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Abstract

It is well established that the mass parameter breaks the conformal symmetries in the
case of geodesic motion. The proper conformal Killing vectors cease to generate conserved
charges when non-null geodesics are considered. We examine how the introduction of the
mass is actually related to the appearance of appropriate distortions in the conformal
sector, which lead to new conservation laws. As a prominent example we use a general
pp-wave metric, which exploits this property to the maximum. We study the necessary
geometric conditions, so that such types of distortions are applicable. We show that the
relative vectors are generators of disformal transformations and prove their connection to
higher order (hidden) symmetries. Except from the pp-wave geometry, we also provide
an additional example in the form of the de Sitter metric. Again, the proper conformal
Killing vectors can be appropriately distorted to generate conserved quantities for massive
geodesics. Subsequently, we proceed by introducing an additional symmetry breaking
effect. The latter is realized by considering a Bogoslovsky type of line-element, which
involves a Lorentz violating parameter. We utilize once more the pp-wave case as a
guide to study how the broken symmetries - this time also related to Killing vectors - are
substituted by distortions of the original generators. We further analyze and discuss the
necessary geometric conditions that lead to the emergence of these distortions.
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1 Introduction

The motion of particles in curved backgrounds is essential for the understanding of various
gravitational phenomena. Among these we may distinguish the study of black hole shadows
[1–5] or aspects of the gravitational memory effect [6–9], both of which are related to the
investigation of geodesic motion. Of special importance are cases where the geodesic system
is characterized by enough existing integrals of motion, in involution, so as to be deemed as
integrable in the Liouville sense. It is well known that, for the geodesic systems of equations, at
least in the context of Riemannian geometry, the integrals of motion are closely related to the
symmetries of the background manifold. For works regarding the symmetries of the geodesic
equations as well as their geometrical significance, see [10–18].

As far as space-time vectors are concerned, the homothetic algebra of the metric is partic-
ularly important in the generation of symmetries for the affinely parametrized geodesics [14],
giving rise to point symmetry transformations. On the other hand, Killing tensors of various
ranks are connected with the generation of what we refer to as higher order, or hidden, or
dynamical symmetries. An example of such a symmetry, which happens to be crucial for the
integrability of the relative system, is the one associated to the Carter constant for the motion
in a Kerr black-hole background [19]. The seminal work by Carter motivated further studies on
the subject [20–22]. In classical mechanics we have of course the well-known examples of the
Laplace-Runge-Lenz vector for the Kepler problem [23] and the Fradkin tensor for the three-
dimensional isotropic harmonic oscillator [24]. In more modern concepts, interesting cases of
hidden symmetries arise within the scope of supersymmetry [25–30]. For more results on higher
order or hidden symmetries in various systems, and the geometric conditions of the involved
objects in their construction, see also [31–41].

Apart from the Killing vectors or tensors however, there is an intriguing involvement of the
conformal algebra of the metric. For example, in the case of null geodesics, all conformal Killing
vectors (CKVs) generate conserved quantities which are linear in the momenta. However, when
time-like geodesics are considered, the relative conserved quantities are just generated by the
sub-set of the Killing vectors (KVs). We may say that, the introduction of mass for the test
particle, leads to a symmetry breaking effect that reduces the dimensionality of the symmetry
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group since obviously KVs⊂CKVs. Interestingly enough, it has been shown [42], that the
proper conformal Killing vectors, i.e. the elements of the set CKVs∩KVs, are still involved in
the construction of conserved charges, even in the massive case. However, what happens now is
that they enter in non-local conserved quantities. Moreover, for their derivation, it is important
to maintain the initial parametrization invariant form of the problem, e.g. not to start from
the affinely parametrized equations, which explains why they are usually overlooked.

Among the various studies regarding geodesic equations, a great number is devoted to
the motion in a pp-wave background [43–52]. The symmetries of the pp-wave metrics have
been extensively studied in several works [53–55]. The plane-fronted gravitational waves with
parallel rays (or more simply pp-waves [56]) are non-flat space-times defined by the existence of
a covariantly constant and null bi-vector. In many cases, another definition is encountered in
the literature, that of possessing a covariantly constant, null vector [57]. The latter however is
not equivalent to the first; the two become indistinguishable, if we just regard vacuum solutions
of General Relativity. Here, we follow mainly the formalism of [54,55] and make use of the first
definition, which is slightly more restrictive: It implies not only the existence of a covariantly
constant, null vector, but also that the space-time is either of type N or O in the Petrov
classification [55,58].

The pp-waves have several interesting properties. They belong to a larger class of geometries,
whose curvature scalars are all zero, the so called Vanishing Scalar Invariants Space-times
(VSI) [59]. Their metrics contain the very interesting case of plane gravitational waves and -
through Penrose’s limit [60] - their applications extend even to string theory [61]. In [51], it
was shown that, when the background metric is that of a pp-wave spacetime, the non-local
conserved charges of the general geodesic problem reduce to local expressions. The resulting
integrals of motion appear as if they are generated from mass dependent distortions of the
proper conformal Killing vectors of the metric, “reinstating”, in a sense, the broken symmetries
due to the introduction of the mass. Here, we further investigate the nature and the geometric
implications of such vectors and show that they still emerge even if you consider a Finslerian
generalization of the pp-wave geometry, which introduces an additional, Lorentz violating,
parameter.

The outline of this work is the following: First, we start with an overview regarding the
existence of non-local integrals of motion for massive geodesics in a generic space-time. We prove
that these conserved charges are actually generated by non-local Noether symmetries and we
derive their generators. We revisit the result, first appeared in [51], about the mass-dependent
distortions of the proper conformal Killing vectors, which generate integrals of motion in the
case of pp-waves. We concentrate on their geometric interpretation and prove that such vectors
are the reduced form of higher order Noether symmetries. What is more, we demonstrate that
there exist geometries, besides pp-waves, that can admit such types of “distorted” symmetries;
as a brief example we consider the de Sitter solution of General Relativity. In the subsequent
sections we extend the previous results in the case where a Lorentz violating parameter is also
introduced, causing an extra symmetry breaking in conjunction to the mass. This is realized by
taking the generalized Bogoslovsky-Finsler line-element. We further investigate the necessary
geometric conditions for such distorted vectors to exist and we derive the explicit expressions
for the Finslerian pp-waves.
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2 Mass distorted symmetry vectors

In this section, for the convenience of the reader, we revisit some known facts from the theory
of geodesic systems and also make a brief review of the results obtained in [42] and [51], parts
of which are going to be of importance in our analysis. We briefly describe the notion of
non-local conservation laws related to conformal Killing vectors, as introduced in [42], for a
general geodesic system. We additionally prove that these conserved quantities are owed to
non-local Noether symmetries of the action and present the relative expressions. Subsequently,
we proceed to revisit the specialization of this result in the case of pp-wave space-times, where
the conformal vectors acquire mass dependent distortions in order to generate conserved charges
for time-like geodesics [51]. For a generic space-time, we investigate the geometric implications
of such vectors and show that they are related to higher order (hidden) Noether symmetries.
Finally, in order to demonstrate that there can be other geometries - beside pp-waves - admitting
such type of symmetries, we present an example utilizing the de Sitter metric.

2.1 Generic geodesic systems and non-local integrals of motion

For the motion of a relativistic particle of mass m in a background spacetime whose metric is
given by gµν , we consider the action

S[λ] =

∫
Ldλ, (2.1)

where

L =
1

2n
gµν ẋ

µẋν − m2

2
n. (2.2)

The latter is a quadratic, parameterization invariant Lagrangian. The λ denotes the parameter
along the trajectory, the xµ = xµ(λ) are the coordinates and n = n(λ) is an auxiliary degree
of freedom referred to as the einbein [62]. The dot in (2.2) is used to symbolize the derivatives
with respect to λ, i.e. ẋµ = dxµ

dλ
.

Under an arbitrary change of the parameter λ 7→ λ̃ = f(λ), and the transformation laws

n(λ)dλ 7→ n(λ̃)dλ̃ and x(λ) 7→ x̃(λ̃), (2.3)

the action (2.1) remains form invariant, i.e. S[λ] = S[λ̃]. Hence, arbitrary transformations
of the parameter λ constitute symmetries of S. It is for this reason that Lagrangian (2.2) is
referred to as parametrization invariant. We observe from (2.3) that, although n is considered a
degree of freedom on equal footing with the xµ, there is the difference that the latter transform
as scalars, while n as a density of weight +1.

Maybe the most well-known Lagrangian, used to describe the motion of a relativistic massive
particle, is the square root Lagrangian

Lsq = −m
√
−gµν ẋµẋν , (2.4)

where we use the minus inside the square root because we adopt the convention gµν ẋ
µẋν < 0 for

time-like geodesics (throughout this work we also make use of the units c = 1). Lagrangian (2.4)
is also parametrization invariant, but this time not because of an auxiliary field, like (2.2), but
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because it is a homogeneous function of degree one in the velocities, i.e. Lsq(x, σẋ) = σLsq(x, ẋ),
where σ is a positive constant.

At this point it is useful to remind Euler’s theorem on homogeneous functions, which states
that: If h(y) is a homogeneous function of degree k, i.e. h(σy) = σkh(y) for σ > 0, then the
following equality holds

yµ
∂h

∂yµ
= kh. (2.5)

By simply setting h = Lsq, y = ẋ and k = 1 in (2.5), the theorem, in the case of Lagrangian

(2.4), implies that the latter has an identically zero Hamiltonian, ẋµ ∂Lsq

∂ẋµ
− Lsq ≡ 0. This,

together with the fact that the euler-Lagrange equations of (2.4) are not well-defined for null
geodesics (the expression gµν ẋ

µẋν = ẋµẋµ = 0 appears in denominators), makes the use of the
L of (2.2) better suited for our purposes.

The einbein Lagrangian of (2.2) is dynamically equivalent to Lsq. In order to see this we
need to write down the Euler-Lagrange equations of (2.2), which are equivalent to

ẍµ + Γµκλẋ
κẋλ = ẋµ

d

dλ
(lnn) (2.6a)

1

n2
gµν ẋ

µẋν +m2 = 0, (2.6b)

where the Γµκλ are the Christoffel symbols of the metric gµν . The first set consists of the second
order equations obtained by variation with respect to x, while the last equation, (2.6b), is the
constraint equation acquired by variation with respect to n. By solving algebraically this last
relation for the einbein, n, and substituting it in equations (2.6a), we obtain the Euler-Lagrange
equations of Lsq. In the einbein formalism, the affinely parametrized geodesics are obtained
by using the gauge fixing condition n =constant, which leads, from (2.6b), to xµẋµ =const.
What is more, for the null geodesics, we need to just set m = 0 in (2.6b), which leads to no
complications (2.6a).

