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Abstract

Lie-Poisson electrodynamics describes the semi-classical limit of non-commutative U(1) gauge the-
ory, characterized by Lie-algebra-type non-commutativity. We focus on the mechanics of a charged
point-like particle moving in a given gauge background. First, we derive explicit expressions for
gauge-invariant variables representing the particle’s position. Second, we provide a detailed formu-
lation of the classical action and the corresponding equations of motion, which recover standard rela-
tivistic dynamics in the commutative limit. We illustrate our findings by exploring the exactly solvable
Kepler problem in the context of the λ-Minkowski (or the angular) non-commutativity, along with
other examples.
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1 Introduction

Various approaches to quantum gravity, whether based on string theory [1] or alternative frameworks [2],
converge on the conclusion that spacetime at small length scales effectively exhibits a non-commutative
geometric structure. The physical implications of spacetime non-commutativity are described by non-
commutative field theories [3, 4], particularly by non-commutative gauge theories [5, 6, 7, 8].

Consider a non-commutative spacetime, defined as a manifoldM , equipped with the Kontsevich star
product ⋆ of smooth functions on it. The infinitesimal gauge transformations, δncf , on such space close
the algebra:

[δncf , δncg ] = δnc− i [f,g]⋆
, f, g ∈ C∞(M). (1.1)

In the semi-classical limit, the ⋆-commutator

[f, g]⋆ := f ⋆ g − g ⋆ f (1.2)

is replaced by the Poisson bracket {f, g} multiplied by the imaginary unit. In this approximation, the
non-commutative algebra (1.1) simplifies to the Poisson gauge algebra [9, 10]:

[δf , δg] = δ{f,g}. (1.3)

Poisson electrodynamics, or Poisson gauge theory, is a non-Abelian deformation of theU(1) gauge theory,
where the infinitesimal gauge transformations satisfy Eq. (1.3). We refer to [11] for details.

This research focuses on the Poisson gauge formalism. Specifically, we work with an n-dimensional
flat space-time M ≃ Rn. The Cartesian coordinates on M are denoted through xµ , µ = 0, . . . , n− 1 .
In these local coordinates, the Poisson bracket in the algebra (1.3) is defined as:

{f, g} = Θµν(x) ∂µf ∂νg. (1.4)

The Poisson bivector
Θµν(x) = {xµ, xν} (1.5)

plays the role of a deformation parameter: at the commutative limit Θ → 0 the Poisson gauge algebra
reduces to its Abelian counterpart. Therefore, throughout this article, Θµν will be referred to as the
non-commutativity parameter.

Many non-commutativities that have attracted significant attention, such as the κ-Minkowski [12, 13,
14], the su(2) [15, 16, 17, 18], and the λ-Minkowski (or the angular) [19, 20, 21, 22, 23] ones, are of the
Lie-algebra type:

{xµ, xν} = Cµν
σ xσ, (1.6)

where the constants Cµν
σ are skew-symmetric in the upper indices and satisfy the Jacobi identity. Conse-

quently, these parameters can be viewed as the structure constants of a Lie algebra. The associated Poisson
electrodynamics is called the Lie-Poisson electrodynamics, or the Lie-Poisson gauge theory [24]. In this
article, we focus exclusively on Lie-algebra-type non-commutativities.

In the absence of charged matter, the Lie-Poisson gauge formalism for generic Lie-algebra-type non-
commutativity has been fully developed at the classical level. The infinitesimal transformations of the
gauge field were derived in [10], the deformed gauge-covariant field strength was constructed in [25], and
the deformed Maxwell equations were presented in [24]. General prescriptions for describing charged
particles in a given gauge background were outlined in the symplectic groupoid approach [26], see also

2



[27]. The detailed analyses of static potentials is provided in [28]. The charged matter field in Poisson
Electrodynamics was described in [29].

However, explicit formulas for the kinematics and dynamics of a particle in arbitrary gauge back-
grounds are still lacking. This paper aims to address this gap. In line with our previous works [11, 25, 24],
the present study is based on first principles. On the kinematic side, we derive explicit expressions for the
gauge-invariant variables which describe the position of the charged particle. On the dynamical side, we
present explicit expressions for the gauge-invariant action and the corresponding equations of motion.

This paper is organized as follows. In Sec. 2, we review the relevant aspects of both standard electro-
dynamics and its Lie-Poisson deformation. In Sec. 3, we derive explicit expressions for gauge-invariant
coordinates applicable to arbitrary Lie-algebra-type non-commutativity and provide detailed formulas for
the classical action and equations of motion. Sec. 4 focuses on purely spatial non-commutativities. In
particular, we analyze the exactly solvable λ-Minkowski Kepler problem along with other examples. The
final section concludes the paper with a summary of our findings.

