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rk-General-Relativity I: a Non-Commutative GR Theory
with the k-Minkowski Spacetime as its Flat Limit
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We employ a twist deformation on infinitesimal diffeomorphisms to study a modification of Gen-
eral Relativity on a non-commutative spacetime extending the local k-Minkowski spacetime. This
non-commutative spacetime is present in Deformed Special Relativity (DSR) theories, where a fun-
damental length is relativistically incorporated into Special Relativity as an effective description of
Quantum Gravity near Planckian energy scales. To avoid mathematical and physical ambiguities,
such as the inability to twist-deform the Poincaré symmetry group such that x-Minkowski becomes
its covariant spacetime, we propose a novel approach to DSR and non-commutative theories, twisting
the Dilatation-enlarged IGL(3,1) group and constructing deformed General Relativity accordingly.
Physically, we interpret this as minimally modifying classical relativistic physics to accommodate
quantum effects solely through spacetime uncertainties in a relativistic manner, a possibility new
to DSR theories. These tools open the way to developing the dynamic sector of DSR, which would
allow for predictions testable by astrophysical observations.
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I. INTRODUCTION
A. Background and Motivation

One of the phenomenological approaches to formulat-
ing a quantum gravity (QG) theory involves introduc-
ing deformations to the Poincaré symmetries underly-
ing Special Relativity (SR). This deformation is aimed
at ensuring that the resulting theory maintains an ad-
ditional invariant length scale, which is considered fun-
damental in QG theories [1-5]. These theories, often
referred to as Deformed Special Relativity (DSR) or
Deformed Relativistic Kinematics (DRK), represent a
phenomenological ("bottom-up") approach to address-
ing the QG problem [1].

Phenomenological theories aim to capture essential
properties of various QG theories and incorporate them
as deformations into the classical theory. This enables
the prediction of deviations from classical gravity in as-
trophysical systems, which could be probed using tech-
nologies within reach [6-8]. In contrast, first-principle
theories ("top-down"), such as String Theory and Loop
Quantum Gravity, seek to address the problem from a
more fundamental level but often yield physical predic-
tions that are difficult or impossible to calculate and are
typically applicable only to energies far beyond current
technology [1, 9].

Fundamentally, DSR theories involve deforming the
symmetries of SR in a manner that preserves the invari-
ance of a QG-length scale, often identified as the Planck
length ¢, [4, 10-12]:

ep:\/fi—fqo—%m. (1)

We also define the Planck energy s = E, = hc/l,, so
that in Quantum Field Theory (QFT) units (h=c=1),

K= f;l. It represents the energy scale at which General
Relativity (GR), when treated as a QFT, is expected to
diverge [13].

Various methods exist for implementing these de-
formations, each leading to different phenomenological
consequences. For example, in the seminal papers [2, 3],
one finds two different approaches relying on slightly
different basic arguments (whether the starting point is
invariant Planck length or invariant Planck energy), re-
sulting in different deformations of how Lorentz boosts
act on momenta/energy. These differences affect [14, 15]
whether one expects a momenta-dependent speed of
light, saturation of energy and momenta, etc. (see also
[16, 17]).

Moreover, ensuring length scale invariance in causally
connected states requires a deformed composition of mo-
menta. And, from relativistic compatibility, a deformed
action of transformations on multi-particle states is
needed, an effect also known as backreaction on ra-
pidity for the case of boost transformations [18, 19].
These different possibilities can be understood as dif-
ferent bases of quantum deformations of the Poincaré
group [20], establishing connections |7, 8] with related
theories such as curved momentum space and Relative
Locality [6, 21, 22].

Regardless of the specific model, DSR theories share
two key properties. First is the promotion of spacetime
variables into operators with a non-vanishing commuta-
tion relation, known as x-Minkowski spacetime [23-27]:

[2°, 8] =il,3", [i',27]=0, for 4,j=1,2,3. (2)
Second, there are deformations in the Hopf algebra
sector of the Poincaré symmetry (ISO(3,1)) [25, 26, 28—
31], ensuring the relativistic invariance of relation (2)
and the deformed symmetries.
Given a system’s symmetry group GG, a Hopf algebra
is a structure embedded in the Universal Enveloping
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Algebra U(G) (the freely generated tensor algebra with
the same representations/modules as G’s Lie algebra).
It determines how observables (symmetry generators)
act on multi-particle states represented as the tensor
product of irreducible representations. Classically, this
structure is trivial and often uncharacterized. For ex-
ample, the momentum generator (translation) with the
one-particle (irreducible) representation D(P) acts on
one-particle and two-particle states as follows,

D(P)|K) =k|K) , D(P)|L) =1]L), (3)
|KL) > (D@ D)(AP)(IK) ®|L)) = (k+1) [KL),(4)

with the trivial co-product in the Hopf algebra defined
as

AP=P®1+10P. (5)

In a DSR theory, the form of (5) is generally mod-
ified, along with the remaining Hopf algebra structure
on U(ISO(3,1)). A symmetry group G with such non-
trivial Hopf algebra is called a Quantum Group. Any
DSR model can be associated with a specific Quantum
Group structure [32] and the spacetime (2) as its invari-
ant space.

Therefore, investigating these Quantum Group and
non-commutative space deformations in theories with
a dynamical sector, such as the theory of gravity, will
impose constraints on any DSR model.

Dynamical theories can often be deformed in their
Hopf-algebra sector using deformation quantization
tools [33-35], where definitive deformation operations
on the classical structures derive the non-commutativity
and deformed Hopf algebras. Twisted algebras [36-3§]
or Seiberg-Witten (SW) maps [39] are such operations
schemes, with the former being applied to the Lie al-
gebra of the gauge theory’s symmetry. In contrast, the
latter directly applies to the gauge variables.

Regarding the non-commutative deformation of GR,
foundations of its twist-deformed version were outlined
in [40, 41|, with consistency proofs provided in [42].
The general view is to formulate an invariant theory
under deformed infinitesimal diffeomorphisms (viewed
as the Lie algebra of vector fields deformed in its Hopf
sector). One should view the non-commutative GR
as describing the gravitational interaction on a non-
commutative manifold through non-commutative differ-
ential geometry. The non-commutative manifold is lo-
cally a non-commutative spacetime characterized by the
type of deformation describing the flat sector of the non-
commutative spacetime. In DSR theories, one consid-
ered this flat limit to be the k-Minkowski spacetime,
described in (2).

However, definitive results were only obtained for
constant non-commutativity [43, 44|, a result of a de-
formed symmetry group that lacks apparent physical
meaning [45, 46]. In contrast, no construction has
been made explicitly for the physically attractive non-
commutative scenario as defined by (2) (only special

cases were treated, such as assuming specific symme-
tries in spacetime, see [42, 47| and references therein).
This deficiency can be traced to a profound ambiguity:
twisting classical algebras results only in deformations
in the Hopf-algebra sector of the symmetry group, leav-
ing the algebra sector classical. However, quantum de-
formations applied to the Poincaré algebra (k-Poincaré)
that will result in the x-Minkowski spacetime are only
consistent with simultaneous deformation of the algebra
and the Hopf-algebra. An illustration of this consistency
condition is the attempt to formulate such a quantum
deformation of the Poincaré group that deforms only the
Hopf sector, known as k-Poincaré [31]. This formulation
suffers from h-acid Topology (one cannot assign the de-
formation parameter a numerical value), rendering the
interpretation of the physical deformation ambiguous.
Therefore, one cannot derive x-Poincaré via a Twist (it
was also proven in [48]), an obstacle for the construction
of GR (or any other gauge theory) on x-Minkowski with
the minimal-length interpretation.

This is a problem because any reasonable attempt
to assign a quantum nature to spacetime should admit
a gravitational theory, which should coincide with the
GR predictions at scales near the quantum-classical in-
tersection. Thus, for the DSR-type theories, we expect
that, near Planckian scales, one should be able to con-
struct a theory of gravity on the non-commutative space
of DSR.

B. Overview

To achieve this, we follow a resolution similar to
that found in [45, 49]: enlarging the underlying sym-
metry from the Poincaré group to the IGL(3,1) group
(the Inhomogeneous General Linear group, which can
be considered as a Dilatation-enlarged Poincaré group)
and twisting it in such a way that its covariant space-
time is k-Minkowski. This way, we can use the known
Twist formalism and construct a self-consistent GR on
a non-commutative spacetime locally described by the
k-Minkowky, calling it xk-GR.