Unlike Lsq, the Hamiltonian of (2.2) is not identically zero; it happens to become zero, but in
a weak sense according to Dirac’s theory of constrained systems [63,64]. The total Hamiltonian
is obtained through the Dirac-Bergmann algorithm [63,65] and it reads

HT =
n

2
H + unpn, (2.7)

which is a linear combination of constraints pn ≈ 0 and H ≈ 0. The symbol “≈” denotes a weak
equality, meaning, that the respective quantities (here pn and H) cannot be set to zero prior
to carrying out Poisson bracket calculations. Only the end result - after calculating Poisson
brackets - is meant to be projected on the constraint surface, defined by the equations pn = 0
and H = 0. The pn corresponds to the momentum for the degree of freedom n and the relation
pn ≈ 0 forms the primary constraint of the theory, the un is an arbitrary multiplier and

H = gµνpµpν +m2 ≈ 0 (2.8)

is the secondary constraint - also called Hamiltonian or quadratic constraint. The pµ = ∂L
∂ẋµ

are
the usual momenta conjugate to the degrees of freedom xµ.
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As we mentioned, the action (2.1) describes a parametrization invariant system, i.e. one
whose action and equations of motion remain invariant under arbitrary changes of the parame-
ter λ. The symmetry structure of this type of quadratic in the velocities Lagrangians, including
a potential term, has been studied in [66] together with its connection to minisuperspace cosmo-
logical systems in Einstein’s General Relativity. For recent studies on the algebra spanned by
the symmetries of such a Lagrangian, associated to minisuperspace cosmology, see [67, 68]. In
particular in what regards geodesic problems, it has been shown [42], that the system described
by (2.2) admits non-local conserved quantities of the form

I(λ, x, p) = Y µ ∂L

∂ẋµ
+m2

∫
n(λ)ω(x(λ))dλ = Y µpµ +m2

∫
n(λ)ω(x(λ))dλ, (2.9)

where the Y µ are the components of conformal Killing vectors of gµν with conformal factor
ω(x), i.e.

LY gµν = 2ω(x)gµν , (2.10)

where we use L do denote the Lie derivative. The charge I has an explicit dependence on
the parameter λ, brought about by the integral we see on the right hand side of (2.9). The
total derivative of I with respect to the parameter can be seen that it is zero by virtue of the
Hamiltonian constraint:

dI

dλ
=
∂I

∂λ
+ {I,HT} = nω(x)H ≈ 0. (2.11)

The conserved charge given by I in (2.9) is non-local due to involving an integral of phase
space functions. This means that at least some prior knowledge of the trajectory is in principle
needed in order to carry out the integration in the right hand side of (2.9) and acquire the
explicit dependence on λ that I(λ, x, p) has. The parametrization invariance however, can help
overcome such a difficulty. To experience this, we need to remember that n(λ) can be used to
fix appropriately the gauge, i.e. choose the parameter along the curve. For example a choice
like n = ω(x)−1 makes the I for the corresponding conformal Killing vector to become

I = Y µpµ +m2λ. (2.12)

Such is the case, when we consider the affinely parametrized geodesics (n = 1) and a generic
homothetic vector (ω = 1), which is known to result in an integral of motion like (2.12),
possessing a linear dependence on the parameter λ. What we see here, with the help of (2.9), is
that any proper conformal Killing vector can lead, under the appropriate choice of parameter
along the curve, to an integral of motion of the form (2.12). Thus, we can always “localize” at
least one of any integrals of motion of the form (2.9), by choosing appropriately the parameter
λ (a time choice gauge fixing).

We need to mention that, the expression (2.9), also yields two other well-known results from
the theory of symmetries of geodesic systems:

a) When Y corresponds to a Killing field, i.e. ω(x) = 0, we obtain the typical conserved
quantities of the form I = Y µpµ.

b) If we consider null geodesics (m = 0), then all conformal Killing fields generate conserved
quantities of the form I = Y µpµ.
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Obviously, the substitution of either ω(x) = 0 or m = 0 in (2.9) leads to the desired linear
in the momenta expressions and thus, we obtain the expected results of the two cases. It is
interesting to note, that the two previous properties, signal an explicit symmetry breaking at
the level of the Lagrangian (2.2). When the parameter m is zero, conformal Killing vectors
(CKVs) form symmetries and generate conserved charges. On the other hand, when m 6= 0,
only pure Killing vectors (KVs) remain with this property. Of course we have KVs⊂CKVs,
hence, the mass is responsible for breaking a symmetry group. The new information that (2.9)
provides us with, is that, even when m 6= 0, the proper conformal Killing fields, still somehow
contribute in generating integrals of motion, but of non-local nature. An important question
is, if these new charges are actually owed to some Noether symmetries, which substitute the
ones broken of the original CKVs. This is what we will prove later, after briefly presenting the
concept of Noether symmetries and their charges.

2.2 Noether Symmetries

We start with a short review of how Noether symmetries are calculated. In this presentation,
we use as our model the Lagrangian (2.2), since it is the one that it is of interests to us.

If we consider a general transformation in the space of the dependent and independent
variables - n(λ), xµ(λ) and λ respectively - then its generator is written as

X = χ
∂

∂λ
+Xn

∂

∂n
+Xµ ∂

∂xµ
, (2.13)

where χ, Xn and Xµ denote the coefficients in the relative directions. If the corresponding
transformation leaves form invariant the action (2.1) of the system (δS = 0), we say that it
makes up a variational or, more broadly known as, a Noether symmetry transformation. In
infinitesimal form, the criterion which tells us if this condition is satisfied reads [69]

pr(1)X(L) + L
dχ

dλ
=
dΦ

dλ
, (2.14)

where Φ is some function related with the surface term up to which the action S may change
(δS = 0 ⇒ δ(Ldλ) = dΦ) [64]. Symmetries that satisfy (2.14) for Φ 6=const. are sometimes
referred to as quasi-symmetries, exactly because they cause the action to change by a surface
term. The pr(1)X is called the first prolongation of the vector X. It is the extension of the
basic vector X to the space of the first order derivatives ẋα and it is given by the formula

pr(1)X = X +

(
dXµ

dλ
− ẋµ

dχ

dλ

)
∂

∂ẋµ
. (2.15)

We just consider the first prolongation because the Lagrangian L that we use has a dependence
up to velocities. For higher order Lagrangians, e.g. containing accelerations, one would also
use higher order prolongations.

When a vector satisfies the symmetry criterion (2.14), it gives rise to the conserved quantity
of the form

I = Xµ ∂L

∂ẋµ
+ χ

(
L− ẋµ

∂L

∂ẋµ

)
− Φ = Xµpµ − χH− Φ, (2.16)
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where in the last equality we substituted the equivalent phase space expressions for the momenta
and the Hamiltonian constraint. In both (2.14) and (2.16) we neglected terms that would
formally appear and have to do with derivatives of the Lagrangian with respect to ṅ. Since L
has no ṅ dependence, these terms are bound to be trivially zero.

Up to now, we have made no assumption over the dependencies that the involved functions
may have. These classify the symmetry vector, X, into different categories. For example if
χ, Xn and Xµ depend only on the independent and dependent variables, λ, xµ and n, then
we say that X is a generator of a point symmetry. If, on the other hand, there is additional
dependence on derivatives, like for example ẋµ, then we talk about higher order (or hidden)
symmetries. If there is dependence on non-local expressions, then we refer to X as a non-local
symmetry generator.

The simplest case is that of point symmetries, because, for them, there exists an algorithmic
procedure of deriving the corresponding symmetry generator. The process is the following:
When calculating (2.14), we obtain an expression which contains the functions χ, Xn, Xµ, Φ
and their derivatives. Due to the presence of L in (2.14), there appear terms involving products
of velocities ẋµ. However, since we consider a point symmetry, none of the involved functions
χ, Xn, Xµ or Φ depends on velocities. As a result, each coefficient of different velocity products
inside (2.14) needs to be set separately equal to zero. This creates an over-determined system of
partial differential equations for the coefficients of the vector X and for Φ, which, when solved,
it derives the desirable symmetry vector. For example, in the case of the geodesic Lagrangian
(2.2), and for m 6= 0, the Killing vectors of the metric emerge as generators of point symmetries:
equation (2.14) leads to LXgµν = 0 for X = Xµ(x) ∂

∂xµ
and Φ =const. According to (2.16), the

corresponding conserved charge is linear in the momenta, I = Xµpµ.
The situation gets severely more complicated for higher order symmetries. Imagine for

example that we allow dependencies on the velocities, ẋµ, inside χ, Xn, Xµ and Φ. Then, we
cannot proceed in the same manner as before, by breaking equation (2.14) in smaller pieces
according to the different velocity dependencies. The (2.14) is to be solved in its totality
as a single equation. This complexity is what makes higher order symmetries, sometimes to
be referred to, as hidden symmetries. In order to facilitate the procedure of encountering
such symmetries however, certain restrictions are usually assumed in the dependencies of the
velocities inside the aforementioned functions, e.g. consider only polynomial dependencies up
to certain order. The most usual case is, when considering a linear dependence in the velocities
inside the coefficients of X. Then, you obtain integrals of motion associated with Killing tensors
of second rank leading, through (2.16), to quadratic in the momenta constants of the motion.
Such is the case of the famous Carter constant in the Kerr geometry, which is related to the
existence of a non-trivial Killing tensor Kµν . Now, (2.14) results in a symmetry generator of
the form X = Kµ

ν(x)ẋν ∂
∂xµ

, under the condition ∇(κKµν) = 0 and Φ =const. Here, ∇ is the
covariant derivative and the parenthesis in the indices denotes the usual full symmetrization,
e.g. A(µν) = 1

2
(Aµν + Aνµ). In this case, (2.16) yields a quadratic in the momenta conserved

charge, I = Kµνpµpν .
Let us consider the integral of motion (2.9), which is a non-local expression. It is logical to

assume that there might be some non-local symmetry generator (2.13) satisfying (2.14) for the
einbein Lagrangian (2.2). Truly, it is not very difficult to see that if we write the vector

X =

(
Y µ − ẋµ

n

∫
nω(x)dλ

)
∂

∂xµ
, (2.17)
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where Y is a conformal Killing vector satisfying (2.10), then this X satisfies (2.14) for Φ =const.
According to the prolongation formula (2.15), we obtain for the vector (2.17)

pr(1)X =

(
Y µ − ẋµ

n

∫
nωdλ

)
∂

∂xµ
+

(
dY µ

dλ
+

(
ṅẋµ

n2
− ẍµ

n

)∫
nωdλ− ωẋµ

)
∂

∂ẋµ

=

(
Y µ − ẋµ

n

∫
nωdλ

)
∂

∂xµ
+

(
∂Y µ

∂xκ
ẋκ +

1

n
Γµκλẋ

κẋλ
∫
nωdλ− ωẋµ

)
∂

∂ẋµ
.

(2.18)

In the above expression we used the chain rule in order to write dY µ

dλ
= ∂Y µ

∂xκ
ẋκ and the equations

of motion (2.6a) to eliminate the accelerations ẍµ. The action of the above prolonged vector
on the Lagrangian (2.2) yields

pr(1)X(L) =
1

2n
(LY gµν − 2ω(x)gµν) ẋµẋν − 1

2n2

(∫
n(λ)ω(x(λ))dλ

)
∇κgµν ẋ

µẋν ẋκ = 0. (2.19)

The first term after the equality in (2.19) is zero because, by our assumption, Y is a conformal
Killing vector satisfying (2.10), while the second also vanishes due to the covariant derivative of
the metric being zero, ∇κgµν = 0. Hence, criterion (2.14) is satisfied for (2.17) with Φ =const.
We have thus proved that there exists a non-local symmetry generator (2.17), which gives rise
to the integral of motion (2.9). We may now proceed and see how all these apply in the case
of a pp-wave geometry and why it is, in a sense, special.