2 From the Usual to the Lie-Poisson Electrodynamics

We shall work with the Minkowski metric:

ηµν = diag (+1,−1, ...,−1)µν = ηµν , (2.7)

which will be used to raise and lower indices.

a. Commutative case

Consider a charged point-like particle of massm moving in a given U(1) gauge background Aµ(x). For
simplicity, we assume that the electric charge of the particle equals one. For the purposes of this paper, it is
more convenient to describe the particle’s dynamics within the Hamiltonian formalism, which preserves
manifest Poincaré invariance1.

Let τ be a parameter on the world-line xµ(τ) of the particle in configuration space. From now on, an
overdot denotes differentiation with respect to τ , for example:

ẋµ =
dxµ(τ)

dτ
. (2.8)

To simplify the notation, the explicit dependence on τ will be omitted where it does not cause confusion.

By introducing the conjugate momenta pµ(τ) and the auxiliary variable Λ(τ), we can write the first-
order action,

S0
particle[x, p,Λ] =

∫
dτ

[
pµẋ

µ − ΛH0(x, p)
]
, (2.9)

where
H0 := π0

µπ
µ
0 −m2, π0

µ(x, p) := pµ −Aµ(x). (2.10)

The subscripts and superscripts “0" indicate that we are dealing with the commutative case. Note that Λ,
which acts as a Lagrange multiplier, is included as the cost of maintaining manifest Poincaré invariance
in this Hamiltonian formulation.

1Of course, other Hamiltonian descriptions of the charged particle, which are not manifestly Poincaré-invariant, are possible,
see e.g.[30].
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By varying the action (2.9) with respect to pµ(τ), xµ(τ) and Λ(τ), one derives the Hamiltonian
equations of motion accompanied by the constraint relation:

ẋµ = Λ {xµ, H0}0 , ṗµ = Λ {pµ, H0}0 , H0(x, p) = 0 , (2.11)

where {, }0 stands for the canonical Poisson bracket on the particle’s phase space,

{xµ, xν}0 = 0, {xµ, pν}0 = δµν , {pµ, pν}0 = 0. (2.12)

By adding the Maxwell action for Aµ(x) to the expression (2.9), one arrives at the total action, de-
scribing the dynamics of both the charged particle and the gauge field. This total action is invariant under
the infinitesimal gauge transformations:

δ0fAµ = ∂µf, δ0fx
µ = 0, δ0f pµ = ∂µf, (2.13)

which close the U(1) gauge algebra:
[δ0f , δ

0
g ] = 0. (2.14)

The combinations π0
µ, defined in Eq. (2.10), remain unchanged under these gauge transformations and

will therefore be called “gauge-invariant momenta.”

Apart from that, there is another ‘gauge’ symmetry2. Indeed, the action (2.9) remains invariant under
reparametrizations of the particle’s trajectory:

xµ(τ) −→ xµ(τ̃(τ)), pµ(τ) −→ pµ(τ̃(τ)), Λ(τ) −→ Λµ(τ̃(τ)), (2.15)

for any invertible and sufficiently smooth function τ̃(τ). By fixing a suitable ‘gauge’, the auxiliary variable
Λ can be eliminated. We address this point in Sec. 4, in the context of purely spatial non-commutativities.

b. Lie-Poisson electrodynamics

Our goal is to construct a suitable Lie-Poisson deformation of theHamiltonian formalism described above.
As we mentioned in the Introduction, the starting point of the Lie-Poisson electrodynamics is the Poisson
bracket (1.6) onM. First, we extend it to the whole phase space of the particle.

Consider an n× n momentum-dependent matrix3 γµν (p), which satisfies the first master equation:

γνµ(p) ∂
µ
p γ

ξ
λ(p)− γξµ(p) ∂

µ
p γ

ν
λ(p)− γµλ(p)f

νξ
µ = 0, ∂µ

p :=
∂

∂pµ
, (2.16)

and exhibits the commutative limit:
lim
Θ→0

γνµ = δνµ. (2.17)

Then the Poisson brackets between phase-space coordinates are defined as4 [10]:

{xµ, xν} = Θµν(x), {xµ, pν} = γµν (p), {pµ, pν} = 0. (2.18)

Remark. Let g be a Lie algebra corresponding to the structure constants Cµν
σ , which define the non-commutativity.