However, two pressing questions remain. The first
comes from assessing x-GR on its own right: since
twist deformations only alter the Hopf sector and leave
the algebra untouched, what is the meaning of the k-
Minkowski spacetime here? Is it relativistically invari-
ant, and does it retain a notion of an invariant length
as in other DSR models? The second regards the corre-
spondence principle: since the theory is formulated with
deformed IGL(3,1) symmetry, its classical limit will be
GR with local symmetry of IGL(3,1), not Poincaré, rais-
ing concerns about its physical realism.

We will briefly discuss possible solutions in the
discussion section, leaving a more careful analysis to a
future paper. Our resolution might be interesting not
only for the construction of GR but also for exploring
whether spacetime can be related to a quantum nature
without imposing modifications in the Poincaré trans-



formations (algebraically), which would expand the
scope of DSR theories.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows: In
Section Sec.II, we outline the foundations of geometry
and the construction of GR elements in a general non-
commutative spacetime as it appears in [41]. In Section
Sec.III, we re-derive the theory of gravity with a local
constant non-commutative spacetime. We utilize the
fundamental tools outlined in Section Sec.II to present
a proof of concept and compare our results with those
found in previous works such as [43, 44|. This effort is
essential because the existing derivation has been per-
formed in a somewhat different, simplified manner that
only applies to constant non-commutativity. In Sec.IV,
we outline the foundational formulas for the construc-
tion of GR with a local xk-Minkowski spacetime and
IGL(3,1) symmetry and present additional ambiguities
that will follow if one attempts to construct it on the
Poincaré group. The results are partly based on [45],
and some are developed to build the deformed GR. In
section Sec.V, we build the theory of twisted GR with a
local k-Minkowski spacetime by following a route simi-
lar to that in Sec.III. In section Sec.VI, we discuss the
meaning of the derived results, the physical picture of
a non-commutative spacetime without algebra deforma-
tions, and the future work that aims to solve the ambi-
guities that arise.

II. BASIC FORMULATION:
NON-COMMUTATIVE GEOMETRY AND
GRAVITY

A. Syntax and notation conventions

This section gradually outlines the formulae and the
mathematical constructions necessary for deformed gen-
eral relativity extending the r-Minkowski spacetime.
In Sec.II B, we describe the general formalism of non-
commutative spaces by twisting the Lie algebra of vec-
tor fields. In particular, it includes the full derivations
and definitions of the following operators and operands,
enumerated here in brief:

1. x-product, a non-commutative product used as an
isomorphism between non-commutative spacetime
variables and their classical counterparts.

2. ®, the twist operator that generates the x-
product; it is an invertible rank two tensor com-
posed of vector fields belonging to the symmetry
we want to deform. Its inverse is ®.

3. R, an invertible rank two tensor; the universal
R-matrix (as usually defined in Hopf algebras)
which, for the current discussion, is used to flip
the order of *-multiplications, demonstrating the
non-commutativity. Its inverse is R.

4. u, a bidifferential operator, acting as a linear map
on products of vector fields (X,Y’). We denote its
action on some expression of (X,Y") with a “o".

5. L% (%), [+] é), the deformed versions of
the classical operations (in this case: Lie deriva-
tive, the pairing map, vector fields’ commutator,
and the tensor product) required in a description
of differential geometry. Generally, every opera-
tor/operand denoted with a *-subscript is the de-
formed version consistent with non-commutative
spacetime variables.

In Sec.ITC, we describe the required formalism for
a GR theory on non-commutative space, utilizing the
formalism established in Sec.IT B.

Concerning conventions: we use late Greek alphabet
letters for spacetime indices and mid-Latin letters for
purely spatial indices (e.g., u,v = 0,4, with 4,5 = 1,2,3);
early Latin letters (a,b,c) enumerate generators of alge-
bras; early greek letters («) enumerate orders of expan-
sion in a parameter \; the Gothic R is used for geomet-
rical quantities, such as the Riemann tensor, the Ricci
tensor, and the Ricci scalar.

B. Non-commutative Spaces & Twisting

Here, we outline how one can deform a commuta-
tive space to obtain a non-commutative one in a man-
ner that allows for defining similar concepts as in the
classical (commutative) scenario. Definitions such as
differentiation, multiplication, and invariance of fields
on that space are intrinsic properties of the underlying
symmetry; if the symmetry is deformed, the actions on
the fields will also be deformed. Understanding the be-
havior of fields is crucial for constructing any physical
theory on non-commutative spaces. Thus, we aim to
outline a coherent method for achieving this.

Technically, we first describe how to represent a com-
mutative space with vector fields associated with a Lie
algebra, which can be trivially extended to a Hopf alge-
bra. By introducing the twist element ®, we establish
an isomorphism between fields on the non-commutative
space and the commutative one via the x-product, defin-
ing a deformed algebra of vector fields. From this point,
by establishing all other representations of the algebra,
we will explore how tensor fields, one-forms, basis vec-
tors, and so on behave in the non-commutative space.
Along the way, we introduce other valuable operations,
such as the x-tensor-product ® and *-pairing < -5+ >,
which lead to new definitions for basis vectors and 1-
forms on the non-commutative space.

We start (see [25]) by considering the algebra freely
generated by the non-commutative variables ¥, i.e.,
consider the relation,

[%,27] = C*(2), (6)



where C*¥ () is an expansion in Z* with constant co-
efficients,

CH (&) =i +ich” i’ + O(2%2"). (7)

The relation (7) generates the ideal of the algebra, and
by considering the formal power series in Z*, we obtain
the quotient by dividing with the ideal [40]:

Az = ((@°...a")/([a",37] - O™ (1)), (8)

this algebra represents non-commutative functions, with
commuting functions identified as elements in A,. Fo-
cusing on structures that obey the Poincaré-Birkhoff-
Witt property [50], the space of non-commutative poly-
nomials (8) is isomorphic to polynomials in A, equipped
with a *-product [25, 39] (a *-isomorphism),

Ai’\‘ (-Aza*)a (9)

implying that polynomials P(%) € A; and P(z) € A,
are related through the mapping:

Py(2)Py(2) = Pr(x) » Py(x). (10)

The specific form of this mapping arises from deforma-
tion in the Hopf algebra sector of the symmetry group
on the space under consideration M (a smooth manifold
in general), where spaces with the structures described
in equation (7) become the deformed symmetry module
algebras.

This Hopf deformation is achieved by first consider-
ing the algebra of vector fields E (infinite dimensional,
which is the algebra of infinitesimal diffeomorphisms)
on M. This structure possesses a Lie algebra structure,
with elements generated by {v!,..,o™} (N is the group
order), and has a Hopf algebra extension on its univer-
sal envelope U(Z) (the algebra of tensor fields modulo
the ideal of the Lie algebra =). Denoting with Latin
indices the generator number, the Lie algebra and the
Hopf algebra are,

[’Ua,’l)b] _ ifabcvc, (11)
A") = v"®@1+1ev" = Elev&)i ® U(a);
= V(1) ® V(s (12)

where we used the Sweedler notation for vgl), v‘&), with
an understood summation, e.g., for (12) we have v{,, =
U&)l =1, v‘(ll)l = U&)Q = v%. A possible deformation
of this Hopf structure is through a Twist Deforma-
tion [36]: a general twist, denoted as the operator
element ® € U(E) ® U(Z), is an invertible operator
with a deformation nature in its expansion parameter
A, with the order being denoted by the positive integer
a {aeZla>0});

P = ¢! @ =101+ @p, + O(N?), (13)
7! = 2=0 @y, = 0D=1. (14)

When the twist acts on (12), it gives rise to the twisted
symmetry structure on the co-algebra, leaving the Lie
algebra (11) classical,

A? () = AP = V(1)e ® V(2)a - (15)

As in (12), we have used the Sweedler notation in v(;) 4,
with subscript ® denoting that this is the twisted quan-
tity. Resulting in the deformed Hopf algebra denoted
as (U(2)%,-,A?%), which shares the ” - ”-product when
(&,m) € U(E) act on some quantity: L¢L, = L¢y, but
differs from the classical one in its co-product (15) and
therefore in its representations. Thus, a deformation
appears in the Leibniz rule of symmetry transforma-
tions when they act on field products. This fact allows
the derivation of a quantum Hopf algebra from clas-
sical structure; the underlying symmetry of the non-
commutative space (9) can be derived through a twist.
Operationally, consider a set of vector fields (X,Y, Z) €
= with a definitive action of U(Z) on them. If there
exists a linear map,

w:XxY w27, (16)

it can be meaningfully deformed by the twist!

fn =110 @7 = 1o (61 @ dyay). (17)

Consider, for example, the algebra of commutative func-
tions Fun(M) = A. The deformation (17) is well-
defined since every (&,7) € U(Z) has a defined action
on f e A via an extension of the Lie derivative of vector
fields [41],