2.3 The exceptional pp-wave case

A generic pp-wave space-time, in Brinkmann coordinates, is described by a line-element of the
form

ds2 = gµνdxµdxν = H(u, x, y)du2 + 2dudv + dx2 + dy2, (2.20)

where H = H(u, x, y) is the profile function and xµ = (u, v, x, y) are the coordinates. The
expressions for a generic conformal Killing vector (2.10) and the corresponding conformal factor
are well known for pp-wave space-times and in these coordinates are given by [54]:

Y u =
µ

2
δijx

ixj + ai(u)xi + a(u), (2.21a)

Y v = −µv2 +
(
xia′i(u) + 2b̄(u)− a′(u)

)
v +M(u, x, y) , i, j = 1, 2 (2.21b)

Y i = −
(
µxi + ai

)
v + γijkla

′
j(u)xkxl + b̄(u)xi − εijc(u)xj + ci(u), (2.21c)

and
ω = ω(u, v, xi) = b̄(u) + xia′i(u)− µv (2.22)

respectively. The a, b̄, c, ai, and ci, where i = 1, 2, are all functions of the variable u, while µ is
a constant parameter. The function M(u, x, y) needs to satisfy certain integrability conditions,
given in the appendix A, while the rest of the functions are connected to the profile H(u, x, y)
of the pp-wave through[

µxi + ai(u)
]
∂iH = 2µH + 2a′′i (u)xi − 2a′′(u) + 4b̄′(u). (2.23)

In our relations we use the indices i, j, k, l to denote the coordinates on the two-dimensional
flat plane xi = (x, y). The δij is used as a metric in this surface and we won’t bother with
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distinguishing between upper and lower indices in that plane. For the other two coordinates
of xµ, namely u and v, we use the relative letter as a superscript, when we want to denote the
component corresponding in that direction. For example, the Y u denotes the component of the
vector Y in the direction u. The symbols like ∂u, ∂v and ∂i, are used to express in a compact
form the relative partial derivatives with respect to the corresponding coordinate, e.g. ∂u = ∂

∂u
,

∂i = ∂
∂xi

.
If we use the pp-wave space-time metric in (2.2) we obtain the geodesic Lagrangian

L =
1

2n

(
Hu̇2 + 2u̇v̇ + ẋ2 + ẏ2

)
− nm

2

2
. (2.24)

The Euler-Lagrange equations of the system lead to

En(L) :=
∂L

∂n
− d

dλ

(
∂L

∂ṅ

)
= 0⇒ H(u, x, y)u̇2 + 2u̇v̇ + δijẋ

iẋj + n2m2 = 0 (2.25a)

Eu(L) :=
∂L

∂u
− d

dλ

(
∂L

∂u̇

)
= 0⇒ v̈ + ∂iH(u, x, y)ẋiu̇+

1

2
∂uH(u, x, y)u̇2 − ṅ

n
v̇ = 0, (2.25b)

Ev(L) :=
∂L

∂v
− d

dλ

(
∂L

∂v̇

)
= 0⇒ ü− ṅ

n
u̇ = 0, (2.25c)

Ei(L) :=
∂L

∂xi
− d

dλ

(
∂L

∂ẋi

)
= 0⇒ ẍi − 1

2
∂iH(u, x, y)u̇2 − ṅ

n
ẋi,= 0 (2.25d)

where En, Eµ denote the Euler derivatives with respect to n and xµ = (u, v, xi).
According to what we saw in the previous section, we expect the Killing vectors of the pp-

wave metric to be associated with point symmetries of the Lagrangian (2.24), yielding linear in
the momenta integrals of motion. The proper conformal Killing vectors are also to be involved,
but generally in non-local expressions.

Let us note that, the existence of the covariantly constant null Killing vector field, ` = ∂v,
for any pp-wave metric (2.20) guarantees the conservation of the momentum pv = ∂L

∂v̇
, whose

on mass shell value we symbolize with πv; this, in order to distinguish it from the phase space
variable pv. In other words, on mass shell we have pv = πv =const., due to the conservation
law dpv

dλ
= 0. This implies

pv = πv ⇒
u̇

n
= πv ⇒ n =

u̇

πv
, (2.26)

which is also the solution to the Euler-Lagrange equation (2.25c). Hence, the auxiliary degree
of freedom n is proportional to the velocity u̇. Note that this is not a gauge fixing condition for
n, it is bound to hold for any possible parameterization. By using (2.26) and (2.25a), it was
shown in [51] that the generic conformal factor ω of (2.22) can be written in such a way so as
to have

nω =
d

dλ

(
gµνf

µ ẋν

u̇

)
=

1

π2
v

d

dλ

(
gµνf

µ ẋν

n

)
=

1

π2
v

d

dλ
(fµpµ) , (2.27)
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where pµ = ∂L
∂ẋµ

= 1
n
gµν ẋ

ν are the momenta, and f is a spacetime vector with components

fu =0, (2.28a)

f v =
1

2
u
(
xia′i(u)− a′(u) + 2b̄(u)− 2µv

)
+

1

2
xiai(u) +

µ

4
δijx

ixj +
1

2
a(u)− m2

π2
v

µ

4
u2 , (2.28b)

f i =− 1

2
u
(
µxi + ai(u)

)
. (2.28c)

As a result the generally non-local conserved charge (2.9) is expressed in phase space, by virtue
of (2.27), as

I =

(
Y µ +

m2

π2
v

fµ
)
pµ = Υµpµ (2.29)

with Y being a conformal Killing vector and where we introduced a new vector Υ with com-
ponents

Υµ = Y µ +
m2

π2
v

fµ. (2.30)

This vector expresses a mass dependent distortion of the proper conformal Killing vectors Y .
It can be seen that the contribution of f in I is relevant only when Y is a proper CKV. That is,
the pure Killing vectors still generate the known conserved expressions Y µpµ. It is only when
Y is a proper CKV that a mass dependent modification is needed in order to have a conserved
quantity.

The corresponding conservation law reads:

dI

dλ
= −2nΩEn(L)−ΥµEµ(L)− m2

n
Ω

(
n2 − u̇2

π2
v

)
(2.31)

where Ω = ω − m2

2π2
v
µu. The right hand side is zero because of the Euler-Lagrange equations

(2.25) and the known first integral (2.26). The two first terms in the right hand side of (2.31)
is the result of what you get when you take the total derivative of a typical Noether charge; a
linear combination of the Euler-Lagrange equations. The existence of the last term in (2.31)
however, is something different. It is not an equation of motion, but a first order relation, which
is zero due to an already known conserved charge. In other words, relation (2.31) gives us a
conservation law which holds due to the given constant value of another known integral of the
motion. In the next section we are going to study what is the exact relation of the vector Υ in
(2.30) and the conserved charge I of (2.29) with the Noether symmetries of this system.

2.4 Relation to a Noether symmetry

In section 2.2, we gave a brief description of the typical Noether symmetry approach. As can
be seen by (2.16), linear in the momenta integrals of motion of the form I = Xµpµ are given
by point symmetry generators, i.e. vectors whose components depend purely on the dependent
and independent variables (no higher order or non-local dependence):

X = Xµ(λ, n, x)
∂

∂xµ
. (2.32)
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By utilizing the symmetry criterion (2.14) it is easy to derive that, for the pp-wave space-time,
as for any metric, only the Killing vectors of the space-time generate point symmetries of this
form. In particular, for massive geodesics m 6= 0, we get that X is a symmetry if LXgµν = 0.
On the other hand, as we saw in the previous section, we were able to write the conserved
quantity appearing in (2.29), which is a linear in the momenta integral of the motion, but
which is generated by a mass dependent distortion of the conformal Killing vectors of the
metric, the vector Υ in (2.30). The latter appears to generate a linear conserved charge even
though it is not a Noether symmetry. Let us mention here that conserved quantities are not
all necessarily of Noetherian origin. However, in this case, we shall demonstrate that there is
actually a relation of Υ to a formal Noether symmetry.

In order to reveal the true Noether symmetry it is enough to naively substitute the constant
ratio m2

π2
v

that we see in (2.30)1 with its dynamical equivalent. In other words lets us substitute

m2 from (2.6b), with respect to velocities, and πv = pv = ∂L
∂v̇

= u̇
n
, then we obtain

m2

π2
v

= −gµν ẋ
µẋν

u̇2
. (2.33)

We may now write a new vector Υ̃ whose components are defined as

Υ̃µ := Υµ|(m,πv)→ẋ = Y µ − gµν ẋ
µẋν

u̇2
f̃µ, (2.34)

where f̃ := f |(m,πv)→ẋ. Let us consider the first prolongation of this vector, with the help of
formula (2.15), in order to extend it in the space of the velocities

pr(1)Υ̃ = Υ̃µ ∂

∂xµ
+ ˙̃Υµ ∂

∂ẋµ
=

(
Y µ − gµν ẋ

µẋν

u̇2
f̃µ
)

∂

∂xµ
+

(
Ẏ µ − gµν ẋ

µẋν

u̇2

˙̃fµ
)

∂

∂ẋµ
. (2.35)

The second equality in the above relation holds on mass shell. The components ˙̃Υµ in general
contain accelerations, which however can be eliminated by using the Euler-Lagrange equations
(2.25b)-(2.25d) or equivalently by remembering that the ratio containing velocities in (2.34) is
an on mass shell constant.

It is easy to verify that pr(1)Υ̃(L) = 0, which means that the vector Υ̃ is a Noether symmetry
of the action. However, it is not a point symmetry, since its components in (2.34) contain
dependence on the first derivatives. The vector Υ̃ constitutes a higher order or a hidden
symmetry. The corresponding conserved charge, Ĩ, which is generated by symmetry (2.34), is
connected to the I of (2.29) in the same manner that the Υ̃ is connected to the Υ

Ĩ := I|(m,πv)→p = Y αpα −
gαβ(f |(m,πv)→p)

γpαpβpγ
Kµνpµpν

. (2.36)

In the above relation we have substituted the constant ratio (2.33) with respect to the momenta,
as m2

π2
v

= −gµνpµpν
p2v

and we have used the trivial second rank Killing tensor K = `⊗ ` = ∂v ⊗ ∂v,
which is constructed out of the covariantly constant Killing vector `. It is clear that π2

v = p2
v =

1Note that there is an extra m2

π2
v

term inside the fv component of f , see relation (2.28b), which also needs to

be substituted.
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Kµνpµpν . The total derivative of Ĩ with respect to the parameter λ, is zero purely by virtue of
the Euler-Lagrange equations (2.25).

We thus have, a higher order symmetry generator Υ̃ whose components are given in (2.34).
This generates a Noether charge, Ĩ, that is a rational function in the momenta. The interesting
coincidence is that, on mass shell, part of this ratio is already constant, equal to m2

π2
v

. This
leads to the reduced expression of the original conserved quantity, which we denoted with I,
and which has a linear dependence on the momenta. This reduced charge seems as if generated
by a mass dependent distortion of the conformal Killing vectors of the metric; the vector Υ
with its components supplied by (2.30). The latter, even though it is not a formal Noether
symmetry, has some interesting geometrical implications that offer a generalization of what we
see happening in pp-waves.

2.5 Geometric interpretation and generalizations

It is interesting to study, whether this nice coincidence that we encountered in the case of
pp-wave space-times, where a higher order symmetry of the geodesics is revealed as a mass
dependent distortion of the conformal Killing vectors, can be generalized to include other
geometries. We shall see that in principle this is possible, in fact let us first state that:

Theorem 1. For a given manifold with metric gµν, which admits a second rank Killing tensor
Kµν, any space-time vector Υ satisfying

LΥgµν = 2Ω(x)

(
gµν +

m2

κ
Kµν

)
, (2.37)

produces a linear in the momenta conserved charge I = Υµpµ for the corresponding geodesic
system by virtue of the Hamiltonian constraint (2.8) and the conserved charge Kµνpµpν = κ.