In the symplectic groupoid approach to Poisson electrodynamics [26], the phase space of a point-like particle is
2We placed the word ‘gauge’ in quotation marks to emphasize the distinction between the transformations (2.15) and (2.13).
3According to our notations, for any matrix the upper index enumerates strings, whilst the lower one enumerates columns.
4A deformed symplectic structure on the phase space was also considered within a different approach in [31].
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Rn × G, where G represents the n-dimensional Lie group associated with g. The correspondence between the
present formalism and that of [26] is established by identifying our momenta pµ with the local coordinates on G

near its identity. Then the differential operators

γµ(p) := γµ
ν (p) ∂

ν
p , (2.19)

become the left-invariant vector fields on G.

The infinitesimal gauge transformations, closing the deformed algebra (1.3), are given by:

δfAµ(x) = γνµ
(
A(x)

)
∂νf(x) + {A(x), f(x)},

δfx
µ(τ) = {f(x), xµ} = −Cµν

α xα(τ) ∂νf
(
x(τ)

)
,

δfpµ(τ) = {f(x), pµ} = γνµ
(
p(τ)

)
∂νf

(
x(τ)

)
. (2.20)

At the commutative limit these equations recover the U(1) transformations (2.13).

Remarkably, for any Lie-algebra-type non-commutativity, the solution of the master equation (2.16),
which satisfies the correct commutative limit (2.17), is known. This “universal” γ is represented by the
matrix-valued function5 [10]:

γu(p) = G(p̂), p̂µν = Cσµ
ν pσ, (2.21)

where the form factor G is defined as:

G(s) =
s

2
+

s

2
coth

s

2
=

∞∑
k=0

skB−
k

k!
, (2.22)

and B−
k , k ∈ Z+ are the Bernoulli numbers.

The deformed field-strength tensor Fµν , which transforms in a gauge-covariant manner under Lie-
Poisson gauge transformations,

δfFµν(x) = {Fµν(x), f(x)}, lim
Θ→0

Fµν = ∂µAν − ∂νAµ, (2.23)

can be constructed as follows [11, 25]:

Fµν = ρσµ(A)ρλν (A)
(
γξσ(A)∂ξAλ − γξλ(A)∂ξAσ + {Aσ, Aλ}

)
. (2.24)

In this formula, the n × n matrix ρµν (p) is a solution to the second master equation6 [11], with the
appropriate commutative limit:

γνσ∂
σ
p ρ

µ
α + ρσα∂

µ
p γ

ν
σ = 0, lim

Θ→0
ρνµ = δνµ. (2.25)

The “universal” expression for ρ, applicable to all Lie-algebra-type non-commutativities, was constructed
in [25] as follows:

ρu(p) =
(
γu(p)− p̂

)−1
=

1

G(−p̂)
. (2.26)

In conclusion, we note that using the transformation rules (2.20) for Aµ(x) and xµ(τ), we find that
the gauge field evaluated at the particle’s position transforms as follows:

δfAσ

(
x(τ)

)
= γνσ

(
A
(
x(τ)

))
∂νf

(
x(τ)

)
. (2.27)

5The subscript u denotes “universal".
6In the symplectic groupoid approach of Ref. [26], this matrix locally defines the right-invariant one-forms ρµ(p) =

ρνµ(p) dpν on the group G; cf. the Remark.
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The deformed field-strength tensor, evaluated at the position of a point-like particle, is gauge-invariant:

δfFµν(x(τ)) = 0. (2.28)

This can be easily verified by combining the transformation rules (2.23) for the field Fµν(x) with those
for the particle’s coordinates xµ(τ).

In the next section, we consider the gauge-invariant kinematic and dynamical aspects of a point-like
particle.

3 Lie-Poisson gauge-invariant mechanics

a. Gauge-invariant momenta

As we shall soon see, the deformed gauge-invariant momenta πµ(p,A) , which generalize the commuta-
tive expressions (2.10), play a key role in the construction of gauge-invariant dynamics. These quantities
are defined in such a way that:

δfπµ = 0, lim
Θ→0

πµ = π0
µ. (3.29)

Using Eq. (2.27), we derive:

δfπµ
(
p(τ), A(x(τ))

)
=

(
γνσ(A) ∂

σ
Aπµ + γνσ(p) ∂

σ
p πµ

)
∂νf. (3.30)

The condition (3.29) implies that π can be constructed by solving the partial differential equation:

γνσ(A) ∂σ
Aπµ + γνσ(p) ∂

σ
p πµ = 0, (3.31)

with the additional requirement:
lim
Θ→0

πµ(p,A) = pµ −Aµ. (3.32)

The perturbative solution reads,

πα(p,A) = pα −Aα +
1

2
Cνβ
α Aν pβ +

1

12
Cβµ
α Cνσ

µ (pβpσAν −AβAσpν) +O(C3) .