§(f) = Le(f) swhere Ley = LeLy. (18)

The deformation of the usual product (16) of (f,g) € A
will then be

fg = W@ (fog))
= 1 (f®g)=f*9=0" (e (g). (19)

This deformed multiplication is associative and well-
defined for the twists we are considering. The twist
deformation consistently defines a non-commutative al-
gebra of functions Fun.(M) = A.. To observe the non-
commutativity of this x-product, one uses the universal
R-matriz [41], defined as,

R
R

(1)21‘1)_1 = R{a} ® R{a} = ¢{a}¢3{6} ® (b{a}é{ﬁ}’
R =00, =R @ Ry, (20)

I The validity of this multiplication comes from certain properties
the twist must satisfy; for our purposes, this will always hold,
see [41].



with the notation,

Doy = 7(D) = ) ® 1. (21)
where we used the flip operator 7: UZQUZE — U=ZQUE,
T(E®n)=neL. (22)

Using this R-matrix, we can express the non-co-
commutativity of (15),

T(A%(€)) =RAT(OR™. (23)

And the non-commutativity of the product (19),

Frg=R9) «Riay(f) 29+ f. (24)

The deformed algebra A, with the product (19) is
a good representation of the deformed Hopf algebra
U(Z)®. In other words, A, is an algebra module of
the deformed Hopf algebra; the algebra structure of A,
is compatible with the action of U(Z)?,

§(axb) =Eaya(a) * 2)a(b), (25)

where we have used Sweedler’s notation for the Leibniz
rule of &, similarly to (12) and (15), defined here by

§ye ®&(2)e = ACI)({), (26)

for all £ € U(Z) c U(E)?®. To verify (25) explicitly, one
computes it as follows,

Eavd) = E(uo® (@) = o 0 AY(E) (aw )
po {2 (¢ya(a) 8 E@)a (b))}
Enya(a) xE2)a(b). (27)

The same holds for the rest of the universal enve-
lope; for any module algebra A of U(Z), there exists
a module A, of U(Z)?. Consequently, the algebras of
vector fields and tensorfields have a meaningful defini-
tion of their *-product by using the correct form of the
Lie derivative (commutator for vector fields and adjoint
action for tensor fields). For example, in addition to A.
the deformed algebra U(Z,) can be defined since any
(&,m) € U(E) has a definitive action of ¢ € U(Z) on
them,

Ex1:= 01N () bray (n) = Lot L, (m), (28

and, the algebra is also a U(Z)®-module, as appears
from,

C(E*n) = Cya (&) *{2ya (1), (29)

for all ( € U(Z). These properties lead to a deformed

commutator that closes in Z,

[utv] = urv-R™ () « Ryay(u)
[6) (), by (0)]. (30)

Therefore, also =, is a deformed Lie algebra (a %-Lie
algebra). However, any product of vector fields (u,v) €
E can be re-written as a product in U(E,) as uv =
otet (u) « ¢1ay(v). Then, the x-Lie algebra (30) can
also be regarded as being generated by x-vector fields,
and consequently, U(Z,) as the universal envelope of

—_

As a universal envelope structure, U(Z,) is a Hopf
algebra (U(Z,), , A,). It has been established [41] that
this Hopf algebra is isomorphic to the Hopf algebra on
U(2)?: first, define the operator,

D(€) = 6" (E)dray, s.t. D(Exn) =D(£)D(n). (31)

With this operator, an isomorphism mapping of the co-
algebra is defined,

A, =(D'eD ) oA%oD, (32)
with a corresponding universal R ,-matrix,
R.:=(D'® D) (R), (33)
leading to a corresponding relation to that of (20),
T(A(€)) = Ru x AL(§) * RT, (34)

concluding that U(Z,) has a meaningful Hopf alge-
bra structure, isomorphic to that of U(Z)®. In prin-
ciple, one can use the two structures to formulate non-
commutative theories; however, U(Z,) exhibits a par-

ticular property in its co-product, as derived from (32)
[41]:

A(E)cE. ®1+U(E,)®E,, (35)

which is crucial for a non-commutative algebraic struc-
ture to have a well-defined differential calculus [51].

Therefore, in formulating a gravity theory, where a
deformed infinitesimal diffeomorphism is central, we
shall use the U(E,) structure.

To use U(E,), its module algebras must be con-
structed, which, following the previous analysis, coin-
cide with the modules of U(Z)®. Thus, A, is a U(Z,)-
module with the action given by the x-Lie derivative
(Sweedler notation is understood):

L) = Lo (f). (36)
Li(fg) = L, (F)* L2, (9).

and similarly for the module U(E,),

LE(T) = Lpey (), (37)
Li(rxT") = Eg(l)*(T)*ﬁg(z)*(T,).



Note that here the product is a ” * ”-one, hence the
product of actions of (£,7) € U(Z,) on some quantity
will be LZL7 = Lf,,. Then, the action of the *-Lie
derivatives of u € =, on another v € =, or that of £ €
U(Z,) on ¢ € U(E,) is the *-Lie commutator or the
x-adjoint action respectively:

Le(Q) = adj¢ (¢) = adjpe)(¢).  (38)

The generalization to the deformed algebra of tensor-
fields T, € 2 ® ... ® Q. ® E,... ® E, (with the »-1-forms
denoted as €),) is now achieved through the *-tensor-
product,

£, (v) = [uv],

Virm) eTo: 7@n=0"" (1) ® by (n), (39)
with the following non-commutativity,
Lo (L, ()= L5 (W)L (7)
Ly (W)« Ly (7) =R (B) Ry (7) (40)

T*h

The action of U(E,) on a general tensor is determined
by the x-Lie derivative, as in (37). The action on each
component is derived using (38). Consequently, the al-
gebra of tensorfields 7, is also a U(Z, )-module algebra.
Specifically, the x-Lie derivative along u € =, possesses
a deformed Leibniz rule:

Ly(hxg)=Ly(h) =g+ R ()« L3 ((9), (41)

which agrees with the x-co-product (32).

With the above definitions of *-vector and *-tensor
fields, it is apparent that the notion of commutative
pairing of *-vector fields and *-1-forms must be de-
formed (to maintain compatibility with the x-Lie deriva-
tive and A,-Linearity, see [41]). Thus a -pairing is
introduced,

V(EeZ, ,we,):
(& w) = (E1w) = (@1 (€), bray (w)).

A proper basis of x-vector fields and *-1-forms must sat-
isfy the duality condition dictated from (42). Choosing
the x-1-form basis as in the commutative scenario leads
to

(42)

3

(013" = 6 = 0, = NV %0,
where, N = (0,3dz"), (43)

but this product does not generally have to be equal
to 0, as if it were classical. This definition concludes
the introduction of the theory of non-commutative
geometry necessary for the present work.

Let us now summarize the key ideas presented
in this subsection. Formulas (6-8) define the algebra of
functions on the non-commutative space, and (9, 10)
define the form of the isomorphism to the commuta-

tive scenario. In (13), the twist element was defined,
with the twist-deformed Hopf algebra of vector fields in
(15). Using these definitions, we have shown the shape
of the x-product isomorphism map for functions in (19)
and the representations of the deformed algebra that
are consistent with a quantum differential calculus in
(36-38). Additional noteworthy formulas include the de-
formed Leibniz rule (41), the deformed definition of ba-
sis vector fields (43), and each of the non-commutative
products (e.g., (39) for the tensor field representation).