The proof can be easily deduced by simply taking the Poisson bracket of I with the Hamil-
tonian constraint (2.8), which plays the principal role in the time evolution:

{I,H} = {Υαpα, g
µνpµpν +m2} = − (LΥg

µν) pµpν = 2Ω(x)

(
gµν +

m2

κ
Kµν

)
pµpν

= 2Ω(x)
(
gµνpµpν +m2

)
= 2Ω(x)H ≈ 0,

(2.38)

with the second equation being valid due to having Kµνpµpν = κ. That is, the integral of
motion I is related to the constant value of the known quadratic integral. In the pp-wave case,
we had Ω = ω − m2

2κ
µu, where ω is the conformal factor (LY gµν = 2ωgµν), Υ given by (2.30),

K = `⊗ ` and κ = π2
v .

In addition to the above, we can prove the following:

Theorem 2. If a space-time with metric gµν, admits a second rank Killing tensor K( 6= g) and

a vector Υ = Υ(x, m
2

κ
) satisfying (2.37), then the

Υ̃ = Υ(x,
−gµν ẋµẋν

Kαβẋαẋβ
), (2.39)

is a higher order Noether symmetry generator of the geodesic action, yielding the conserved
charge of the form

Ĩ = Υ̃αpα. (2.40)
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The proof is quite straightforward to derive and makes use of the fact that K is a Killing
tensor; it does not necessarily require that the space-time is a pp-wave. It can be found in
detail in the appendix B.

In the pp-wave case we saw that the vectors satisfying (2.37) obtain the nice form

Υ = Y +
m2

κ
f. (2.41)

An important observation is, that the vectors Υ do not necessarily close an algebra. In principle
this seems counter-intuitive from our usual experience, but it becomes better understood if we
think of our situation in terms of the Poisson bracket formalism. Remember that the linear I
of the (2.29) are the on mass shell reduced expressions of the actual charges Ĩ of (2.36). The
Poisson bracket of two reduced charges I will not necessarily give something which happens to
also be a reduced expression of some higher order charge. It is the Poisson brackets between
two Ĩ charges that are bound to be conserved, not those involving the I. The vectors Υ are
not the actual symmetries, they offer a convenient reduction scheme that allows for simpler
calculations and to reveal the higher order - true Noether - symmetries Υ̃, which would be
quite more difficult to derive in the conventional manner.

The relation (2.37) satisfied by Υ, reveals the latter as a generator of disformal transforma-
tions. These form a generalization of conformal transformations and where initially introduced
by Bekenstein [70]. Usually, a disformal transformation of the metric is written as

ĝµν = A(x)gµν +B(x)`µ`ν . (2.42)

where ĝµν is a new “physical” metric, `µ is the gradient of some scalar field, i.e. `µ = ∇µφ, and
A(x), B(x) are scalar functions of the space-time [71]. One motivation behind the introduction
of disformal transformations, was to connect different scalar-tensor theories [72]. For further
uses and applications of disformal transformations see [73–78]. We may generalize (2.42), by
defining a transformation of the form ĝµν = A(x)gµν + B(x)Kµν , with K any second rank
tensor, which would be compatible with (2.37). In the pp-wave case, a vector like Υ, satisfying
a relation like (2.37) for Kµν = `µ`ν with ` = ∂v a null, Killing vector, is referred as a null-like
disformal Killing vector in the terminology of [71]. The ` can be also written as the gradient
of some scalar field `µ = ∇µφ, where φ = u. Thus, in the pp-wave case, the vectors Υ generate
disformal transformations in accordance with definition (2.42). We need to note that, in the
original definition [70], the functions A and B depended only on the scalar field φ and the
inner product `µ`µ = ∇µφ∇µφ. Obviously this is more restrictive than requiring A and B to
be space-time functions.

The existence of a vector Υ satisfying (2.37) signifies that, in order for these conserved
charges to appear, there must exist a coordinate transformation, which at the same time is
a disformal transformation of the metric involving a Killing tensor K. We may proceed to
examine an example of a different metric admitting such symmetries.

2.5.1 The de Sitter example

As we demonstrated, for pp-waves, you can satisfy equation (2.37) by distorting appropriately
the conformal Killing vectors of the metric. This raises the question, whether there exist other
space-times which also have this property and for which we can derive hidden symmetries
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through (2.37). One obvious answer is the flat space, since all the relations that we used
for pp-waves can lead trivially to the Minkowski space (in light-cone coordinates) by simply
setting the profile function, H(u, x, y), in the line-element (2.20), equal to zero. Here, we
report another example in the form of the de Sitter universe corresponding to a spatially flat
Friedmann–Lemâıtre–Robertson–Walker (FLRW) space-time that solves Einstein’s equations
with a cosmological constant.

If we write the line-element in Cartesian coordinates x = (t, x, y, z) we have

ds2 = −dt2 + elt
(
dx2 + dy2 + dz2

)
, (2.43)

where l denotes the constant associated with the value of the Ricci scalar, R = 3l2 and the
cosmological constant Λ = 3l2

4
, for which the metric (2.43) satisfies Einstein’s equations Rµν −

1
2
gµνR + Λgµν = 0.

The Lagrangian that reproduces the geodesic equations is given by

L =
1

2n

[
−ṫ2 + elt

(
ẋ2 + ẏ2 + ż2

)]
− nm

2

2
(2.44)

and the equations themselves are equivalent to

ṫ2 − elt
(
ẋ2 + ẏ2 + ż2

)
−m2n2 = 0 (2.45a)

ẗ =
ṅṫ

n
− 1

2
lelt
(
ẋ2 + ẏ2 + ż2

)
(2.45b)

ẍi =
ẋi
(
ṅ− nlṫ

)
n

, (2.45c)

where t(λ), xi(λ) and n(λ) are all functions of λ, which symbolizes the parameter along the
curve.

The manifold where the motion takes place is maximally symmetric, thus possessing ten
Killing vectors. They of course generate the corresponding linear in the momenta conserved
charges of the geodesic equations. We refrain from giving their expressions here. We are
more interested in the five proper conformal Killing vectors of the space-time, which, in these
coordinates, are written as

Y0 = e
l
2
t∂t, Yi = e

l
2
txi∂t −

2

l
e−

l
2
t∂i

Y4 = e−
l
2
t

(
4

l2
− xjxj

)
∂t −

4

l
e−

l
2
txi∂i,

(2.46)

where now i, j = 1, 2, 3 and xi = (x, y, z). The i, j indices are raised and lowered with the
spatial part of the metric gij = eltδij. These vectors generate conserved charges only when
m = 0 (null geodesics).

Let us see how they can be distorted to generate conserved quantities in the massive case.
First, let us construct the trivial Killing tensor K = ∂i⊗∂i out of the sum of the tensor products
of the Killing vectors that constitute the spatial translations. Its covariant components are

Kµν =


0 0 0 0
0 e2lt 0 0
0 0 e2lt 0
0 0 0 e2lt

 (2.47)
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and of course we have ∇(κKµν) = 0. By using equation (2.37), we find the following five vectors
that satisfy it for appropriate functions Ω(x):

Υ0 =
e
l
2
t(

m2

κ
elt + 1

) 1
2

∂t, Υi =
e
l
2
t(

m2

κ
elt + 1

) 1
2

xi∂t −
2

l
e−

l
2
t

(
m2

κ
elt + 1

) 1
2

∂i

Υ4 =
e−

l
2
t(

m2

κ
elt + 1

) 1
2

(
4

l2
− xjxj

)
∂t −

4

l
e−

l
2
t

(
m2

κ
elt + 1

) 1
2

xi∂i.

(2.48)

Notice that by setting m = 0 in (2.48) we obtain the proper conformal Killing vectors (2.46).
Due to theorem 2 we expect the vectors Υ̃, that emerge by substituting the constant ratio m2

κ

in (2.48) with the expression

m2

κ
= − gµνpµpν

Kαβpαpβ
=

pµp
µ

p2
x + p2

y + p2
z

= e−2lt

(
ṫ2

ẋ2 + ẏ2 + ż2
− elt

)
, (2.49)

are higher order symmetries of the Lagrangian. Truly, it can be easily verified that the resulting
Υ̃(x, ẋ) := Υ|eq (2.49) satisfy pr(1)Υ̃(L) = 0 and form higher order Noether symmetries, whose

charges are the Ĩ = Υ̃αpα. As an example let us take the conserved charge corresponding to
the

Υ̃0 =
e
lt
2(

ṫ2e−lt

ẋ2+ẏ2+ż2

) 1
2

∂t (2.50)

which reads

Ĩ0 = Υ̃µ
0pµ = Υ̃µ

0

∂L

∂ẋµ
= − e

1
2
ltṫ

n
(

e−lt ṫ2

ẋ2+ẏ2+ż2

) 1
2

. (2.51)

It is straightforward to see that dĨ0
dλ

= 0 due to (2.45b) and (2.45c). The corresponding on mass

shell reduced expression of the charges Ĩ are given by the I = Υαpα, which are conserved on
account of m2 = 1

n

[
ṫ− elt (ẋ2 + ẏ2 + ż2)

]
and κ = e2lt

n
(ẋ2 + ẏ2 + ż2).

We thus see that there exist geometries beyond pp-waves, where the conformal Killing
vectors of the space admit mass dependent distortions. These generate additional conserved
quantities when m 6= 0.

Up to now, we considered geodesics in (pseudo-)Riemannian geometry and saw how the
symmetry breaking owed to the mass can lead to the appearance of new classes of symmetries.
In the following sections we shall depart from the (pseudo-)Riemannian case, in order to in-
troduce another symmetry breaking parameter. This will be realized through considering a
more general, Finslerian, geometry and in particular that of a Bogoslovsky space-time, which
involves a Lorentz violating parameter b.

3 The Bogoslovsky-Finsler line-element

We start this section with some generic information on Finsler geometry, so as to facilitate the
following presentation. In Finsler geometry we consider a general line-element of the form

ds2
F = F (x, dx)2, (3.1)
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where F (x, dx) is a function homogeneous of degree one in the dxµ, that is, F (x, σdx) =
σF (x, dx) for every σ > 0. This is a generalization which contains the (pseudo-)Riemannian
case, where the F 2 is simply quadratic in the dxµ. A metric tensor can still be introduced as

Gµν(x, dx) = −1

2

∂2F 2

∂(dxµ)∂(dxν)
(3.2)

and thus write
ds2

F = Gµν(x, dx)dxµdxν , (3.3)

with the difference that the metric Gµν now, in contrast to the Riemannian gµν , carries a
dependence on the differentials dxµ. The equality of (3.1) and (3.3) is obtained with the
use of Euler’s theorem for homogeneous functions and from exploiting the fact that F 2 is a
homogeneous function of degree two in the dxµ. Given a Finsler function F (x, dx) we may also
express the line-element as

ds2
F = F (x, dx)2 = F(x, dx)gµν(x)dxµdxν (3.4)

where F(x, dx) is a function homogeneous of degree zero in dx.
Bogoslovsky [79,80] introduced a line-element of the form

ds2
F = ηµνdxµdxν

[
(`µdxµ)2

−ηµνdxµdxν

]b
, (3.5)

where 0 < b < 1 is a dimensionless parameter, ηµν = diag(−1, 1, 1, 1), ∇µ`
ν = 0, ηµν`

µ`ν = 0
and `0 > 0. This serves as a generalization of Special Relativity where the isotropy is broken in
a preferred direction, which is set by the future directed null vector `. The symmetries of line-
element (3.5) have been studied in [81] and are identified to form the eight dimensional group
named DISIMb(2), which is a deformation of the ISIM(2) group of Very Special Relativity
[82]. This lower symmetry count, in comparison to the ten dimensional Poincaré group of the
quadratic line-element ds2 = ηµνdxµdxν , implies that we have another symmetry breaking effect
owed to the anisotropy parameter b.