Although exact solutions of these equations in the general case are not currently available, we analyze
the most significant four-dimensional cases of non-commutativity. Gauge-invariant momenta for the κ-
Minkowski case are presented in Sec. 3.c, while the su(2) and the λ-Minkowski cases are addressed in
Sec. 4.

b. Gauge-invariant dynamics

The quantities πµ introduced above allow the definition of a gauge-invariant deformation of the commu-
tative Hamiltonian H(0):

H := πµπ
µ −m2. (3.33)

First, we construct a classical action that yields the equations of motion:

ẋµ = Λ {xµ, H} , ṗµ = Λ {pµ, H} , H(x, p) = 0 . (3.34)

After that, we verify its gauge invariance.
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To carry out the first part of this program, we introduce the Darboux coordinates X and P on the
phase space:

{Xµ, Xν} = 0, {Xµ, Pν} = δµν , {Pµ, Pν} = 0. (3.35)

These coordinates can be constructed explicitly as:

Xµ(x, p) = xν γ̄µν (p) , Pµ(x, p) = pµ, (3.36)

where γ̄ is the inverse of the matrix γ. It is straightforward to verify that these expressions satisfy the
required Poisson bracket relations by using the equation7 :

∂ν
p γ̄

α
µ (p)− ∂α

p γ̄
ν
µ(p) + γ̄νξ (p) γ̄

α
ε (p) Cξε

µ = 0, (3.37)

which is simply the first master equation for γ , rewritten in terms of the inverse matrix γ̄.

The classical action:
Sparticle[X,P,Λ] =

∫
dτ

[
Pµ Ẋ

µ − ΛH
]
, (3.38)

naturally leads to the equations of motion

Ġ = Λ {G,H} , H = 0, (3.39)

for any smooth function G(X,P ) on the phase space. By setting G = xµ(X,P ) and G = pµ(X,P ), we
recover the required equations of motion (3.34).

Returning to the original coordinates we obtain:

Sparticle[x, p,Λ] = −
∫

dτ [ṗν γ̄
ν
α(p)x

α + ΛH] . (3.40)

This action reduces to the standard relativistic action (2.9) in the commutative limit. Moreover, it remains
invariant under Poisson gauge transformations (2.20) of the phase-space variables x, p and the vector field
A . Indeed, the gauge invariance of πµ ensures that δfH = 0. Consequently, the first-order Lagrangian
in the action:

L(x, p,Λ) = −ṗν γ̄
ν
α(p)x

α − ΛH, (3.41)

transforms as:

δfL =
d

dτ

[
f(x)− xβ∂βf(x)

]
+ ṗν γ

β
α(p)x

µ ∂βf(x)
[
∂ν
p γ̄

α
µ (p)− ∂α

p γ̄
ν
µ(p) + γ̄νξ (p) γ̄

α
ε (p) Cξε

µ

]
. (3.42)

Taking into account the equation (3.37), we conclude that δfL simplifies to a total derivative, and we
obtain the desired gauge invariance:

δfS[x, p,Λ] = 0. (3.43)

Summarising, the presence of non-commutativity influences the dynamics (3.34) in two ways. First, it
introduces the deformed Poisson bracket, defined by the matrix γ through the relations (2.18). The inverse
matrix γ̄ enters the classical action (3.40). Second, the gauge-invariant momenta πµ, which appear in the
Hamiltonian (3.33), are deformed. Below, we illustrate our formalism by presenting the main elements
for the κ-Minkowski non-commutativity.

7In the symplectic groupoid approach of Ref. [26], the quantities γ̄µ(p) = γ̄ν
µ(p) dpν correspond to the left-invariant one-

forms on G ; see the Remark in Sec.3. From this perspective, the relation (3.37) is the Maurer–Cartan equation.
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c. Example: κ-Minkowski non-Commutativity

In the case of the κ-Minkowski non-commutativity, the Poisson bivector is defined as:

Θµν(x) = κ
(
δµ0 xν − δν0 x

µ
)
, (3.44)

where κ is a deformation parameter of the dimension of a length.

The matrix γ, which enters the equations of motion through the deformed Poisson bracket (2.18), is
given by [25]:

γ(p) =


1 −κp1 −κp2 −κp3
0 1 0 0

0 0 1 0

0 0 0 1

 . (3.45)

The inverse of γ appearing in the action (3.40) is:

γ̄(p) =


1 κp1 κp2 κp3
0 1 0 0

0 0 1 0

0 0 0 1

 . (3.46)

The gauge-invariant momenta, which enter the Hamiltonian, can be chosen as follows:

πµ(p,A) =
(
ω ρνµ(A) + (1− ω) ρνµ(p)

)
(pν −Aν), ∀ω ∈ R, (3.47)

where the matrix

ρ(p) =


1 0 0 0

0 eκp0 0 0

0 0 eκp0 0

0 0 0 eκp0

 , (3.48)

is a solution of the second master equation (2.25). A straightforward calculation shows that this one-
parameter family of πµ satisfies the gauge invariance condition (3.31) and has correct commutative
limit (3.32).

d. Gauge-invariant coordinates

Apeculiar feature of our framework, as highlighted by Eq. (2.20), is the gauge dependence of the particle’s
coordinates. This raises the question of whether gauge-invariant variables can be associated with the
particle’s position.