C. General Relativity on Non-Commutative
Spaces

Here, we demonstrate how the formulation from the
previous section can be used to construct a deformed
version of FKinstein’s equation on non-commutative
spacetime given its flat limit; we again follow [41]. The
underlying philosophy is that GR is a theory with an ac-
tion invariant under infinitesimal diffeomorphisms, rep-
resented by vector fields and their Lie algebra struc-
ture. The previous section showed that the structure
of infinitesimal diffeomorphism can be adapted to the
non-commutative space scenario, with consistent oper-
ations defining a differential geometry. Consequently,
the construction will follow the classical approach to
define the appropriate deformed geometrical quantities
that are *-isomorphic to the classical quantities in GR.
Thus, the Einstein equation can be composed similarly
to the classical scenario, resulting in an equation whose
associated action is invariant under deformed infinites-
imal diffeomorphisms. Note that in contracts to the
usual construction of GR, geometrical definitions, like
the covariant derivative, curvature tensor, and so on,
come before introducing a compatible metric. We be-
gin with the non-commutative version of the covariant
derivative. N

x-Covariant Derivative: The map V, : =, - Z, is
defined such that the following holds for all (u,v, 2) € Z,
and h e A, [41]:

Vu+vZ =Vuz + V2, Vihsv = h Vv,
(44)

*

Vulhxv) = L) x v+ R (h) « Vg (0 (0)-

In a local coordinate neighborhood U with coordinate
set {z"} and a suitable, x-dual basis according to (43),
the non-commutative connection coefficients are deter-
mined by?:

Vé 0y =17, *0q, Vé dz” = T, » dz?, (45)

w w

where the *-covariant derivative of a function h € A, is

2 The classical counterpart of this relation is identical, just drop
the x-products and use the classical dy,’s.



the x-Lie derivative:

Va(h) = £3(h) = L (h). (46)

The x-covariant derivative of a general *-tensorfield
(of a *-bi-vector field, of a *-1-form, etc.) is defined
using the deformed Leibniz rules:

Vu(r@7) = Vu(r) o + R (1) & Vi 0y (7). (47)

We Now define a »-Curvature for all (u,v,2) € Z,:

* *

R(u,v,2) = VuVuz = Ve () VRyay ()2 = Vute)?- (48)

In a local coordinate neighborhood, the expression (48)
can be written using its components , and a x-Riemann
tensor and a *x-Ricci tensor are then defined,

*

R %0,

nvp

R(9,,,0,,0,), (49)
ﬁuu = 3&(5“,(51,) = (dxgtaa(éméwél’)y'

The "'" in the contraction stresses that the contrac-
tion is of a form on the left and a vector field on the
right. The x-Metric tensor which we call g can be con-
structed by considering a symmetric rank-two *-tensor
in 75,

g:g“égaeQ*ng*, (50)

the left A,-linear map is well defined for (u,v) € Z,,

(1]

I ®~

*

g:
(u,v)

E* _)A*,

(51)
g(u,v) = (u®vig) = (ui(vig)).

In a local neighborhood, with a suitable %-basis, one
can write (see [41]) for the x-metric component, and for

. x
its associated *-inverse metric? g’1 ,

g:dx”éd:r“*gw,, g *ayéa#. (52)
The condition of the metric being compatible as a
manifold (assuming a torsion-free metric) is,

Vig=0. (53)

Then, the connection can be determined in terms of the
metric, and the »-Ricci scalar can be constructed,

* Y

=g X, (54)

Establishing these definitions for the geometrical ob-
jects, it is now possible to write a deformation of GR

3 From the component expression one can understand the ” *

vp
in the metric inverse; we demand that g, *é = éﬁ

on non-commutative spacetime (see the discussion in
[42]) through the deformed Einstein equation that is by
definition invariant under deformed infinitesimal diffeo-
morphisms. Thus, we derive the Einstein Tensor and
the Einstein Equation in vacuum,

1
—gu *R=0. (55)

G, =R, - 5

This equation can be perturbatively expanded in the
deformation parameter A\, which appears in the twist
deformation (13).

In summary, we now have all the formulations
necessary for constructing a GR theory on a non-
commutative spacetime. The main features to take from
this formulation are the deformed actions of the various
Lie derivatives £*, the x-product appearing in all defi-
nitions, and the deformed Leibniz rules (such as (47)).
Finally, we are left with equation (55), describing the
dynamics of a non-commutative space.

III. TESTING THE METHOD: USING THE
NEW GENERAL DESCRIPTION TO
RE-DERIVE THE KNOWN CASE OF
CONSTANT NON-COMMUTATIVITY

In this section, we re-derive the deformed Einstein
equation that extends a constant-non-commutative
spacetime. We do this using the prescription outlined
in Sec.II, covering the foundations in Sec.III A, and the
gravity construction (introducing deformed quantities
for the curvature temsor, the Ricci tensor, etc.) in
Sec.ITI B. These results were derived, e.g., in [43, 44]
using a simplistic method only applicable in the case of
constant non-commutativity; we derive them more gen-
erally and compare them to the known results. We thus
gain crucial insight into how to derive the non-constant
case. To keep the discussion compact, we will present
the key steps here and provide the detailed derivations
of various expressions in Appendix A.

Note that, until now, we have discussed the gen-
eral formalism of non-commutative gravity via a twist
without specifying the form of the twist. Generally,
there are various forms of twists, such as the Jorda-
nian twists, extended Jordanian twists (see [41] and
references therein), etc. However, for our present dis-
cussion in both the constant and non-constant non-
commutativity, we will use the general form of Abelian
Twists, defined with vector fields (X,, X;) € = [46, 52]:

P = exp[—%/\@“bXa ® X] = ¢ ® by,

o l=0

exp[+%/\®abXa ® X;] = 3V @ d(a} (56)

The vector fields mutually commute (hence the name),
and the matrix ©% is anti-symmetric with constant en-
tries. The reason for solely using Abelian twists will
become more apparent in section Sec.IV.



A. Basic Formulae & Calculations

Here, we consider a non-commutative spacetime
locally described by spacetime with constant non-
commutativity. Therefore, we only keep the first (con-
stant) term from (7),

(2", 2] = [z}

Y] = iNM = —iNOH, (57)

where \ is some small parameter with dimensions of
length squared and 6"” is a constant anti-symmetric
tensor. The twist of the form (56) that will generate
this x-isomorphism (see (9)) is [53]:

Dy = exp[—%wwaH ®0,]. (58)

Here, we have set ©%° in (56) to #*¥. The permutation
operator (20) will be (see (Al)):

R = $® ' =% = exp[+iN0" D, ®0,]. (59)

To see how the twist (58) generates (57), we first ob-
serve that the *-product (19) takes the form

[rg= 19+ SN (0u)(Dg) + OO),  (60)

then, using the definitions (30) & (13), we directly cal-
culate the spacetime commutator:

[2"32%] = [6) (2"), oy (2)]
= é{“}(w“)é{a}(w”)—é{a}( “)ot (a")

= ata” + /\9”(3 ® 9;) (2" ® 2") + O(9*(2"))  Tensor (55)

T
= Ia[om -
2
confirming that (58) yields (57).

The first step towards constructing the Einstein Ten-
sor (55) is establishing a set of basis vectors satisfying
(43). However, we note that the action of the twist (58)
on the classical basis vectors {0,} is through the Lie
derivative of 0, along the twist’ vector fields, which is
identically zero (they commute by definition), therefore:

NY = (9,3dz") = 6% = 0, = D,,. (62)

Then, in any formula from section Sec.II where 9, ap-
pears, we can replace it with 9,,. Also, since the action
of the twist on 0, is trivial, expressions of the form

O * Oﬁ’[/\,l] will have no contribution from the *-
deformation. As a demonstration, consider the right-

ow] =i, (61)

hand side in (45),
= ¢'N(I7,) b0y (0r)

lon 7/ o
= T9,0,+ 5m‘%x(rw)ag(a,,) +
= 19,0, +0=T17,0,, (63)

[V, * 0y

where we have used the fact that after using the twist
element, the variables are the commutative ones: the
term 0, (0, ) vanishes as £, (0,) = (05(1)-04(1))0y =
Thus, the x-deformation indeed vanishes. This is also
true for functions that are »-multiplied with the 1-form
basis vectors.

Thus, the expressions for the connection (45) and the
x-Lie derivative (36) can be simplified (respectively) for

vector fields § = £ x 9, € E, such that £ is constant, to

19,0, Va,da" = ~T",da", (64)
§"L5, (h) = &' L1 (8,)8,., (M) = Le(h). (65)

By the same reasoning, the *-Lie derivative of ten-
sors ((37),(38)) along a constant vector field £&# will also
reduce to the classical Lie derivative. When the vector
field £" is not constant, the expression for £} gets more
complicated. We state here the result, as calculated in
(A3) (see also [43])

i:: )"H@Hﬂ j

Vo, 0
Le(h)

0" (&) 9" (04h)
T e I

~& (66)

B. The Construction of Gravity

We can now turn to construct the deformed Einstein
on the non-commutative spacetime (57) by
following Sec.II C and the results outlined in Sec.IIT A.

egp(a ®0,) (2" @ a) - 0(32(xu)) Starting with the x-Covariant Derivative, we use the

general formula (44) to get (see (A4)),

Vou = L3(u)dy + (6N () oy (u”)) * T5,0,

= V¥ = O’ +u” + T, (67)

The x-Curvature Tensor: We have the following
properties for the constant non-commutative scenario,

R(0,,0,,0,) =R%, 9y, [0,70,]=0.  (68)

nvp
Then, by utilizing equation (49), we derive the
coordinate-basis expression for the *-curvature tensor

(see (AD)),

g
R =0 1—‘g]p + F;[V * FZ]T (69)
This expression is not identical to the classical one;
a deformation appears in the x-product between the
Christoffel symbols.