Bogoslovsky’s theory has an obvious generalization to a curved space with the substitution
ηµν 7→ gµν [83, 84]. In the case of a pp-wave space-time we can set as the preferred direction
the covariantly constant null vector ` = ∂v. Then, the line-element of the Finslerian extension
is written as

ds2
F = gµνdxµdxν

[
Kαβdxαdxβ

−gµνdxµdxν

]b
, (3.6)

where, we made the use of the Kαβdxαdxβ = (`µdxµ)2 = du2 of the pp-wave case - remember
that Kµν = `µ`ν .

For line-elements of the form of (3.6), appearing in this Finslerian version of pp-waves, there
exists an interesting theorem owed to Roxburgh and proven in [85]. In brief it states that, if in
the Finslerian line-element (3.4) the function F(x, dx) is such, so that

F(x, dx) = F

(
(Kµ1....µk(x)dxµ1 ...dxµk)

2
k

gµν(x)dxµdxν

)
, (3.7)
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with Kµ1....µk(x) a tensor of rank k, which is covariantly constant (∇κKµν = 0) with respect to
the connection associated with gµν , then the geodesics of ds2

F are identical to those produced
by the Riemannian metric gµν and the typical quadratic line-element ds2 = gµνdxµdxν .

Obviously, the pp-wave case falls into this category since ` is covariantly constant and
hence so is Kµν . Thus, Finslerian pp-waves of this type basically produce the same geodesics
as the Riemannian case. However, the physically related parameters are indeed affected by the
presence of b 6= 0. What is more, we are going to see that interesting changes take place in
what regards the symmetry structure of the system and - what the mass does when breaking
the conformal Killing symmetries in the Riemannian case - now the parameter b also does it to
certain isometries of the base metric gµν .

4 Geodesics and a new conservation law

The geodesic Lagrangian for the Finslerian line-element ds2
F of (3.5) is given by

LF = −m
√
−F 2, (4.1)

or equivalently, in the einbein formalism, by

L =
1

2n
Gµν(x, ẋ)ẋµẋν − nm

2

2
, (4.2)

which is of the same form as (2.2) with the difference that instead of gµν , it now involves the
Finsler metric Gµν(x, ẋ) defined in (3.2).

The (geodesic) Euler-Lagrange equations for the degrees of freedom xµ are equivalent to [86]

ẍµ + γµκλẋ
κẋλ = xµ

d

dλ
(lnn) , (4.3)

where γµκλ = 1
2
Gµσ

(
∂Gσλ
∂xκ

+ ∂Gκσ
∂xλ
− ∂Gκλ

∂xσ

)
are the Christoffel symbols with respect to the metric

Gµν . The Euler-Lagrange equation for the einbein field, n, yields the constraint

1

n2
Gµν(x, ẋ)ẋµẋν +m2 = 0. (4.4)

The momenta are given by

pκ =
∂Ln
∂ẋµ

=
1

n
Gµκẋ

µ, (4.5)

which looks similar to the relation of the Riemannian case, but this time the right hand side
is not linear in the velocities. We note that the extra term that would appear, due to the
dependence of Gµν on the velocities, is identically zero by virtue of the definition (3.2) and the
fact that the Finsler metric, Gµν , is a homogeneous function of degree zero in the velocities;
this term would be proportional to

∂Gµν

∂ẋκ
ẋµẋν = −1

2

∂3F 2

∂ẋµ∂ẋν∂ẋκ
ẋµẋν =

∂Gµκ

∂ẋν
ẋµẋν = 0. (4.6)

The last equality holds due to Euler’s theorem on homogeneous functions, which in this case
implies ∂Gµκ

∂ẋν
ẋν = 0 (see (2.5) for k = 0).
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We may thus once more write the Hamiltonian constraint as

H = Gµν(x, p)pµpν +m2 ≈ 0, (4.7)

assuming that we have managed to invert relations (4.5) and thus express the velocities with
respect to the momenta. If we want to look for a linear in the momenta conserved quantity of
the form I = Υµpµ, we need to demand {I,H} ≈ 0. We use the weak equality here because, due
to the Hamiltonian constraint (4.7), which is bound to be zero, it is enough that the Poisson
bracket produces something multiple of the constraint. The Poisson bracket is calculated to be

{I,H} = −
(

Υσ ∂G
µν

∂xσ
+Gµσ ∂Υν

∂xσ
+Gσν ∂Υµ

∂xσ

)
pµpν

=
1

n2

(
Υσ ∂Gµν

∂xσ
−Gµσ

∂Υν

∂xσ
−Gσν

∂Υµ

∂xσ

)
ẋµẋν ,

(4.8)

where, in the last equality, we made the transition to velocity phase space coordinates by
utilizing (4.5). In the parenthesis we recognize what would be the Lie derivative of Gµν if the
latter had no dependence in the velocities. Once more, an additional appearing term of the
form ∂Υκ

∂xσ
∂Gµν

∂pσ
pµpνpκ has been set to zero because

∂Gµν

∂pσ
pµ =

∂Gµν

∂ẋκ
∂ẋκ

∂pσ
pµ = −GλνGτµ∂Gλτ

∂ẋκ
∂ẋκ

∂pσ
Gρµẋρ = −Gλν ∂ẋκ

∂pσ

∂Gλρ

∂ẋκ
ẋρ = 0. (4.9)

The last equality holds again due to Euler’s theorem.
For the line-element of (3.6) the corresponding Finsler metric Gµν reads

Gµν(x, ẋ) =2b(1− b)
[
gσµgτν

Kb

G1+b
+ (gσµKτν + gσνKτµ)

Kb−1

Gb
+KσµKτν

Kb−2

G1−b

]
ẋσẋτ

(1− b)gµν
Kb

Gb
− bKµν

Kb−1

Gb−1
,

(4.10)

where, for abbreviation, we use K = Kµν ẋ
µẋν and G = −gµν ẋµẋν . When we insert the metric

(4.10) inside (4.8) and consider the equation {I,H} ≈ 0, we arrive at

{I,H} =
1

n2

[
(1− b) (LΥgµν) ẋµẋν

Kb

Gb
− b (LΥKµν) ẋµẋν

Kb−1

Gb−1

]
≈ 0, (4.11)

where LΥ now stands for the Lie derivative with respect to the vector Υ.
In the case where Kµν is a covariantly constant Killing vector, which means that, according

to Roxburg’s theorem [85], the (4.3) become the Riemannian (2.6a), the K and G are constants
of the motion. Let us set the on mass shell constant value of their ratio as KG = 1

M2
b
. Then, the

condition (4.11) becomes

{I,H} =
1

n2
LΥ

(
1− b
M2b

b

gµν −
b

M
2(b−1)
b

Kµν

)
ẋµẋν ≈ 0. (4.12)

The equality to zero is sufficient to be satisfied on mass shell. By taking an example from the
Riemannian case, we may relax it to formulate the following:
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Theorem 3. Consider the Bogoslovsky space described by the line-element (3.6). If K is a
second rank covariantly constant Killing tensor of g, and there exists a vector Υ satisfying

LΥ

(
gµν −

b

1− b
M2

bKµν

)
= 2Ω(x)

(
gµν +M2

bKµν

)
, (4.13)

where the constant Mb of the geodesic motion is defined as M−2
b = Kµν ẋµẋν

−gµν ẋµẋν
, then the I = Υµpµ

is conserved along the geodesics.

The proof is straightforward. When we contract the right hand side of equation (4.13) with
the velocities we obtain something which is on mass shell zero

{I,H} ∝ 2Ω

n2

(
gµν +M2

bKµν

)
ẋµẋν =

2Ω

n2

(
−M2

bKµν ẋ
µẋν +M2

bKµν ẋ
µẋν
)

= 0 (4.14)

by simply using the fact that

M−2
b =

Kµν ẋ
µẋν

−gµν ẋµẋν
. (4.15)

For the condition (4.13) we have not made any assumption about the space-time e.g. if it is
going to be a pp-wave or not. The only thing that is needed is for K to be covariantly constant
with respect to the Levi-Civita connection compatible with gµν , i.e. ∇κKµν = 0. We may also
notice that on the left hand side of (4.13) there appears a metric disformally related to the
original gµν

ĝµν = gµν −
b

1− b
M2

bKµν . (4.16)

The Killing vectors of this metric, satisfy (4.13) for Ω = 0. In the next section we proceed to
study what happens in the case where g is a pp-wave metric.

5 The distorted symmetry vector in Finslerian pp-waves

and in flat space

Lets consider the metric g of a pp-wave space-time derived from (2.20) and take as Kµν the
“square” of the covariantly constant vector ` = ∂v. A study on the integrability of the corre-
sponding geodesic equations based on conventional integrals of motion has been given previously
in [52]. Here, we concentrate on the quantities that condition (4.13) generates. The Finslerian
geodesic Lagrangian (4.1), is written as

LF = −m
√
−F 2 = −mu̇b

(
−H(u, x, y)u̇2 − 2u̇v̇ − δijxixj

) 1−b
2 . (5.1)

Once more, we use the coordinates xµ = (u, v, xi), as we did in section 2.3. In the case b = 0,
the Lagrangian LF reduces to the usual square root Lagrangian of the Riemannian geodesics.
The dynamically equivalent Lagrangian in the einbein formalism is given by

L = − 1

2n
u̇2b
(
−H(u, x, y)u̇2 − 2u̇v̇ − δijxixj

)1−b − nm
2

2
(5.2)
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and it reproduces a set of Euler-Lagrange equations equivalent to those of LF . The constraint
equation (the Euler-Lagrange for n) leads to

n = ± u̇
b

m

(
−H(u, x, y)u̇2 − 2u̇v̇ − δijxixj

) 1−b
2 . (5.3)

Substitution of (5.3) in (5.2) gives L = ±LF . From now on - and to be consistent with the sign
conventions assumed - where ever n is substituted from (5.3) the plus root is utilized, so that
we obtain the correspondence L = LF .

Since ` is covariantly constant, obviously the same holds for K = ` ⊗ `, which we used
to write (4.1). Thus, Lagrangians (5.1) and (5.2) are bound to generate the same geodesic
equations as the (2.24) of the Riemannian case. It can be easily verified that this is the true.
Consequently, we expect that the same number of conserved quantities must be admitted in
both systems. However, we need to mention, that it will not necessarily be the same vectors
that generate symmetries. This is because, Lagrangians (5.1) and (5.2) are distinct from their
Riemannian counterparts (obtained when b = 0); they have a different functional dependence
on velocities and this changes the form of the generating vectors.

An obvious symmetry that remains the same is the one owed to the covariantly constant
vector `, which tells us that the momentum in the v direction is again conserved. Truly, it is
easy to see that we have the conserved charge

pv =
∂L

∂v̇
= (1− b) u̇

1+2b

n

(
−H(u, x, y)u̇2 − 2u̇v̇ − δijxixj

)−b
= πv. (5.4)

Once more, we use the Greek letter πv to denote the on mass shell constant value of the
momentum pv. By combining (5.4) with (5.3) and remembering Eq. (4.15), it is easy to derive
the relation

M2
b =

[
(1− b)2m2

π2
v

] 1
1+b

(5.5)

among the constants of integration. The latter, gives us Mb in terms of the mass m, the
momentum πv and the Lorentz violating parameter b; obviously, when b = 0, M2

0 = m2

π2
v

.

