the possibility of bounded (elliptic or radial)
motion for the repulsive potential (α > 0). In this case, the energy region E > Ec is perfectly
accessible when the particle is sufficiently close to the centre. Applying Eqs. (3.33) and (3.34) with
Tmax = Ec and Tmin = 0, we arrive at the following conclusion: Any trajectory that passes through
the ‘trapping region’

C = {x ∈ R3 | |x| < α/Ec} , (5.88)

remains confined in the compact region

CE =
{
x ∈ R3

∣∣ | x| ≤ α/(E − Ec)
}
. (5.89)

This effect is illustrated in Fig. 1.

When the motion is hyperbolic, the semi-axes of the hyperbola are equal to 1/
√
ω and 1/

√
|ξ|.

Two branches of the hyperbola are located in the regions

X ≤ A

m (E − Ec)
+

Ec (m|α| − A)

2mE (E − Ec)
(5.90)

and
X ≥ A

mE
− Ec (m|α| − A)

2mE (E − Ec)
, (5.91)
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Figure 2: Radial motion along the axis x1 for the attractive potential with α = 1. The blue line
represents a solution to the equations of motion with ℓ = 0. In a finite time t ≈ 1.1, the particle falls
on the centre. The red line represents a solution for ℓ = 3/2. Though the potential is attractive, the
particle cannot reach the centre, oscillating along the x1 axis. In both cases m = 1 and the initial
conditions are chosen as follows: x1(0) = 1, x2(0) = x3(0) = 0, p1(0) = p2(0) = p3(0) = 0. In
the noncommutative case (ℓ = 3/2), the initial value of p0 is chosen in the southern hemisphere.

where the boundary values of X correspond to the intersection points with the X-axis. These two
branches correspond to α < 0 and α > 0 respectively§.

In the limit L → 0, the trajectories ‘shrink’ to the rays

Y = 0, X ≤ |α|
m (E − Ec)

< 0 for α < 0 (5.92)

and
Y = 0, X ≥ |α|

mE
> 0 for α > 0 . (5.93)

Eq. (5.92) describes another important novelty: even though the potential is attractive, the particle
cannot fall to the centre! Indeed, the region |X| < |α|/(Ec − E) is forbidden, in agreement with
Eq. (3.36). A numerical solution that illustrates this effect is presented in Fig. 2.

The case of E = 0. One can easily see from Eq. (5.79) that, whenever E = 0 and L ̸= 0, the
motion is parabolic. The trajectories are given by the plane curves

Y 2 = ν (X − ζ) (5.94)

with
ν =

2L2

αm
, ζ =

α2ℓ2m2 − L2

2αm
. (5.95)

The equality E = 0 is only possible for the attractive potential, i.e., α < 0. Therefore, the parabola
is located in the region X ≤ ζ . In the limit L → 0, the parabola ‘shrinks’ to the ray

X ≤ α/Ec < 0 , Y = 0 (5.96)
§This statement is obvious at ℓ = 0. For ℓ > 0, it holds by continuity.
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and the motion becomes radial. Of course, this formula can also be obtained from Eq. (5.92) by
passing to the limit E → 0. Despite the fact that the potential is attractive, the particle with L = 0

cannot fall to the centre: the region |x| < |α|/Ec is forbidden.

The case ofE = Ec. ForE = Ec andL ̸= 0, the motion is also parabolic. Indeed, relation (5.79)
yields equations (5.94) and (5.95). However, the equality E = Ec is only possible for α > 0.
Therefore, in contrast to the previous case, our parabola is located in the region X ≥ ζ . The
possibility of having the parabolic motion for the repulsive potential is the third nontrivial property
of the model under consideration. As L goes to zero this parabola ‘shrinks’ to the ray

X ≥ α/Ec, (5.97)

so the motion becomes radial. This result perfectly matches our previous conclusion (5.93) when
E → Ec.

To summarize, all space trajectories resulting from the Hamiltonian equations (5.61) are given
by conic sections, as in the ordinary Kepler problem. Moreover, for a given kinetic energy, the
Coulomb potential is proved to be the only central power-law potential with such a property [34].

5.3 Other Hamiltonians

At this point, the reader may wonder what the advantage is of the Hamiltonian (5.59) over other
options. A partial answer to this question is that the above choice for the kinetic energy function
results in a superintegrable system. It is the presence of an additional integral of motion (5.65) that
significantly simplifies the analysis of trajectories. An arbitrary choice of kinetic energy will most
likely not provide an additional conserved quantity. For example, the simplest candidate consistent
with the commutative limit would be

H =
|p|2

2m
+

α

|x|
, α = qC . (5.98)

All our conclusions regarding the confinement for the repulsive potential and the impossibility to
fall into the center for the attractive potential remain valid. Moreover, since the rotational invariance
is still there, the (deformed) angular momentum is conserved, and the system is integrable. The
numerical analysis of the Hamiltonian equations

ẋi = {xi,H}, ṗi = {pi,H} (5.99)

shows that the orbits, still being flat curves, exhibit a precession as in Fig. 3. Therefore, we do not
expect to find any reasonable deformation of the Laplace–Runge–Lenz vector which would yield
superintegrability. A detailed analysis of this Hamiltonian is beyond the scope of this paper.
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Figure 3: A typical trajectory for the alternative choice (5.98) of the kinetic energy. The parameters
are chosen as follows: α = −1, ℓ = 1/5, m = 1. The initial conditions are given by x1(0) = 1,
x2(0) = x3(0) = 0, p1(0) = p3(0) = 0, p2(0) = 1/2. For these parameters, the whole trajectory
projects onto the southern hemisphere of the momenta 3-sphere.
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