The *-Ricci Tensor: using (49) and (69) we derive
(see (A9)),
R, = (d2"3R (0, 0,,0,)) = O4RT,
As in classical GR, the *-Ricci tensor is a simple
contraction of the x-curvature tensor.

The »-Metric Tensor: Using the x-metric defini-
tions ((50),(51),(52)), we observe that the *-metric can
be considered as an undetermined, geometrical, dynam-
ical object that, when solved, provides a structure con-
sistent with the non-commutative spacetime. There is
no need to expand it in terms of a classical metric in
contracts with the other geometrical quantities. Indeed,
Ref. [42] showed that any *-metric is also a commuta-
tive metric, in the sense that it is a (non-degenerate)
symmetric rank two tensor. Therefore, we can treat
the x-metric tensor as a regular metric tensor with the
component expression given by (52), keeping in mind
that it will be solved via (55), not by the classical Ein-
stein equation. Nevertheless, for the *-metric inverse,
we do need to care for the "«" in it, since the condition

*PH
gu * g =06 is not trivial (see eq.(8.18) in [44] for an
expansion in the usual inverse ¢"” = (g,,)”" and the

deformation parameter).

Next, we evaluate the relation between the metric ten-
sor and the Cristoffel symbols, utilizing (53). First, the
x-covariant derivative of the metric tensor equals (see

(A10)) to,

*

Vo,(g) = Vy(da! ®dz” * g,.) (71)
= [Guvy =I5 * Guyol(da @ da”).

Therefore, the compatibility condition is,

*

Vu(g) =0 <= Guv,y = '?(u * Gvyo- (72)

By following the classical procedure, we establish the
desired relation to be (see (A14)),

*OH 1

Fg’y =9 * §[gu(v77) = ol (73)

The »-Ricci Scalar is derived by use of (54),

* MV

R=g R

ouv* (74)

This concludes our analysis of deformed GR defined
on a constantly non-commutative spacetime. We com-
puted closed expressions for all of the x-geometrical ob-
jects that can be used to construct the Einstein Tensor
(55). Regarding solutions to (55), note that ®,, is not
real nor hermitian. Hence, the resulting equation is not
solvable (only trivially). The solution is to force it to
be real /hermitian by appropriately symmetrising it, see
[41, 42, 47].

All the listed results agree with those found by differ-

=R,,=%},,. (70)

ent means in [44] and others. For comparison, consider
the following results in [44]; Eq.(7.6) for their version for
the %-Lie derivative (66), Eq.(7.13) for the computation
of the x-covariant derivative (67), Eq.(7.17) for the Rie-
mann tensor (69), Eq.(8.23) for the deformed relation
(73), and finally, Eq.((9.4),(9.5)) for the *-Ricci tensor
& scalar ((74),(70)) respectively.

IV. BUILDING BLOCKS OF GEOMETRY IN
k~-MINKOWSKI (POSITION-DEPENDENT)
NON-COMMUTATIVITY

Here, we shall outline known and new results that
will pave the road for our desired construction of a non-
commutative gravity theory (of the Einstein Tensor)
that extends a local k-Minkowski spacetime, in which
the non-commutativity is position-dependent. For the
first time, we give the explicit action of the twist on the
basis of vector fields and one-forms. These lead to a
crisp characterization of the deformed basis and Leib-
niz rule, which we verify using our previous results [43].
Again, the detailed derivations of various expressions
are found in Appendix B to keep the discussion com-
pact.

The x-Minkowski spacetime’s non-commutativity (see
Sec.I), can be written in the operator representation as

@ [#447]=0, 4,7=1,2,3.  (75)

N

[,T 7‘Tl:|:

this is equivalent to the second term in (7) with the
anti-symmetric constant tensor C”, while setting the
first term (0"") to zero:

v 1 v v v
ChY = (88 - 3501) = Aofy 1. (76)

We would now like to utilize the *-isomorphism (9)
for this non-commutativity. In principle, it is pos-
sible to construct a x-product suitable for this non-
commutativity that will be a module algebra of the
k-Poincaré algebra (see Sec.I and [25] with references
therein) and to derive a deformation quantization pro-
cedure from establishing gauge theories on that space.
At first sight, this seems a preferable approach; it has
a k-Minkowski spacetime structure, preserves SR sym-
metries in the classical limit, and adds a fundamental
length scale as an additional invariant. However, when
one computes the suitable differential calculus [51, 54]
(by considering a map of the ideal in (8)) and the asso-
ciated »-product [55, 56], a profound ambiguity arises:
the integral on *-products of fields is not cyclic. Hence,
no gauge theory can be built out with this x-product
[25, 43]. Several approaches exist to bypass this ambi-
guity: one is to consider a measure function p(z) that
will make the integral cyclic [57, 58]; however, such a
measure function will spoil the classical limit A — 0
since it is not identity there. Others are to consider
different notions of integration [59], etc., see [43, 60, 61]



for ongoing research on the subject.

Here, we consider a resolution found in [43]: to ap-
proach the spacetime (75) as a result of an abelian twist
deformation. This way, we are guaranteed to have a
meaningful definition of the integral. However, to ob-
tain (75), we must consider a twist that is not gener-
ated by the Poincaré algebra but rather by the algebra
of the IGL(3,1) group so that the k-Poincaré group
will no longer be the symmetry group. We will discuss
the implications and suggestions to solve this problem
of symmetry in Sec.VI. In the following, we follow the
twist formalism and construct a deformed GR theory on
the spacetime (75).

For that aim, consider first the form of the twist (56)
to be [43] (we use A :=1/k =1, for brevity),

0% =0, 0" =1, 0%=-1, 8" =0,

4 (77)
XQ = 60, Xl = J,'Jaj € IGL(?), 1)

Note that these vector fields are not constrained to be
killing vector fields as in [42, 47]. Writing the twist
explicitly, we have,

A (80®$j8j—$j8j®80):|. (78)

P = —i—
exp[ 12

The associated permutation operator (20) is,
R = ‘1)21‘1)71 = exp |:+Z)\ (80 ® Ijaj - Ijaj ® 80)] . (79)

As in Sec.III, we first want to show that (78) implies
(75). Thus, we calculate the x-product to second order,

A
fg+ Z§$J f,[og,j] (80)

1 . :
+§(M)2$J$l (foo- 901 + i~ 9.010) + ON?).

f*xg =

The form of (5{&} ® o1} for an Abelian twist is,
- - A
bray ® 91 = exp [i§®b“Xb ® Xa] . (81)

Using (77), we can explicitly calculate (30) to derive,

[e527] = ¢ ()P (27) = Bay ()61 ()
= atz¥ + i%xjéf()(;;’] -zt - i%xj(SfO(S;L]
= ixa’ 8,07 (82)
= [2%527] = ida? = —[2712°],

in accordance with (2), confirming that (78) is a suitable
twist. The next step is constructing a suitable x-dual
basis of vector fields using the condition (43). Thus, we
must compute the action of the twist on 1-forms and
vectors, i.e., to calculate the Lie derivative (39) along
the twists’ vector fields (77) of the basis 1-forms and
basis vector fields. Note that in [38], the basis was found
by different means. However, we calculate with the -
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dual basis construction; by comparing the results with
those in [38], we can verify our side calculations of the
twist’s actions on the bases. Then, we can use them for
calculations in the next section V.

The vector fields act on basis 1-forms as (see (B1)),

Xo(da*) =0, Xi(da") = o) da" #0. (83)
And, on the basis vectors as (see (B2)),
Xo(9,) =0, X1(0,) = -6,0;. (84)

Thus, we are not dealing with a nice basis (as defined
in [47]); the following calculations will not coincide with
theirs. The formulae ((83),(84)) dictate the action of
the twist on the classical basis of vector fields and of
1-forms, which we now outline. However, we first define
a notation for brevity:

’ B inia() . ’ 0 ’
O} [\n]=e™2%6 65 +0,00 . (85)

Using this notation, we now write the twist’s action:

¢ (9,)bray = O [N, ~110, (86a)
1 (9,)bray = O [N, +110, (86b)
¢ (dz")pray = O [N, +1]da’” (86¢)
o) (da")dyay = O [N, ~1]da" (86d)

By use of (43), we now explicitly derive the *-pairing of
the classical basis,

(Ouyda")

O (9,)bpay (a”) = O [N, 1], (27)
= 0'[\1]8% = 04\ 1], (87)

The *-dual basis is therefore (denoted with a 7 «7),

*

P0; < (9,1da”) = 6.