Below, we demonstrate that it is indeed possible to derive gauge-invariant deformations of the coor-
dinates xµ for any background field Aµ(x) . These deformations, denoted by ξµ(x,A(x)), must satisfy:

δfξ
µ(τ) = 0, lim

Θ→0
ξµ(τ) = xµ(τ). (3.49)

The correct commutative limit suggests the ansatz:

ξµ
(
x,A(x)

)
= ∆µ

ν

(
A(x)

)
xν , lim

Θ→0
∆µ

ν (p) = δµν . (3.50)
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The requirement of gauge invariance (3.49) leads to the partial differentiall equation for∆µ
ν (p) :

Cαβ
ν ∆µ

α(p) + γβα(p) ∂
α
p∆

µ
ν (p) = 0 . (3.51)

It is straightforward to verify that the combination,

∆µ
ν (p) = ρ̄µα(p) γ̄

α
ν (p) , (3.52)

is a suitable solution. In this formula ρ̄ denotes the inverse of the matrix ρ.

By substituting the “universal” expressions (2.21) and (2.26) for ρ and γ into Eq. (3.52), we express
∆ as a matrix-valued function:

∆(p) = T (p̂), (3.53)

where the form factor T is defined as:

T (s) = G−1(s)G(−s) = exp (−s). (3.54)

Combining these results, we obtain the explicit formula for the gauge-invariant coordinates:

ξµ
(
x,A(x)

)
=

[
exp (−Â(x))

]µ
ν
xν , Âµ

ν (x) := Cσµ
ν Aσ(x). (3.55)

4 Purely spatial non-commutativity: ‘temporal’ gauge

In this section, we use boldface to denote the spatial parts of n-dimensional vectors and matrices, and we
label the corresponding indices with Latin letters. The time variable x0 will be denoted through t . The
dot · denotes the standard Euclidean inner product in Rn−1 , defined as A ·B = AjBj . For example:

(ṗ · γ̄ x) = ṗj γ̄jkx
k = −ṗj γ̄

j
kx

k. (4.56)

a. General case

When the non-commutativity is purely spatial, that is,

{t,x} = 0, (4.57)

the time components of γ(p), ρ(p), and π(p,A) coincide with their commutative counterparts:

γ0µ = δ0µ = γµ0 ,

ρ0µ = δ0µ = ρµ0 ,

π0 = p0 −A0. (4.58)

The spatial components of these objects do not depend on p0 and A0,

γ = γ(p), ρ = ρ(p), π = π
(
p,A(t,x)

)
. (4.59)

Consider the temporal ‘gauge’ τ = t . Performing integration by parts in the first term of the ac-
tion (3.40) and noting that ṫ = 1, we obtain:

Sparticle[x, p,Λ] =

∫
dt

[
p0 + (ṗ · γ̄ x)− Λ ·

(
(p0 −A0(t,x))

2 − |π|2 −m2
)]
. (4.60)
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Since p0 and Λ enter the integrand without their derivatives, these variables are not dynamical. The
equations of motion:

δSparticle

δp0
= 0,

δSparticle

δΛ
= 0, (4.61)

imply:
p0 = A0(t,x)±

√
m2 + |π|2. (4.62)

Substituting this relation with the positive root into the action (4.60) yields the first-order action,
depending only on the dynamical variables x and p:

Sparticle[x,p] =

∫
dt
[
(ṗ · γ̄ x) +H(x,p)

]
, (4.63)

where the Hamiltonian is given by:

H(x,p) =
√

m2 + |π|2 +A0(t,x). (4.64)

The resulting equations of motion:

ẋ = {H,x}, ṗ = {H,p}, (4.65)

no longer involve any auxiliary variables.

In the non-relativistic approximation |π| ≪ m, we have:

√
m2 + |π|2 ≃ m+

|π|2

2m
+O

(
|π|4

m4

)
, (4.66)

so the Hamiltonian simplifies to:

H(x,p) =
|π|2

2m
+A0(t,x), (4.67)

where the constant termm has been omitted as it is irrelevant to the dynamics.