By solving equation (4.13), we now obtain the following vector

Υµ = Y µ +M2
b f

µ
1 +

b

1− b
M2

b f
µ
2 , (5.6)

where Y is a conformal Killing vector of the pp-wave metric gµν (its components are given by
Eqs. (2.21)) and f1, f2 are the acquired distortions. The first, is exactly the same as the one
derived in (2.28) with the identification m2

π2
v
→M2

b , i.e.

fu1 =0, (5.7a)

f v1 =
1

2
u
(
xia′i(u)− a′(u) + 2b̄(u)− 2µv

)
+

1

2
xiai(u) +

µ

4
δijx

ixj

+
a(u)

2
−M2

b

µ

4
u2 , (5.7b)

f i1 =− 1

2
u
(
µxi + ai(u)

)
. (5.7c)
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The second distortion is new and contributes only along the v direction

fu2 = 0, f i2 = 0 (5.8a)

f v2 =
µ

2
δijx

ixj + ai(u)xi + a(u). (5.8b)

An alternative way to write the expression for Υ using only the Y vector components is

Υµ = Y µ +
2∑

n=1

M2n
b

un

22n−1

∂n

∂vn
Y µ +

b+ 1

2(1− b)
M2

b δ
µ
vY

u. (5.9)

It can be checked that the quantity I = Υµ ∂L
∂ẋµ

, made up from the vector (5.6), is a constant of
the motion, by virtue of the already known conserved charge (5.4) and the constraint equation,
which yields (5.3). The corresponding function Ω(x) for which Υ satisfies (4.13) is given by

Ω(x) = xia′i(u) + b̄(u)− µ
(
v +

M2
b

2
u

)
. (5.10)

A first observation regarding the vector (5.6) is that the Lorentz violating parameter b
introduces an additional distortion in terms of the vector f2. In what follows we are going
to study more in detail this distortion and its nature. Apart from the pp-wave case, we will
also comment separately on what happens in the flat case, H(u, x, y) = 0. The corresponding
higher order symmetries of the flat case have been studied separately in [87].

Another interesting point is that, once more, if we take the basic vector (5.6) and substitute,
in place of M2

b , the ratio involving velocities, i.e. (4.15). Then, exactly as it happened in the
Riemannian case, the induced vector Υ̃ := Υ|M2

b=KG
forms a higher order symmetry vector

satisfying the infinitesimal criterion of invariance with pr(1)Υ̃(L) = 0. Hence, we again have a
higher order Noether symmetry, whose on mass shell reduced expression yields the distorted
space-time vector (5.6).

5.1 The non-flat case, H(u, x, y) 6= 0

In the non flat case, where the metric describes a pp-wave space-time, the most general expres-
sion of a Killing vector, Lξgµν = 0, is2 [54]

ξ = (αu+ β) ∂u +
(
σ − αv − c′i(u)xi

)
∂v +

(
γεijx

i + ci(u)
)
∂j, (5.11)

whose components are obtained from (2.21) when setting the functions, ai(u), b̄(u) and the
parameter µ appearing in the conformal factor (2.22) equal to zero and by introducing

a(u) = αu+ β, c(u) = γ and M(u, x, y) = σ − c′i(u)xi. (5.12)

Of course H(u, x, y) has to also satisfy a certain partial differential equation, which is obtained
from (A.1a) with the above substitutions together with ai(u) = b̄(u) = µ = 0

1

2
(αu+ β) ∂uH +

1

2

(
ci(u)− εijxj

)
∂iH + αH − c′′i (u)xi = 0. (5.13)

2We use the ξ here to denote the subset of the Y consisting only of the pure Killing vectors of the metric,
i.e. those Y corresponding to a conformal factor of ω(x) = 0.
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The constant parameters α, β, γ and σ characterize the corresponding mono-parametric groups
of motion; of them, the Killing vector owed to the parameter σ, i.e. ξv = ` = ∂v, is present in all
pp-wave space-times. In total, a non-flat pp-wave can admit at most seven Killing vectors [54].

As we observe from (5.7) and (5.8) the modification owed to the presence of Killing fields
has just to do with the function a(u), since it is the only one appearing in the fµ1 and fµ2
components, which at the same time does not belong to the conformal factor ω of (2.22). From
the linear expression of a(u) in (5.12) we can also notice that no modification owed to the fµ1
can affect a Killing vector. The αu part is automatically cancelled in the component f v1 by
the combination 1

2
(a− ua′) = β

2
; as it can be seen from (5.7b). The remaining β constant

is nothing but a contribution which can be subtracted by a constant multiple of the already
known Killing field ξv = ` = ∂v and thus the fµ1 can be cleared out from all modifications
involving Killing fields.

On the contrary, the fµ2 modification is bound to contain parameter α (when the appropriate
Killing field exists), see the f v2 in (5.8b). The parameter β can still be removed by subtracting a
multiple of the existing symmetry `. As a result, whenever gµν is such that the vector associated
with α,

ξ0 = u∂u − v∂v, (5.14)

is Killing, i.e. Lξ0gµν = 0, then, ξ0 is broken as a symmetry for the Finslerian space-time with
b 6= 0. However, with the appropriate distortion owed to f2 we may write the

Υ0 = u∂u +

(
b

1− b
M2

b u− v
)
∂v, (5.15)

which generates a conserved charge I = Υµ
0pµ in place of the broken symmetry. It is easy to

check that, the Υ0 is a Killing vector of the disformally related metric (4.16), i.e. LΥ0 ĝµν = 0.
In other words, the modification that restores the broken Killing symmetry, satisfies (4.13) for
Ω = 0. We see thus that, in contrast to the b = 0 case, when b 6= 0, it is possible to have a
modification over a Killing vector field instead of just proper CKVs. The introduction of b can
truly break isometries and one needs to add certain modifications, which on the mass shell lead
to conserved quantities.

From the Riemannian case, we remember that the distorted conformal Killing vectors -
being the reduced form of some formal symmetries - do not necessarily close an algebra. Here,
we shall see that the b-dependent modification acquired in Υ0 does not alter the algebra status
with the rest of the symmetry vectors. To demonstrate this, let us break down the ξ of (5.11)
with respect to the rest of the parameters. Then, we have the following possible Killing vectors:
ξu = ∂u, ξxy = −y∂x + x∂y and of course the always present ξv = ` = ∂v. In addition to the
above we may also have vectors of the form

ξci = −c′i(u)xi∂v + ci(u)∂j. (5.16)

It is clear from the above expressions that the only commutator relation that is altered by the
modification term appearing in (5.15) is the

[Υ0, ξu] = −ξu +
b

1− b
M2

b ξv. (5.17)

Even though this commutator brings about no problem in the closing of an algebra, in reality
such a situation cannot arise for a non flat space-time, because ξu and the non-modified vector
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ξ0 = u∂u−v∂v cannot be both Killing vectors for a non-flat metric of the form of gµν (application
of both ξu and ξ0 leads to H(u, x, y) = 0). Thus, the modified vector Υ0 is bound to close the
same commutator relations as the original ξ0 vector with the rest of the unbroken symmetries.

Finally, we can summarize that, in the pp-wave case, just one of the Killing vectors may
acquire a distortion, the vector ξ0. The distortion does not affect the property of closing an
algebra with the rest of the Killing vectors of the original metric gµν . Any other acquired
distortions will be associated with the existing proper conformal Killing vectors.

5.2 The flat case. “Reinstating” the Poincaré algebra.

The flat space trivially satisfies the same relations as those of a pp-wave case by simply setting
H(u, x, y) = 0. The Bogoslovsky-Finsler line-element given by (3.5) yields the space-time of
Deformed Very Special Relativity, which, in light-cone coordinates, it is written

ds2
F = −

(
−2dudv − dx2 − dy2

)1−b
(du)2b. (5.18)

As we previously noticed, the geodesic motion is described either by (5.1) or (5.2) with the
substitution H(u, x, y) = 0. It is known that the space-time possesses an eight-dimensional
symmetry group, the DISIMb(2), which was presented in [81] and which is a deformation of
the ISIM(2) group of Very Special Relativity [82]. The symmetry generators of DISIMb(2)
are given by:

• The translations
Tu = ∂u, Tv = ∂v, Ti = ∂i (5.19a)

• the rotation
R = x∂y − y∂x, (5.19b)

• the (combination of boosts and rotations)

Bui = u∂i − xi∂v (5.19c)

and a vector with an explicit dependence on b

Nb = (b− 1)u∂u + (1 + b)v∂v + bxi∂i. (5.20)

By looking at the (5.19), we understand that the existence of the parameter b, has broken the
three of the rest of the Poincaré symmetries, namely the vectors

B0 = u∂u − v∂v (5.21a)

Bvi = −xi∂u + v∂jx, (5.21b)

which now fail to produce conserved charges for the geodesic motion in the space characterized
by (5.18).

In [87], it was shown that these symmetries are substituted by higher order symmetries,
which are associated with the distorted vectors of the type that we study here. If we apply
the condition (4.13) for the metric gµν with H(u, x, y) = 0 we derive - except from the known
symmetries (5.19) - the following additional vectors
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• The distorted Killing (for b = 0) vectors

Υ0 = u∂u +

(
b

1− b
M2

b u− v
)
∂v (5.22a)

Υvi = v∂jx − xi∂u −
b

1− b
M2

b x
i∂v. (5.22b)

• The distorted proper conformal Killing (when b = 0, m = 0) vectors

ΥD =
(
M2

b u+ 2v
)
∂v + xi∂i (5.23a)

ΥK =u2∂u +
1

2

(
1 + b

1− b
M2

b u
2 − δijxixj

)
∂v + uxi∂i (5.23b)

ΥC1 =
δijx

ixj

2
∂u −

1

4

[
M4

b u
2 +M2

b

(
4uv − 1− b

1 + b
δijx

ixj
)

+ 4v2

]
∂v

−
(
M2

b

2
u+ v

)
xi∂i (5.23c)

Υk
C2

=uxk∂u +

(
1

1− b
M2

b u+ v

)
xk∂v −

1

2

(
M2

b u
2 + 2uv + δijx

ixj
)
∂k + xkxi∂i. (5.23d)

All of the above yield linear in the momenta conserved quantities - we shall see an example of
this later. We notice that the first set (5.22), consists of distortions of the Killing vectors (5.21)
of gµν . The Υ0 and Υvi are themselves Killing vectors, but of the disformally related metric ĝµν
of (4.16), which in these coordinates reads

ĝµν =


− b

1−bM
2
b 1 0 0

1 0 0 0
0 0 1 0
0 0 0 1

 . (5.24)

Thus, we can now understand how the condition (4.13) works for the various vectors. The
non-distorted symmetries (5.19) satisfy (4.13) by yielding LXgµν = LXKµν = 0, where X is
any vector of the (5.19). The (5.22) satisfy (4.13) by being Killing vectors of the disformally
related metric (5.24), i.e. LX ĝµν = 0, where X is now any of the (5.22). Finally, the (5.23) are
solutions of (4.13) for appropriate non-zero Ω(x).

An interesting additional observation is that the linear combination of the distorted homoth-
ecy ΥD and Killing vector Υ0 gives rise to the symmetry vector (5.20), which together with the
seven Killing vectors (Tu, Tv, Ti, R,Bui) forms the eight dimensional algebra corresponding to
the DISIMb(2) group of the symmetries we mentioned in the beginning of the section

Nb = bΥD + (b− 1)Υ0. (5.25)

We already stated that the three (5.22) are Killing vectors of ĝµν , the same holds trivially
also for the seven (5.19) since the action of their Lie derivative returns a zero for both gµν and
Kµν . Hence, they are bound to close an algebra. The non-zero Lie brackets among these ten
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vectors are:

[Tu, Bui] = Ti, [Tu,Υ0] = Tu +
b

1− b
M2

b Tv, [Tv,Υ0] = −Tv

[Tv,Υvi] = Ti, [Ti, R] = εijTj, [Ti, Buj] = −δijTv

[Ti, Bvj] = −δij
(
Tu +

b

1− b
M2

b Tv

)
, [R,Bui] = εjiBuj

[R,Υvi] = εjiBvj, [Bui,Υ0] = −Bui, [Bui, Bvj] = εjiR− δijΥ0

[Υ0,Υvi] = −Υvi +
b

1− b
M2

bBui, [Υvi, Bvj] = εji
b

1− b
M2

bR.