2

30 = 80, éj = 671‘2 (88)

In [38], various results were derived through a differ-
ent method from ours. We now recalculate them using
our method and results to mutually validate them.

The non-commutativity of basis 1-forms: by
definition we have,

f *xdrt = R{O‘}(dxﬂ) * R{a}(f)u (89)
then, utilizing (83) and (86), we derive (see (B4)),
[ dat = da = 0% (A, 2](f), (90)

in agreement with the known results in [45].

The deformed Leibniz rule of *-basis vectors:
in [45] they derived the appropriate Leibniz rule by first



considering:
df = (Ouf)dzt = (D f) » da”, (91)
d(fxg) = df xg+ f*dg=(0u(f*g))*da".

Then, by equating between the first and the second
equalities in the second line, they derived the following
Leibniz rule (see (BY)),

* *

Ou(f * 9) = 0 (F) = O [N, ~2](9) + f * (Dg).  (92)

The validity of (86) can now be confirmed by recalcu-
lating the Leibniz rule, this time with (36) and by calcu-
lating the x-co-product the *-derivative from (35); after
calculations, we derive the x-co-product (see (B11)),

A(D) =00 ® OF[N\-2] +1® d,, (93)

which produces the deformed Leibniz rule (see (B12)),

0l *9) =0 (1) * O [N =20(9) + f = (Dug). (94)
in agreement with (92), supporting the result in (86).

This concludes our analysis of the foundations of ge-
ometry in the non-commutative spacetime (75). We
note a significant difference compared to the constant
non-commutativity outlined in Sec.III; no ’trivial’ twist
actions appear here; the differential calculus is not clas-
sical, etc. Consequently, we anticipate differences in the
deformed GR, which we now develop and analyze.

V. GRAVITY EXTENSION OF THE
k~-MINKOWSKI SPACETIME

We shall now derive the deformed Einstein equa-
tion (deformed Einstein Tensor) on a non-commutative
spacetime with a local behavior of the k-Minkowski
spacetime. We follow a similar path as in Sec.III, start-
ing by computing the *x-geometrical objects on the x-
Minkowski spacetime using Sec.Il and Sec.IV. Again,
the detailed derivations of various expressions are found
in Appendix C to keep the discussion compact.

Using (36) and (86b), we calculate the «-Lie deriva-
tive for a constant vector field &,

h) = &L .
( ) 5 5{"‘}(6#)5{&}(

= ¢POM [N 1]0; (h) = "0, (h).

L*

. 95
wh (95)

When the vector field is not constant, the *-Lie
derivative takes a complicated form. We will not di-
rectly use such an expression in this work; thus, we
leave the calculation and the few first orders to (C1)
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and (C3), stating now the general result:

guéu_n;o nln’! J 0 #1¥0 g .
n'=0

(96)
The connection coefficients are uniquely determined us-
ing (45),

vé“a,, =07, *0, 17,05, (97)
holding similarly for the 1-form basis. Note that

we will not explicitly expand each *-product in the
construction (it can be done in a future perturbative
expansion using (80)).

The *-Covariant Derivative is calculated using
(44), which, for generic vector fields v and z, simpli-
fies to (see (C5)),

Vou=[L: (") + R () « Ry, (2) « T ]+ D, (98)

For the case of z = 0, and only considering the u = u”
part, we derive (C6)

V, ()= 0u() + O 2 (w) * Ty (99)

Note, in (98), we expressed a *-vector field as u = u” *

d,. However, if a vector field v = u”3d, is given in the

commutative vector space =, its expression in the x-
. 7 <V
vector space will be u =u *0,. The components u are

related to the components in the commutative space by

equating u”9, to u =, (see [41]). This relation can
*V * *V

be solved order by order as u = wp) + Augy + ...

“Agled (up)q;‘fa}p. Here,

WV «V
For example: uy =u" —ugy =

gi_)‘{‘ap}(?# = 0,. Nevertheless, we treat general x-vector

fields in our calculations, so we can write u = u” * 0,,.
We must keep in mind that to relate this quantity to its
counterpart in the commutative space; we shall need to

*V
use the expression for v in terms of " and A.
On top of all that, expression (99) does not require

*V
using v , and the u” can also be considered as the com-
ponent in u € E. This is because we can write (98) with
u and use u * 0, =u"0,.
The «-Curvature Tensor is calculated using (48)
and (49), which, after evaluating, takes the form (see

(C7)),
Top = 000, + O] [N 2)(T7,) + T3,

pwvp =

(100)

As anticipated, there are additional deformations in
the »-curvature tensor compared to (69).



The =-Ricci Tensor is calculated using (49)
while treating the x-curvature as some given tensor-
coefficients (see (C14))

e PORI 4 RO

R,, = (da"iR7, +0,) = »

uvp

Ovp* (101)

To establish the relation between the metric and the
Christoffel symbols, we first evaluate the metric com-
patibility condition (53) as follows (see (C17)),

V’Y(g) [_Fg(u * Juvyo t Guuv,~ * (dx“ ® dx'/)]
= Guvyy = Guv,y ~ D;j(u * Juyo- (102)

Observe that (102) shares a similar form with its con-
stant non-commutativity counterpart (72); a distinctive
property of the metric since the basis 1-forms are *-
multiplied from the left. For a general tensor, the co-
variant derivative will take the form

%W(T#U*dx”é)dxl’) _ [mw—03'[/\,2](Tou)*rg’u

~07 [\, 2)(70) *T5, | = (da &da”),

differing in form from the *-covariant derivative pre-
sented in Sec.III. Using the result (102) and following a
similar procedure as in (73) in section Sec.III, we derive
the x-connection in terms of the metric:

*OH 1
=9 * §[gu(uw) = oyl

*U:U'
ry, * Ly (104)
This result does not imply identity between the connec-
tion in k-Minkowski spacetime with (73); the x-product
differs significantly. However, it does signify that the

form of the deformation is the same.

The *-Ricci scalar is calculated using (54) and
(101),

* UV

R=yg

*l"

*Ry=g *(05[A-2](RE,,))-  (105)

Following the same reasoning as in Sec.III, the x-
metric is treated as a generic dynamical variable, not
as a x-quantity with the need to be expanded in the
non-commutativity parameter.

Finally, we are now able to write down the *-Einstein
Tensor (55) and the resulting Einstein equation in vac-
uum for a non-commutative spacetime, locally described
by the k-Minkowski spacetime. However, because of the
perturbation nature of the twist (78) controlling the *-
geometrical quantities, we write the deformed Einstein
equation as a perturbation expansion in the deformation

(103)
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parameter? \:
0= R, [g A\ 0]

1- _
LA CTOLIIC E RS

(107)

AT

The brackets in R, [...],R[...] denote some functional
dependence in the deformation parameter and the met-
ric. All the terms are uniquely determined and can be
expanded to a chosen order in the non-commutativity
parameter % = A. As an example, to first order, one

derives an expansion of the form,
0 = 3R(0) (0)

g#,,aa (108)

«fl(gu B (RO - L Semd ]+ 00,

2
[ (1)

Denoting the zeroth and first orders of the *-Ricci
tensor and scalars as 3&53),3&(1) and RO R re-
spectively. Note, the zeroth order is equwalent to
the classical expression, and thus (108) exhibits a
meaningful classical limit. Equation (108) can the-
oretically be solved, providing valuable constraints
on the perturbation (non-commutativity) parameter.
These constraints can serve as a learning tool for
various theories involving the x-Minkowski spacetime
(75) (see Sec.I). Note that as in the constant non-
commutativity scenario, the Ricci tensor ®,, is not
real/hermitian. One must use a symmetrisized version
of R, before solving, see [42, 47] and references therein.

The *-Einstein-Hilbert-Action can also be con-
structed, for completeness of the discussion, and as
an alternative route to the deformed Einstein equation
(107). To achieve this, it is crucial to rigorously de-
fine the integral over a given m-form, with particular
emphasis on (graded-)cyclicity. Here, we encounter a
distinct advantage of employing a twist of the Abelian
kind (56): the integral over a general «-m-form wA,w’ :=
¢ (w) A iy (w') is inherently cyclic (see [45, 62]).
Furthermore, the “+” in A, can be omitted during in-
tegration since the deformation terms contribute only
as total derivatives. Consequently, we can express the
Einstein-Hilbert action, which remains invariant under

4 For empty space (vacuum), equation (55) reduces, as in the
classical scenario, to 0 =3\, — %g,w * 3&, which implies

* MY 1 pv *PO
0=g9 *3&;“,755] * g * (g *iapa)
- *“”*mw_—xmw) (106)
:3&,“/ = 0.



deformed infinitesimal diffeomorphisms, as follows:

éEH = f\/ —d;t[g] *R+ce = f\/ —dgt[g]iﬁ +c.c.,

(109)
where we have utilized the *-determinant, defined for a
general n x n matrix A as

6M1~~~HnV1~~~Vn

det[A] = AH1V1 *AM2V2 "'*AMnan (110)

n!

with (u,v) €[0,n].