Remark. The action (4.63) could have been chosen as the starting point for any purely spatial non-commutativity.
Moreover, it is possible to consider a more general expression for the Hamiltonian:

H(x,p) = J(π) +A0(t,x), (4.68)

where J is any sufficiently smooth function that ensures the correct commutative limit:

lim
Θ→0

J(π) =
√
m2 + |p−A|2. (4.69)

Below we discuss two important examples of purely spatial non-commutativities: the su(2) case and
the λ-Minkowski case.

b. su(2) non-commutativity

The su(2) non-commutativity is characterized by the following Poisson brackets between spatial coordi-
nates:

{xk, xl} = 2α εklmxm, (4.70)

where εklm is the Levi-Civita symbol, and α is the dimensional deformation parameter.
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By calculating the matrix-valued function γ in (2.21), one obtains the following expression (see [25]
for details):

γka(p) = b
(
α2|p|2

)
δka − α2χ

(
α2|p|2

)
pa p

k − α εaklpl , (4.71)

where the form factors b(t) and χ(t) are defined as:

χ(t) =
1

t

(√
t cot

√
t− 1

)
, and b(t) = 1 + t χ(t) =

√
t cot

√
t . (4.72)

The solutions of Eq. (3.31) can be chosen as follows:

π =
arcsin

√
α2π̄2

√
α2π̄2

π̄ , (4.73)

π̄ = p
sin

√
α2|p|2√

α2|p|2
cos

√
α2|A|2 −A

sin
√

α2|A|2√
α2|A|2

cos
√

α2|p|2

+αA× p
sin

√
α2|A|2√

α2|A|2
sin

√
α2|p|2√

α2|p|2
.

The crosscheck is straightforward. The detailed derivation of this formula is provided in Appendix A.

To connect the expression (4.73) with earlier results on classical mechanics in non-commutative
spaces [28], we perform a change of variables:

k = p
sin

√
α2|p|2√

α2|p|2
, (4.74)

which yields the following solution of the first master equation (2.16):

γ̃ij(k) =
√

1− α2|k|2 δij − α εjik kk . (4.75)

The corresponding gauge-invariant momenta are given by:

π̃(k,A) =
√

1− α2|A|2 k −
√

1− α2|k|2 A+ αk ×A, (4.76)

where the cross product is defined in the usual three-dimensional sense. This expression satisfies the
gauge-invariance condition (3.31) and exhibits the correct commutative limit at α → 0.

By setting

J(π̃) =
1

α2m
−

√
1− α2|π̃|2
α2m

, (4.77)

in Eq. (4.68), we obtain the non-relativistic Hamiltonian:

H(x,k) =
1

α2m
−

√
1− α2|π̃|2
α2m

+A0(t,x). (4.78)

This Hamiltonian is of particular interest because it leads to the super-integrable Kepler problem [28]
when the Coulomb gauge potential:

A = 0, A0 =
Q

|x|
, Q ∈ R. (4.79)

is considered. For detailed analysis of the integrals of motion and the numerical solutions of the equations
of motion, refer to the cited reference.
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c. λ-Minkowski non-commutativity

For the λ-Minkowski (also known as the “angular") non-commutativity, the only non-zero Poisson brack-
ets between the spatial coordinates are:

{x3, x1} = −λx2 = −{x1, x3}, {x3, x2} = λx1 = −{x2, x3}, (4.80)

where λ is a dimensional deformation parameter.

The spatial parts γ and ρ of the solutions of the master equations (2.16) and (2.25) can be chosen as
follows (see [25] for details):

γ(p) =


1 0 0

0 1 0

−λ p2 λ p1 1

 , ρ(p) =


cos (p3λ) − sin (p3λ) 0

sin (p3λ) cos (p3λ) 0

0 0 1

 . (4.81)

A one-parameter family of gauge-invariant momenta that satisfiy Eq. (3.31) is given by:

πj(p,A) =
(
ω ρkj (A) + (1− ω) ρkj (p)

)
(pk −Ak), ∀ω ∈ R. (4.82)

To simplify the forthcoming analysis, we set ω = 1.