(5.26)

This is isomorphic to the Poincaré algebra. It can be easily noticed by simply observing that
the disformally related metric ĝµν is flat. Hence, its ten Killing vectors (5.19) and (5.22) just
span the Poincaré algebra expressed in a different coordinate system. We need to be clear
however, that the actual symmetry of the space with line-element (5.18) is still the DISIMb(2)
group. Strictly speaking, the (5.22) are not formal symmetries. As we already mentioned, such
vectors (together with the (5.23)) are the on mass shell reduced expressions of higher order
symmetries, which happen upon the reduction to yield space-time vectors.

5.2.1 Constants of the motion and comparison with the Minkowski case

In order to make direct comparisons with the free relativistic particle in Minkowski space let
us use the transformation

u =
1√
2

(z − t) , v =
1√
2

(t+ z) (5.27)

and take some linear combinations of the vectors involved in the algebra (5.26), so as to write
them as

Tµ =
∂

∂xµ
,

Lij = xj
∂

∂xi
− xi ∂

∂xj
− bM2

b

2(1− b)
(
δjzx

i − δizxj
)( ∂

∂t
+

∂

∂z

)
, i, j = 1, 2, 3

Mj = xj
∂

∂t
+ t

∂

∂xj
− bM2

b

2(1− b)
(
xj − δjzt

)( ∂

∂t
+

∂

∂z

)
.

(5.28)

Notice that here, for the Cartesian coordinates, we use the Latin indices to denote the spatial
components. Thus, the i, j in this section run from 1 to 3. We additionally observe that, in these
coordinates, the only vectors that do not admit a modification based on b are the translations
and the rotation in the x − y plane. Of course by linear combinations one can write as many
“unmodified by b” Killing vectors as in the previous section. However, we choose to use (5.28)
as the basic vectors so that we have a direct comparison with what we know from the classical
free relativistic particle problem, when b = 0 is enforced. Thus, Lij become the rotations and
Mj the boosts when b = 0.

Under the use of transformation (5.27) the Lagrangian (5.2) becomes

L = − 1

21+bn

(
ż − ṫ

)2b
(−ηµνxµxν)1−b − nm

2

2
, , (5.29)
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where ηµν = diag(−1, 1, 1, 1). For b = 0, we obviously recover the Lagrangian of a relativistic
free particle in flat space. The solution to the Euler-Lagrange equations can be written as

n(λ) = 2−
b
b+1 (1− b)

1−b
1+bm−

2b
b+1 (p0 + pz)

2b
1+b (5.30a)

t(λ) = t0 −
1

2

[
p2
x + p2

y

(p0 + pz)2
+ 1 +

(1− b)
2
b+1m

2
b+1

2
b
b+1 (p0 + pz)

2
b+1

]
(p0 + pz)λ (5.30b)

x(λ) = pxλ+ x0 (5.30c)

y(λ) = pyλ+ y0 (5.30d)

z(λ) = z0 −
1

2

[
p2
x + p2

y

(p0 + pz)2
− 1 +

(1− b)
2
b+1m

2
b+1

2
b
b+1 (p0 + pz)

2
b+1

]
(p0 + pz)λ, (5.30e)

where we have substituted the b-dependent mass (5.5) as

Mb =

[√
2(1− b)m
p0 + pz

] 1
1+b

, (5.31)

since we have pv = p0+pz√
2

from (5.27). The t0, xi0 together with all the pµ are constants of

integration. Since (5.29) produces equations equivalent to the Minkowski case, the solutions
t(λ), x(λ), y(λ) and z(λ) are bound to be linear in λ when the latter is the affine parameter,
i.e. when n(λ) =const. However, the constants of integration are now associated in a different
manner with respect to the physical observables, due to the presence of b. In (5.30), the
constants of integration are arranged so that on mass sell we have

∂L

∂ṫ
= p0,

∂L

∂ẋ
= px,

∂L

∂ẏ
= py,

∂L

∂ż
= pz. (5.32)

As we mentioned, the pµ here are all constant. This is owed to the fact that the translations
Tµ are still symmetries of the problem. In this section we make no reference to phase-space
formalism, so we do not distinct between the variables pµ and their on mass shell constant
values, we simply use pµ to also denote the constants of integration. It can be seen that when
b = 0, and under the constraint

m2 = p2
0 − p2

x − p2
y − p2

z, (5.33)

the expressions (5.30) reduce to the usual

n(λ) = 1, t(λ) = t0 − p0λ, xi(λ) = xi0 + piλ. (5.34)

With the help of (5.30) we may write the relation

ηµν
∂L

∂ẋµ
∂L

∂ẋν
= −2−

b
b+1 (1 + b)(1− b)

1−b
b+1m

2
b+1 (p0 + pz)

2b
b+1 , (5.35)

which is exactly equivalent with the one given in [81] for the Hamiltonian constraint (when
considering the pµ as phase-space variables). Obviously, upon setting b = 0 we return as to the
usual Hamiltonian constraint of (special) relativistic motion (5.33).
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It is easy to verify that the whole set of (5.28) produces conserved quantities. Whenever
b = 0 and the constraint among constants (5.33) is used, they become those generated by
the Poincaré generators for the free relativistic particle. For example let us take the modified
rotation around x axis. According to (5.28) the vector is written as

Lyz = − bM2
b

2(1− b)
y
∂

∂t
+ z

∂

∂y
−
[
1 +

bM2
b

2(1− b)

]
y
∂

∂z
. (5.36)

We expect a constant of motion to be given by the quantity

Iyz = (Lyz)µ ∂L
∂ẋµ

(5.37)

which yields

Iyz =
2−(1+b)

n
(
ṫ2 − ẋ2 − ẏ2 − ż2

)b (ż − ṫ)2b−1

[
2(1− b)zẏ

(
ż − ṫ

)
− y
(
b
(
M2

b − 2
)
ṫ2 − 2

(
b
(
M2

b − 1
)

+ 1
)
ṫż + bM2

b ż
2 + 2

(
bẋ2 + bẏ2 + ż2

) )]
.

(5.38)

Direct use of (5.30) demonstrates that Iyz is indeed a constant of motion on mass shell, acquiring
the value

Iyz =
(p0 + pz)

− b+3
b+1

2
2b+1
b+1

[
2

b
b+1 (p0 + pz)

2
b+1

((
p2
x + p2

y − (p0 + pz)
2) y0 + 2py(p0 + pz)z0

)
+ (1− b)

2
b+1m

2
b+1 (p0 + pz)

2y0

]
,

(5.39)

where (5.31) has been used so as the physical mass appears in the expression. Upon substitution
of the latter from (5.33) and by setting b = 0 the above relation becomes non-other but

Iyz|b=0 = z0py − y0pz, (5.40)

which is the usual angular momentum in the x direction.
The same is true of course for the conserved quantities constructed with the distorted

conformal Killing vectors. For example, let us take the ΥD of (5.23a), which in Cartesian
coordinates, performing the change (5.27), becomes

ΥD =

(
t+ z +

1

2
M2

b (z − t)
)

(∂t + ∂z) + x∂x + y∂y. (5.41)

With the use of (5.30) we calculate the on mass shell constant value of the charge,

ID = Υµ
Dpµ = pxx0 + pyy0 + (p0 + pz)(t0 + z0) +

(1− b)
2

1+bm
2

1+b

2
b

1+b

(p0 + pz)
b−1
1+b (z0 − t0), (5.42)

where once more (5.31) has been used. By setting b = 0 we obtain the mass distorted charge
of the Minkowski case

ID|b=0 = pxx0 + pyy0 + (p0 + pz)(t0 + z0) +m2 z0 − t0
p0 + pz

(5.43)
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and further, for m = 0 we obtain the conserved charge of the null geodesics generated by the
corresponding pure conformal Killing vector.

The disformally related metric (5.24) in the Cartesian coordinates becomes

ĝµν =


−
(

1 +
bM2

b

2(1−b)

)
0 0

bM2
b

2(1−b)

0 1 0 0
0 0 1 0
bM2

b

2(1−b) 0 0 1− bM2
b

2(1−b)

 , (5.44)

and of course the (5.28) are its Killing vectors. We can write (5.44) as

ĝµν = ηµν −
bM2

b

1− b
∂µφ∂νφ (5.45)

with the introduction of a scalar φ = 1√
2

(z − t), so as to be consistent with in the original
definition by Bekenstein regarding disformal transformations. It can be seen that the light-
like geodesics are not preserved when passing from ηµν to ĝµν , for b 6= 0. However, the causal
structure is not affected since, for any vector Aµ for which ηµνA

µAν < 0, we obtain ĝµνA
µAν < 0

as long as 0 < b < 1. Of course, ĝµν and ηµν both describe a flat space, we perform the
aforementioned comparison of ĝµνA

µAν with ηµνA
µAν by considering the coordinate system

fixed. In other words, we take ĝµν and ηµν to be different metrics written in the same coordinate
system, not the same metric expressed in different coordinate systems. A comparison from this
point of view is reasonable if we remember that the b 6= 0 case actually describes motion in
a Finslerian geometry; the ĝµν we write here serves as a (pseudo-)Riemannian “simulation” of
how the motion looks for a massive particle of mass m.

In figure 1 we draw the light cones3 depending on the value of b and given by the metric
ĝµν , while keeping fixed the ratio where the physical mass m is involved: m

πv
=
√

2m
p0+pz

= 1. The
first layer from the top corresponds to b = 0 where we have the typical Minkowski metric. The
intermediate layer is for b = 1

10
⇒Mb ' 0.995 and the last corresponds to b = 1

2
⇒Mb ' 0.909.

We observe the expected deviation in the z direction from the isotropy and from the b = 0
surface of Special Relativity as b becomes larger. A physically reasonable value for the Lorentz
violating parameter b however, is way more minuscule b < 10−26 [81].

6 Conclusion

We examined how the elements of the conformal algebra of a given geometry may admit ap-
propriate distortions, which lead to additional conserved quantities. We observed that these
distortions are related to parameters that bring about an explicit symmetry breaking effect at
the level of the geodesic equations. What is more, the resulting distorted vectors are genera-
tors of certain disformal transformations of the metric. We established a connection between
these distorted conformal Killing vectors with higher order or hidden symmetries of the relative
problem. The corresponding conserved Noether charges are in general rational functions of the
momenta, which conveniently reduce to linear expressions on the mass shell.

3By using the term light cones here we do not imply the m = 0 surfaces of the initial problem, but the
geometric surfaces ĝµνA

µAν = 0 and how they differ from ηµνA
µAν = 0.

29



Figure 1: Light cones in the x− z plane for (starting from the upper surface) b = 0, b = 1
10

and

b = 1
2
. In all cases we have considered

√
2m

p0+pz
= 1.

We initiated our presentation by studying the geodesic motion in a (pseudo-)Riemannian
space. The resulting distorted vectors in this case are owed to the mass, which breaks the
proper conformal symmetries for non-null geodesics. The proper CKVs acquire mass dependent
distortions in order to continue producing conserved quantities. We derived the geometric
condition in order for such distortions to emerge. In short, the space-time needs to admit
a second rank Killing tensor and additionally there has to exist a coordinate transformation,
mapping the original metric to another, disformally related, which makes use of the same Killing
tensor. Our basic example of a geometry satisfying the necessary conditions has been that of
a generic pp-wave space-time. We wrote all the resulting distortions of the proper conformal
Killing vectors and their connection to higher order symmetries. Apart from the pp-wave case
however, we also presented an additional novel example in the form of the de Sitter solution of
Einstein’s equations with a cosmological constant. In the pp-wave case the distortion appeared
in an additively manner, while in the de Sitter case it assumes a more complicated form.