VI. SUMMARY & FUTURE WORK

In this work, we have constructed a gravity theory
as a deformed General Relativity theory on a non-
commutative spacetime that is locally the k-Minkowski
spacetime.

As discussed in Sec.I, the physical motivation for this
endeavor is to develop a theory for the dynamical sec-
tor in one of the active approaches in quantum grav-
ity phenomenology: the DSR approach with a non-
commutative spacetime characterized by the Planck
length scale.

The usual constructions to date (see [43, 44] and
Sec.III) of GR on non-commutative spacetime were not
suitable for our case because the local non-commutative
spacetime we here considered is with non-constant non-
commutativity; the non-commutativity associated with
theories of minimal length. In contrast, the previous
constructions [42-44, 47| were applied to constant non-
commutativity and special cases of spacetime symme-
tries, enabling significant simplifications.

Therefore, we turned to the generalized procedure
of geometry on any non-commutative spacetime. We
then validated our method by reconstructing the de-
formed GR for a local constant non-commutative sce-
nario, finding agreement with [43, 44]. Table I summa-
rizes the mathematical quantities, operators, and alge-
bras used, comparing between commutative spacetime
(GR), a spacetime of constant non-commutativity, and
a k-non-commutative spacetime.

To ensure that x-Minkowski spacetime, treated as an
algebra of non-commutative functions, is invariant un-
der transformations of a twisted symmetry structure (a
module of a quantum group), we first had to enlarge
the classical Poincaré symmetry underlying special rel-
ativity with a Dilatation generator. As a result, be-
fore twisting, the IGL(3,1) Lie group describes the local
symmetry of spacetime in contrast with the classical
Poincare symmetry group.

By these means, we successfully derived the deformed
version of the Einstein equation (107), i.e., an equation
that results from the action (109) under variation of the
deformed infinitesimal diffeomorphisms.

Moreover, our use of the twisted symmetry scheme
implies that while the spacetime is non-commutative,

13

there are no deformations in the algebraic sector of the
symmetry’s algebra (keeping in mind that one must use
(96) for symmetry transformations). This property im-
plies that the energy dispersion relation and other phys-
ical quantities (such as bounded particle momenta, see
Sec.I) behave classically in the present scheme. By clas-
sically, we mean up to the effects originating from the
Dilatation enlargement, which we discuss later.

Now, while the spacetime’s quantum nature persists
in the non-commutativity relations, the traditional in-
terpretation of a DSR theory becomes challenging here.
Boosts act classically on momenta, abandoning any clas-
sical notion of a fundamental minimal length. Moreover,
a significant ambiguity arises when considering the clas-
sical limit (k — oo) of the k-GR. In this limit, we recover
the classical Einstein equation, but with the underlying
symmetry of IGL(3,1) instead of the proper Poincaré
symmetry of SR, raising concerns on the correspondence
principle of the k-GR. These ambiguities will be ad-
dressed in our upcoming paper [63].

In our upcoming paper [63], we present a general pro-
cedure to compare predictions from the x-GR theory to
the observations of astrophysical systems that involve
highly energetic gravitational events—such as a binary
black hole coalescence, among other possibilities. In
particular, we discuss the distinction between gravity
generation (such as a dynamic deformed metric) and
gravity propagation (fuzziness of spacetime originated
from (75)) deformations.
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Appendix A: Detailed Calculations for Sec.III

Here, we shall detail the calculations beyond the re-
sults stated in Sec.III.
The permutation operator (59):

R

107" = (dpay ® 01 (1) ® Dy4) (A1)
L (00000 (11307 0,00, _[+N00,80, ]

The *-Lie derivative (66):
Let us first calculate the twist action on a general vector
field £ € =,

Q’S{a} (g)é{a}

Ls ((Lg,,)

= [6',€1(L5,.,) = [6190,,€70,]

= (@10,(6") - €"0.(6'1)) 0 (b1ay)
= ()0 (d1a), (A2)



we used the fact that for constant non-commutativity,
the ¢{®} depends on derivatives 0, and some constants

we denoted by ¢{®*  such that ¢t} = é{a}ﬂau . The
*-Lie derivative is, therefore,

Lot )10y = 01 (€)00(D(ay)

i
po (exp o
= 1
P

E+iN20M70,(€7)0,0, + O(N?9*(£)).

Le

0"0,® 0,1 (7 ®1)}(9, ® 1))

(%)"9“1”1 0P, D (€1)0Dy, .00, (

The *-covariant derivative (67):

*

V.u

2(u”0y)

(’U,U) * 81/ + R{O‘}(ul/) * VR{Q}(AZ“BM) * 81,

(u)d, + (R'™ (u”) * Ryay (1)) * (T, 0,)
(Ad)

v
c
c

*
z
*
z

[L£2(u”)+ (2" *u?) * FZU]B,,.

For the case when z# = 1, using only the properties of
the »-Lie derivative (65) suffices to get (67).

The *-curvature tensor:
By use of the identities in (68), formula (49) can be
simplified to

3&(3#, v, 89) =Va, (vByap) - vﬁ{a}(ay)(vf{{a}(au)ap)-
(A5)
We calculate the first term,

Vo,(Va,0p) = Vo, (I, *05)
= £3,(T7,) 0, + R (T

l/p) * VR{Q}(BM) (80)

= L5, (T7,) « 9, + R1N(TG,) + 17, « 0,

h)

(A3)

= Lo, (I7,)0, + (T, *T},)0- |, (A6)
and then the second term,
Vit o) (Vi 0000) = Ve, ([0, 0:) (A7)

Subtracting, we get the x-curvature tensor,

Lo, (I'7,)05 + (T7,+1'7,,)0- |.

R(am 8115 8p) = ‘Cau(rgp)aa’ - LBV (FZp)aU + FZ[V *F;]an-
= (0T, +Top * T7a-) 00
= SRZVP = 8[,LLF10/’]p + F;[U * FZ]T . (A8)
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The »-Ricci tensor (70):
R, = (d2"R(0),0,,0,)) = (dx"5(9,17, +...)05)
= (da"30,(0,T7, +...)) = (dz"30,)" - (0,7, +..)
= OORT,, = R, =R | (A9)
The relation between the metric tensor and the

Cristoffel symbols:
The *-covariant derivative of the metric (71) is calcu-
lated as,

Vo(g) = Vy(da" ®da” * g,
= [(%W(dx” é)dx”) * Ju)

+(R{a}(d§c“ é dx") * %R{a}('y)(g/“’))]
= [(A) +(B)], (A10)

with

A

[%’Y(dxﬂ)édxlj + R{a}(dZCM)*R{i},Yé%H/(d(EU)]*gHV
[%V(da:“) é) da¥ + dz* * 55’ é) %#/dxl/] * Juv

[T, * (d2® ® da”) + T, + (dz" & dz”)] * g,

(T, * 9o (da' & da”) (A11)

where in the first line we used the »-Leibniz rule (47),
and with
B

= R{a}(d:c“ ® dx") * Rl{{l} . %#’(gw) (A12)

(da" ® dx”) « L2(guw) = | Guw(dz" @ dz¥) | .

The resultant metric compatibility condition is then,

(Guwy = T3 * Gyo ) (dat ® dz")
(A13)

%v(g)

= V,(g)

0 <

v,y = Fg(u *9vyo | -

By combining cyclic permutations of (72), we obtain the
relation between the Cristoffel symbols and the metric:
first, define,

(A14)
(A15)

o I nle —
Lon* Gve =15, % gov = Loy,

Fi‘yu * Jpo = Pi‘yu * Jop = FH’YV'
Then, by using gy~ = Fuyp + Tpnye = Ty, and

1
5 [F(uu)v + 1—‘(;w)u - F(w)u] (A16)

1
2 §FWV Loy + Doy = Ty

1
5(9u(vw) ~ Guyp) =



we derive,

o %W sop 1
FVW’ = g * F#l/,y = g * 5[9#(1,_’7) _gl/'y.,,u,]-(Al’?)
We used that the metric tensor is symmetric and that
the lowered Cristoffell symbol I, is symmetric in its
last two indices.