Consider the non-commutative dynamics of a particle in a Coulomb gauge potential (4.79). At
|x| ̸= 0, this gauge configuration satisfies the deformed Maxwell equations, derived in Ref. [24]. The
corresponding gauge-invariant momenta π coincide with the usual momenta p, and the non-relativistic
Hamiltonian (4.67) reduces to its commutative counterpart:

H(x,p) =
|p|2

2m
+

Q

|x|
. (4.83)

Let us introduce the new variables Xj and Pk as follows:

X = ρ̄(p)x, P = ρ̄(p)p, (4.84)

with

ρ̄(p) =


cos (p3λ) sin (p3λ) 0

− sin (p3λ) cos (p3λ) 0

0 0 1

 . (4.85)

A straightforward calculation shows that Xj and Pk are the Darboux coordinates on the phase space:

{Xj , Xk} = 0, {Xj , Pk} = δjk, {Pj , Pk} = 0. (4.86)

Remarkably, the Hamiltonian (4.83) remains unchanged under the transformation (x,p) → (X,P ).
Therefore, the equations of motion in terms of the new variables:

Ẋ = {H,X}, Ṗ = {H,P }, H(X,P ) =
|P |2

2m
+

Q

|X|
, (4.87)

are identical to the commutative case.
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Figure 1: The λ-Minkowski case: numerical solutions of the Hamilton equations (4.65) for the non-
relativistic Hamiltonian (4.67) with the Coulomb gauge potential (4.79) are presented by the red and the
blue lines. The parameters and the initial conditions are chosen as follows: m = 1, λ = 10, Q = −1,
x1(0) = 1, x2(0) = 0, x3(0) = 1, p1(0) = 0, p2(0) = 1 and p3(0) = 1.

LetX(t) and P (t) be solutions of the commutative Kepler problem (4.87). The corresponding non-
commutative solutions of (4.65) can then be obtained through the inverse transformation:

x(t) = ρ
(
P (t)

)
X(t), p(t) = ρ

(
P (t)

)
P (t), (4.88)

where, we remind, the matrix ρ is given by Eq. (4.81). Typical trajectories are shown in Fig. 1.

Consider the deformed angular momentum L and the deformed Laplace–Runge–Lenz vector R,
which Poisson-commute with the Hamiltonian (4.83):

{L,H} = 0, {R,H} = 0. (4.89)

These vectors equal to the rotated versions:

L = ρ̄(p)L(0), R = ρ̄(p)R(0), (4.90)

of the corresponding undeformed objects:

L(0) = x× p, R(0) = p×L(0) +
Qx

|x|
. (4.91)

One can easily see that:∣∣L∣∣ = ∣∣L(0)

∣∣, L3 = L3
(0),

∣∣R∣∣ = ∣∣R(0)

∣∣, R3 = R3
(0). (4.92)

The relations:
L ·R = 0, |R|2 = Q2m2 + 2m |L|2H, (4.93)

between these integrals of motion, and their algebra with respect to the Poisson brackets,

{Li, Lj} = εijk Lk, {Ri, Lj} = εijk Rk {Ri, Rj} = −2mεijk HLk, (4.94)
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Figure 2: The λ-Minkowski case: numerical solutions of the Hamilton equations (4.65) for the non-
relativistic Hamiltonian (4.67) are presented by the red and the blue lines. The gauge potential is given
by (4.96). The parameters and the initial conditions are chosen as follows: m = 1, λ = 5, E = −1,
x1(0) = 1, x2(0) = 0, x3(0) = 1, p1(0) = 0, p2(0) = 1 and p3(0) = 1.

have exactly the same form as in the commutative case.

We notice that the relation (4.88), which facilitates deriving non-commutative solutions from their
commutative counterparts, is not limited to the Kepler problem. This formula is, in fact, applicable to
any gauge background exhibiting axial symmetry:

A(Ox, t) = OA(x, t), A0(Ox, t) = A0(x, t), (4.95)

whereO denotes a general rotation matrix about the x3-axis. Indeed, this condition ensures the equality
H(x,p) = H(X,P ), thereby proving the above statement.

For example, for the field configuration:

A = 0, A0 = E x3, E ∈ R, (4.96)

using (4.88), we can immediately derive the solutions of the Hamiltonian equations (4.65):

x1(t) =

(
− x2(0) +

p2(0) t

m

)
sin (λE t) +

(
x1(0)− p1(0) t

m

)
cos (λE t),

x2(t) =

(
+ x1(0)− p1(0) t

m

)
sin (λE t) +

(
x2(0)− p2(0) t

m

)
cos (λE t),

x3(t) = x3(0)− p3(0) t

m
− E t2

2m
,

p1(t) = cos (λE t) p1(0)− sin (λE t) p2(0),

p2(t) = cos (λE t) p2(0) + sin (λE t) p1(0),

p3(t) = p3(0) + E t. (4.97)

The corresponding trajectories are presented in Fig 2.
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However, in the general case, the formula (4.88) is not applicable. For instance, even a simple field
configuration like:

A = 0, A0 = E x1, E ∈ R, (4.98)

is not compatible with Eq. (4.95). Nevertheless, the corresponding solutions are straightforward to derive,
given the simplicity of this particular problem:

x1(t) = −E t2

2m
− p1(0) t

m
+ x1(0),

x2(t) = −p2(0) t

m
+ x2(0),

x3(t) = −E λp2(0) t
2

2m
+

E λx2(0)− p3(0) t

m
+ x3(0),

p1(t) = E t+ p1(0),

p2(t) = p2(0),

p3(t) = p3(0). (4.99)

In conclusion, we comment on the gauge-invariant coordinates ξ, introduced in Sec. 3. In all the
examples presented above, A = 0, and therefore, the gauge-invariant coordinates ξ coincide with the
usual coordinates x.