The consideration of a Finslerian geometry in the form of the generalized Bogoslovsky line-
element, revealed that the additional introduction of a (Lorentz) symmetry breaking parameter
follows a similar pattern. This time, again for a pp-wave space-time, one of the Killing sym-
metries is lost due to the newly introduced parameter. The latter becomes involved in an
appropriate distortion, which reveals a conserved quantity that takes the place of the one lost
from the missing symmetry. For the rest of the proper conformal Killing vectors, similar distor-
tions to those of the Riemannian case appear. We derive explicitly all the relative expressions
and we notice that again the ensuing vectors are associated with higher order symmetries. We
further investigated the general geometric conditions that are necessary so that such a type of
symmetry emerges. Finally, we briefly mentioned how all this applies to the flat case, where
three of the original Killing vectors acquire the necessary distortions. The distorted Killing
vectors lead naturally to a disformally related metric by assuming the role of its isometries. We
use this exact metric to compare the motion of the Finslerian case to the one taking place in
the Minkowski space-time of Special Relativity.

By looking at the necessary condition that we derived for the Finslerian line-element, Eq.
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(4.13), we notice that, in contrast to the (pseudo-)Riemannian case, there exists an additional
restriction; the condition requires the Killing tensor admitted by the base metric to be covari-
antly constant. This is easily satisfied in the pp-wave case, by simply utilizing the trivial tensor
K = `⊗ `, constructed by the covariantly constant Killing vector `, which all pp-waves possess.
However, the particular example of the de Sitter space, that we considered in the Riemannian
case, does not apply here, since the relevant Killing tensor that we used there is not covariantly
constant. This leaves an open question on whether we can incorporate other geometries in the
Finslerian case, which can make use of (4.13).

It is particularly interesting how the pp-waves appear to be on the spot in what regards the
emergence of this type of symmetries. They conveniently satisfy all the necessary conditions,
both in the Riemannian case and in the Finslerian generalization. This adds up to the intriguing
geometrical properties that these space-times possess and justifies their importance in physical
theories. Further study is necessary however, in order to reveal other types of geometries where
hidden symmetries can be reduced in such a way so as to be mapped to distortions of the
conformal structure. The example of the de Sitter metric in the Riemannian case shows that
this is in general possible and novel symmetries can be revealed for certain space-times.

From a pure mathematical perspective, the use of such hidden symmetries can be exploited
to extend the known integrable classes of geodesic systems. The reduced linear integrals of the
Lorentzian case, which are associated with the existence of proper conformal Killing vectors,
imply that, for those space-times for which such quantities appear, the problem of the time-like
geodesics has as many integrals of the motion as the null case. In [88] it was demonstrated
that the integrability of the geodesic system is closely related to that of the geodesic deviation
equation. It is interesting to study if the hidden symmetries presented here can be “inherited”
at the level of the geodesic deviation. Especially for the pp-wave case this could contribute to
the further analytic study of the memory effect [6–9].

In what regards the physical interpretation of each conserved charge, this highly depends
on the exact space-time where the motion takes place. However, the fact that the mass of the
particle appears explicitly in the expressions, allows for a direct comparison between the relative
observables of the two cases (massive and massless). The same is true for the Finslerian case and
the Lorentz violating parameter b. We saw in (5.22), how the b 6= 0 case affects the boosts and,
of course, the corresponding integrals of the motion. We thus acquire a picture of how symmetry
breaking parameters affect classical observables. In this respect it is intriguing how the explicit
symmetry breaking, either because of the mass or due to some Lorentz violating parameter,
leads to the appearance of hidden symmetries in the relevant theories. The latter seem to
substitute the ones which were broken by the introduction of the corresponding parameter.
This is a subject that certainly requires further attention and the study of additional examples.

Another interesting implication of the actual hidden symmetries is their possible realization
at the quantum level. In several cases, hidden symmetries have been used in the context of a
canonical quantization procedure: from the derivation of the hydrogen spectrum with the use
of the Laplace-Runge-Lenz vector [89], to modern problems in quantum cosmology [90]. For
quadratic Hamiltonians and higher order symmetries related to the existence of Killing tensors,
there are various works, which explore a formal way of constructing the relative quantum
operators under appropriate geometric conditions [91–93]. It is true that there are cases where
the quantum analogues of hidden symmetries - unlike their classical counterparts - do not
commute with the Hamiltonian. This effect is referred in the literature as quantum anomaly
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[94]. In our case, we have to recognize an additional difficulty owed to the fact that the Noether
charges are rational functions in the momenta. Thus, the construction of the corresponding
quantum observables is far from trivial. Nevertheless, it is useful to further investigate if the on
mass shell reduced linear expressions can be used in this respect, or if under appropriate (not
affecting the quantum description) canonical transformations, one can obtain more manageable
expressions.
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A Integrability conditions of M(u, x, y)

The integrability conditions that need to be satisfied by the function M(u, x, y), appearing in
the components (2.21) of a general conformal pp-wave Killing vector, are

∂uM(u, x, y) =
(
b̄(u)− a′(u)

)
H(u, x, y)− 1

2

(µ
2
δijx

ixj + xiai(u) + a(u)
)
∂uH(u, x, y)

− 1

2

[(
b̄(u)xj + c(u)εijx

i + cj(u) +
1

2
γijkla

′
i(u)xkxl

)
∂jH(u, x, y)

] (A.1a)

∂iM(u, x, y) =−
(
µH(u, x, y) + b̄′(u)

)
xi − ai(u)H(u, x, y) + c′(u)εijx

j + c′i(u)

− γijkla′′j (u)xkxl.
(A.1b)

In order to avoid confusion, we stress here, that one may note some differences over some
constant factors, when comparing with the relative relations derived in the [54] paper. This is
owed to the fact, that in the latter, the authors consider a slightly different line-element for the
pp-wave space-time, than what we assume in (2.20). Both (2.21) and (A.1), which we use in
this work, are compatible with (2.20) and differ slightly from the formalism encountered in [54],
due to the difference in the line-elements.

B Proof of theorem 2

We assume that a vector of the form Υ = Υ(x, m
2

κ
) solves (2.37). Let us consider the vector Υ̃

of (2.39), which for simplicity we will write in the form Υ̃ = Υ̃(x, GK), understanding that we
do not consider here G = −gµν ẋµẋν and K = Kµν ẋ

µẋν as constants, but as quadratic functions
in the velocities. The first prolongation of Υ̃ is given by

pr(1)Υ̃ = Υ̃κ ∂

∂xκ
+ ˙̃Υκ ∂

∂ẋκ
, (B.1)

where
˙̃Υκ =

∂Υ̃κ

∂xν
ẋν +

∂Υ̃κ

∂ẋν
ẍν . (B.2)
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We can split the partial derivative with respect to the positions xµ in two parts: one that
differentiates the x dependence outside the GK ratio, i.e. ∂Υ̃µ

∂xν

∣∣
( GK), as if GK =const., and another

which contains separately the derivation of the GK part. So, we write

∂Υ̃κ

∂xν
=
∂Υ̃κ

∂xν

∣∣∣∣
( GK)
− gαβ,ν

∂Υ̃κ

∂G
ẋαẋβ +Kαβ,ν

∂Υ̃κ

∂K
ẋαẋβ. (B.3)

In addition, for the derivative of Υ̃κ with respect to the velocities we have

∂Υ̃κ

∂ẋν
= −2gαν

∂Υ̃κ

∂G
ẋα + 2Kαν

∂Υ̃κ

∂K
ẋα. (B.4)

By using (B.3) and (B.4) in (B.2) we obtain

˙̃Υκ =
∂Υ̃κ

∂xν

∣∣∣∣
( GK)

+

(
∇(νKαβ)

∂Υ̃κ

∂K
−∇(νgαβ)

∂Υ̃κ

∂G

)
ẋαẋβẋν

+ 2

(
G ∂Υ̃κ

∂G
+K∂Υ̃κ

∂K

)
d

dλ
(lnn) ,

(B.5)

where we have also used (2.6a) to substitute the accelerations ẍν appearing in (B.2).
All but the first term in the above expression are zero: First of all, we have trivially

∇νgαβ = 0, where the ∇ν denotes the covariant derivative with respect to the Christoffel
symbols. By our demand, we also have ∇(νKαβ) = 0, since K is a Killing tensor. As for the

relation, G ∂Υ̃κ

∂G +K ∂Υ̃κ

∂K = 0, it is zero due to the dependence of Y κ on the ratio G
K . Hence, the

first prolonged vector (B.1) is written as

pr(1)Υ̃ = Υ̃κ ∂

∂xκ
+
∂Υ̃κ

∂xν

∣∣∣∣
( GK)

∂

∂ẋκ
. (B.6)

The action of (B.6) on the Lagrangian (2.2) yields

pr(1)Υ̃(L) =
1

2n

(
Υ̃κ ∂

∂xκ
gµν + gµκ

∂Υ̃κ

∂xν

∣∣∣∣
( GK)

+ gνκ
∂Υ̃κ

∂xµ

∣∣∣∣
( GK)

)
ẋµẋν . (B.7)

What we see inside the parenthesis, is the left hand side of (2.37), i.e. the Υκ ∂
∂xκ

gµν + gµκ
∂Υκ

∂xν
+

gνκ
∂Υκ

∂xµ
, since the remaining derivatives of Υ̃ treat the ratio G

K =
−gαβ ẋαẋβ

Kµν ẋµẋν
= m2

κ
as a constant.

As a result, with the use of equality (2.37), we may write

pr(1)Υ̃(L) =
Ω(x)

n

(
gµν +

G
K
Kµν

)
ẋµẋν =

Ω(x)

n

(
−G +

G
K
K
)

= 0. (B.8)

Thus, the vector Υ̃(x, GK) is a higher order symmetry of the geodesics, by virtue of (2.37) and
because of K being a Killing tensor. Its on mass shell reduced form is given by the vector
Υ(x, m

2

κ
).

The expression for the conserved charge (2.40), generated by the symmetry Υ̃, stems directly
from Noether’s theorem and in particular relation (2.16) (our symmetry vector, Υ̃, satisfies
(2.14) for Φ =const. and has only components in the x directions, not in λ, so χ = 0).
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[12] S. Hojman, L. Nuñez, A. Patiño and H. Rago, J. Math. Phys. 27, (1986) 281

[13] K. Rosquist, J. Math. Phys. 30, (1989) 2319

[14] M. Tsamparlis and A. Paliathanasis, Gen. Rel. Grav. 42, (2010) 2957

[15] M. Tsamparlis and A. Paliathanasis, Gen. Rel. Grav. 43, (2011) 1861

[16] C. Batlle, J. Gomis, S. Ray and J. Zanelli, Phys.Rev.D 99, (2019) 064015

[17] P.-M. Zhang, M. Cariglia, M. Elbistan, G. W. Gibbons and P. A. Horvathy, Phys. Lett. B
792, (2019) 324

[18] A. Paliathanasis, Symmetry 13, (2021) 1018

[19] B. Carter, Commun. Math. Phys. 10, (1968) 280

[20] M. Walker and R. Penrose, Commun. Math. Phys. 18, (1970) 265

[21] N. M. J. Woodhouse, Commun. Math. Phys. 44, (1975) 9
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