Appendix B: Detailed Calculations for Sec.IV

Here, we shall detail the calculations beyond the
results stated in Sec.IV.

The action on basis 1-forms (83):
Using the definition of a Lie derivative of a one-form
along a vector field, we derive

Xo(da") = Lx,(da") = [XF0,(1) + 0, (X5)1]da”
= [0+0,(1)]dz" =0, (B1)
Xi(da") = Lyip, (da) = (0,27 )dzx" = 5ﬁdw“ #0.

And, for the basis vectors (84), we use the Lie bracket,

we use (86) and (89) to get

R (dat) * Ry (f) = da? + (¢"2%07,6% + 69,60) ()

= |dat « 0% [N 2)(f)].  (B5)

The known calculation of the deformed Leibniz
rule of »-basis-vectors (see [38]):
Calculating the left-hand side in the second line of (91),

d(f+g) = (Duf) xda? « g+ [ x (D,g) * da*
= ((01)xO% [N\, -2)(g)) xdat + f5(D,ug) »da”,

and equating with the right-hand side, we derive two
equations,

05 (f*g)) xda? = (9] f)xe P g+ fx(]9))  da,
(95 (f*9)) xda® = f=(959) +(95[) * g. (B7)

concluding the deformed Leibniz rule for x-derivatives,

O (frg) = (05 f) e g+ f«0lyg,

(B6)

Xo(@) = [19,(1) ~18,(1)19, =0, %(f+9) = Bofxg+f+Big (%)
X1(0,) = ~0,(27)0; = —5Z8j. (B2)  We have used,
— {a} — 7
R (h) *x Ry (dat) = OF [N, =2](h) » da* . (B9)
The x-pairing of the classical basis vectors and ) .
1-forms (87): The new calculation of the Leibniz rule
Explicitly calculating, we get, of x-basis-vector:
5 o - N First, we evaluate the twisted co-product of 9,,:
(@03dz”) = (61 (D), b(ay (da”)) "
= (04118, dz"") Ap(D,) = Po(,®1+1®0,) 00!
= oY, £ -
T , ) = ¢%0,)6" @ d(aydisy
(051da") = (&' (9)), (o (da)) . S
= (ei%%é}’,aj,dxj/) +¢' ’ ® (b{oz}(au?‘b{ﬁ} (B10)
_ eiéao(;;{,(aj, dle> _ el.%ao&gra;/” = 8”’ ® OZ [A, _1] + OZ [A, 1] ® 8#”
s (Dprda”) - 5255 . 6i6§ei%8° ' (B3) so that the x-co-product is then,
The non-commutativity of *-1-forms:
Since the relevant (non-zero) part of R here is
ﬁrclcvant = exp [_iA(_Xl ® XO)] ) (B4)
|
A(@p) = (6" 010y @01V b)) 0 [0 @ O [N, -1+ Ol [N 1] @0 | 0 617 6y
= [6' 010y (95) @ 0V b1y (01 TN, ~11) + 61" 60y (O TA1]) @ 61V 10y (93) ] 0 617 )
= [6() 05 ® 6101 [N, -2] + 60y @ ¢>{a’}a,,] 0 g5y =05 ®OL [N, -2]+1®0,, (B11)



This leads to the deformed Leibniz rule,

oo {AL(D,)(f ©9)) (B12)

D (f) = O [\, ~2](g) + f +

éu(f *g)

(D9)-

Appendix C: Detailed Calculations for Sec.V

Here, we shall detail the calculations beyond the
results stated in Sec.V.

The *-Lie derivative:
For a general vector field £ € =, we have

L5 () B = o1 (&) (o)

MO(exp[ (60®x]8 ~ 279 ®80)] (5”5,;81))

Le

oo

~ plp/l

(-90,)" (o5 (€0, | a8 (w70;)"

We used that [270;,00] = 0 and that 9(9,,) = 0. To get

a taste for the first few orders, first note that
00(€) = L0, (€) = (Bo(€") = €"0,(1))0, = 0o(€" )0
210;(§) = [270;,€] = (270;(&") - £"6)0,.(C2)

Then, up to the second order, we can write (C1) explic-
itly;

= €0, + 2 [o? (30(€")0; - 05(6)00) + €8] Dy
()2 [(D0e) - 270,00 (€))7 - (600

+1/2(0;(€") + 2793(6")) 00] D00

1 A g rx
( )2eha), “8#,83.

(C3)
Note that if £ is constant, we can calculate the entire

sum,

N i 1[iny2 = '
Lo = €+ 200,800+ 5 [(3) gﬂaw] o169 0% +

The *-Covariant Derivative:
Directly calculating, we get for the general vector fields
case (98),

*

l * *V {a}
Vou = L5, . (4)*d,+R ‘v a,
s *8“( ) (@) R *au)( )

[22(0") + R« Ry (2) * T, ]+ 94CH)

(C1)

Lo [exp (—80®:vj6j) exp (—%l‘jaj ®60) (f”éutgl)]
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This is the farthest way we can simplify the expression.
From here one need to use the x-Lie derlvatlve and the

composite action of R on 2. 1f 2 = 8 we can get

*

[0,(8) + O [N 2](8) x T, ] D,

[0, (u) + O A 2] (u”) * Ty, 10,

S (u)

m

(C6)

Moreover, for the case when we are only interested in
the u = u” part, it is immediate to derive (99) from (C5).

The *-curvature tensor:
The result (100) is derived through the following
calculation,

R0 00.0p) = ¥, (T, 9) -V 5 . (9))
_%R“‘}(a) *R{M(ém )
:%éu(rg,}*ag)-R{“} *%*V,(R{“}“*%* 8,))
- %éu(rgp*a,,) SR (R, 4T, 500)
: = (CO)+(D), (C7)

where we have used [0,,30,] =0 to go from the first line
to the second. We calculate the first term as follows:

L3 (T7,) % 90 + R (T7,) * Vi, (95 (00)
0

= [0.(1,) +RN(TT)  RE, + T, ] % 0, ,(C8)

and the second term as

*

R LT (R{a} LT

% 95) (C9)

—{alr B e X
R <R{ "R DV (T, 0,)

R{m(a )

slody rmiB} pe = o L x
R v *[(R (R?a},u)*R{ﬁ} v’ *VB;,,(F;L’p*aa’))]'

We also observe that,

R {8} ’ " _p M o
R (R{a} H)*R{B} o= R{a} M(SV’ s (ClO)
R VSRS, L = s (C11)
thus, we can simplify (C9):
R{ay}u *Véyr(f{{i} p* L0, *05) = Véu (7, *00)

= [0,(15,) + RN(TT) « Ry, + T9, ]+ 9, (C12)



Finally, (C7) can be now written directly in its compo-
nents using (49) and the two terms ((C8),(C9)),

3&0

pvp

= [0,(Tg,) + R (T,) « Ry, + T, ]
[0,(T5,) + R™(TT )« RYyy , + T, ]
L7y, + O [N 21(T7,) « T, |, (C13)

where we have used the by-now familiar result,
RV (T7 ) «RE, =00 [N 2](T]
( Vp)* {a} p ~ p,[ ) ]( up)'

The *-Ricci tensor:
Equation (101) is derived through,

*

(dz" R, , * 0s)'

pvp

R,

(e RN (D,) * Ryay (RT,,)) . (C14)

noting that,

RI(0,) «Rpay (B7,,) = 05x (e %5767 + 5067 )BT, )
= 95,+07 [N, -2](®7,,), (C15)

and using this in (C14), we get

Ry, = (dz":9} « O [N, -2]R7,,)
= % % 07 [\, -2](R7,,) = L[\, ~2](R7,,)
= |ePOR! LR, (C16)

The *-metric-compatibility:
Equation (102) is derived as follows,

Vo(9) = Vo ((da” & da”) * gyu)

[%a; (d= ® dz") * g

R (et & da”) * Vi (o1 (910)]
[(Vo: (da*) & dz”) * gy,

+(R{a} * R{l’} N ® %a;, (dz") * g

R (de & da’) * R+ Vo, (g)]

[T * 9vyo + Guvy * (da' ® dz*)]. (C17)
Going from the fourth to the fifth line, we used the fact
that,

R (da? @ da¥) s R(}y ., = 07 [\2](da" & da”)

da" ® da”, (C18)

and that,

R (dat) « R, = OF' [N, 2)(da) = da*. (C19)
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TABLE I. Differential Geometry & Gravity Theories in Commutative, Constantly Non-Commutative, and x-Minkowski Non-Commutative Spacetimes

Quantity Commutative Spacetime Constant Non-Commutativity k-Minkowski Non-Commutativity: results the k-GR
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Leibniz Rule
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