5 Summary

We studied the dynamics of test particles within the framework of Lie-Poisson gauge formalism. Below,
we summarize the new results obtained in this paper:

1. Gauge-Invariant Coordinates: We derived the universal expression (3.50) for gauge-invariant
coordinates, which is valid for all Lie-algebra-type non-commutativities.

2. Classical Action and Equations of Motion: We established the explicit expression (3.40) for the
classical action and the corresponding equations of motion (3.34), which respect the Lie-Poisson
gauge symmetry and recover standard relativistic dynamics in the commutative limit.

3. Spatial Non-Commutativities: For purely spatial non-commutativities, such as the su(2) and
the λ-Minkowski ones, we presented the classical action (4.63) and the Hamiltonian equations
of motion (4.65), which do not involve auxiliary variables.

4. Gauge-Invariant Momenta: The gauge-invariant momenta πµ play a key in our construciton. We
provided explicit expressions for these objects for prominent Lie-algebra-type non-commutativities,
namely for the κ-Minkowski (3.47), for the su(2) (4.76), and for the λ-Minkowski (4.82) cases.

5. su(2)Non-Commutativity: We presented theHamiltonian (4.78), which yields the super-integrable
Kepler problem, discussed in Ref. [28], when the Coulomb gauge potential is considered. The ex-
pression (4.78) is valid for a generic gauge background.

6. λ-Minkowski Non-Commutativity: In the context of the λ-Minkowski non-commutativity, we an-
alyzed the Kepler problem. We expressed non-commutative solutions in terms of their commutative
counterparts (4.88). Additionally, we presented and analyzed the deformed angular momentum and
Laplace–Runge–Lenz vector (4.90).
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A. Derivation of Eq. (4.73)

For the forthcoming discussion, it is convenient to introduce the notations:

r := α2|p|2, s := α2A · p, q := α2|A|2. (5.100)

The order by order perturbative analysis of Eq. (3.31) suggests the ansatz,

π̄(p,A) = c (r, s, q) [b (s)p− b (r)A+ αA× p] , (5.101)

with the symmetry property:
c (r, s, q) = c (q, s, r) , (5.102)

and the commutative limit:
lim
α→0

c (r, s, q) = 1. (5.103)

By substituting this ansatz and the expression (4.71) for γ into the master equation (3.31) we arrive
at the following four equations for c(r, s, q):

2 ∂q (c b(q)) + b(q) (b(r)− s χ(q)) ∂sc+ c = 0 , (5.104)
2 ∂qc+ (b(r)− s χ(q)) ∂sc− χ(q) c = 0 , (5.105)
2 ∂r (c b(r)) + b(r) (b(q)− s χ(r)) ∂sc+ c = 0 , (5.106)
2 ∂rc+ (b(q)− s χ(r)) ∂sc− χ(r) c = 0 . (5.107)

The definitions (4.72) of the form factors b(q) and χ(q) yield the relation:

2 ∂qb(q) + χ(q)b(q) + 1 = 0 , (5.108)

which implies that Eq. (5.104) is equivalent to Eq. (5.105), and Eq. (5.106) is equivalent to Eq. (5.107).

The simplest solution of the independent equations (5.105) and (5.107) can be obtained by assuming
∂sc = 0. Separating the remaining two variables and imposing the symmetry condition (5.102) along
with the commutative limit (5.103), we find:

c(r, q) =
sin

√
r√

r

sin
√
q

√
q

. (5.109)

The corresponding gauge invariant momenta are given by:

π̄ = p
sin

√
α2|p|2√

α2|p|2
cos

√
α2|A|2 −A

sin
√

α2|A|2√
α2|A|2

cos
√

α2|p|2 (5.110)

+αA× p
sin

√
α2|A|2√

α2|A|2
sin

√
α2|p|2√

α2|p|2
.
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By redefining the momenta as:

π(p,A) =
arcsin

√
α2π̄2

√
α2π̄2

π̄ , (5.111)

we obtain other solutions of Eq. (3.31) with the correct commutative limit. These new gauge-invariant
momenta exhibit a peculiar property:

π|A=0 = p, (5.112)

which is absent for π̄.
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