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Abstract

We present a covariant canonical formalism for noncommutative (NC)
gravity, and in general for NC geometric theories defined via a twisted -
wedge product between forms. Noether theorems are generalized to the NC
setting, and gauge generators are constructed in a twisted phase space with
*-deformed Poisson bracket. This formalism is applied to NC d = 4 vierbein
gravity, and allows to find the canonical generators of the tangent space -
gauge group.
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1 Introduction

In this paper we present a hamiltonian formalism tailored for noncommutative (NC)
geometric field theories. Both hamiltonian techniques and noncommutative geom-
etry have a long history in theoretical physics, and have been brought together
already many decades ago when phase space, the geometrical arena of canonical
formalism, was studied by Dirac [, 2] as a primordial example of noncommutative
space. This inspired the idea of spacetime coordinates as non-commuting operators
[3, 4], with commutation relations of the type [z, 2¥| = i0*”. Such relations lead to
an uncertainty principle that smears spacetime at distances shorter than v/0. Since
quantum theory prevents us to “measure” geometry at distances smaller than the
Planck length Lp (at this scale the curvature radius of spacetime becomes compara-
ble to the wavelength of a probe particle), the above commutation relations seem to
make good physical sense when V0 ~ Lp. A quantum theory of gravity containing
or predicting noncommutativity of spacetime coordinates at small distances would
therefore stand a good chance to be intrinsically regulated.

Geometric theories, as for example (super)gravity, can be formulated on a NC
spacetime, by deforming the usual wedge product between forms to a twisted wedge
product, or A, product. This program has been applied for instance to Yang-Mills
theories coupled to fermions (for a NC version of the standard model see for ex.
[5, [6]), to gravity coupled to fermions [7], and also to supergravity, see [§].

Canonical quantization of these NC field theories can be achieved by applying
the traditional hamiltonian methods to the classical x-deformed theories, expanded
in the noncommutativity parameter 6. Another way, which we advocate in the
present paper, is to design a NC hamiltonian formalism that can be applied directly
to the NC theory, before expressing it as a classical deformed field theory.

Here we generalize to a NC setting the covariant hamiltonian formalism, intro-
duced in the eighties in ref.s [9]-[13], and further developed more recently in [14] [15].
This formalism is well adapted to geometric theories, governed by Lagrangian d-
forms.

By extending the covariant Legendre transformation of [14,[15] to a NC covariant
Legendre transformation, we can define NC momenta and Hamiltonian. This we do
explicitly on the example of the twisted noncommutative (pure) gravity in d = 4 of
ref. [7].

The power of hamiltonian methods is particularly useful when investigating sym-
metries. Starting from the Hamiltonian, an algorithm [16] exists to construct all
the canonical symmetry generators, based on the Dirac treatment of constrained
hamiltonian systems [I7, [I8, [19]. The algorithm has been generalized to the covari-
ant hamiltonian framework in [I4] [I5], and in the present paper further generalized
to NC theories, thus providing a NC analogue of Noether theorems.

The paper is organized as follows. Section 2 summarizes the covariant hamil-
tonian method for geometric theories. Section 3 generalizes this method to NC
twisted geometric theories. In Sections 4 and 5 we give a detailed account of d = 4
NC gravity in this formalism: NC momenta, Hamiltonian and Poisson brackets are



found, and the canonical generator of the NC symmetries of the theory is explicitly
constructed via the NC generalization of the algorithm of [14] [15]. The Appendices
contain a micro-review of twisted NC geometry (for a more detailed treatment see
for ex. [20]), and some gamma matrix conventions.

2 A summary of the covariant hamiltonian for-
malism

2.1 Geometric action and field equations

Consider the action :
S :/ L(¢;, do;) (2.1)
Md

where the Lagrangian L depends on a collection of p;-form fields ¢; and their exterior
derivatives, and is integrated on a d-dimensional manifold M?.
The variational principle reads

59 — / (5@ a@ Fd(36) 50 (d@) — 0 (2.2)

All products are exterior products between forms, satisfying
AB = (—)**mam B A (2.3)

with a,b and 7,,n, the degrees and the fermionic gradings of the forms A and B
respectively (n = 0 for bosons and 7 = 1 for fermions). In the following we consider

for simplicity only bosonic fields. The symbol % indicates the right derivative of L
with respect to a p;-form ¢;, defined by first bringing ¢; to the left in L (taking into
account the sign changes due to the form degrees) and then canceling it against the
derivative.

After integrating by parts the second term in the action variation , one
obtains the Euler-Lagrange equations

oL oL
d — (=P =0 2.4
o) g, (24)
These are (d — p;)-form equations.
2.2 Form Hamiltonian
We define the d-form Hamiltonian as:
H=dy; 7 — L (2.5)



where the (d — p; — 1)-form momenta are given by:
—
0L
O(de)
The Hamiltonian does not depend on the “velocities” d¢;, the proof being the same

as in the usual case, unless primary constraints are present (see later).
The form-analogue of the Hamilton equations reads:

ﬂ.i

(2.6)

— —
(pi+1) oH pit+1 oH
ot 061

The first equation is equivalent to the momentum definition, and is obtained by
taking the right derivative of H as given in (2.5 with respect to ¢, and then using
([2-6), and (d—p; —1)(pi+1) = (d+ 1)(p; + 1)(mod 2). The second is equivalent to
the Euler-Lagrange form equations, and is obtained by taking the right derivative
of H with respect to ¢;. Both can be deduced as variational equations for the action
(2.1) rewritten with canonical variables:

de; = (=) dr' = (—) (2.7)

Ma

2.3 Form Poisson bracket

The form Hamilton equations allow to express the (on shell) exterior differential of
any p-form F(¢;, 1) as

oF oF 0H o F 0HOF
dF = dp; —— +dr' —— = (=) DeH) Z— e A )
% g T G =) o o0 T Bg o 29
Using left derivatives this expression simplifies:
0H g F OHOF
dF = —— — (—)Pt === 2.10
ont  0¢; (=) 0¢; Ort (2.10)

Note: left derivatives are defined as “acting on the left” and for example 27? really

means H %. It is easy to verify that the left and right derivatives of an f-form F

with respect to an a-form A satisfy
— —
OF Ly O
0A 0A
and this relation is used to prove eq. (2.10)).

(2.11)

The expression for the differential (2.10) suggests the definition of the form
Poisson bracket (FPB):

(2.12)



so that
dF ={F,H} (2.13)

The form Poisson bracket between the a-form A and the b-form Bis a (a+b—d+1)-
form, and canonically conjugated forms satisy:

{¢1,77} = ¢! (2.14)

Using the definition (2.12)), the following relations for the FPB of (2.12)) can be
shown to hold [14]:

(B, A} = —(—)letdtD0+dtD 4 By (2.15)
{A, BC} = B{A,C} + (—)"“+*V {4, B}C (2.16)
{AB,C} = {A,C}B + (-)"“**VA{B, C} (2.17)
(—)@tdDetdtD A 1B OV} + eyclic =0 (2.18)
<_>(a+d+1)(b+d+1){{B7 0}7 A} + cyclic =0 ( )

i.e. graded antisymmetry, derivation property, and form-Jacobi identities.

As discussed in [14] [15], canonical transformations, symmetry generators and
Noether theorems have their covariant counterpart. We will treat them directly in
the twisted case.

3 Twisted hamiltonian formalism

In this Section we extend the covariant hamiltonian formalism to geometric theories
on noncommutative spaces, and more precisely to twisted geometric theories with
a noncommutative x-product. Many formulae of the preceding Section continue to
hold, with the usual exterior product replaced by the x-exterior product between
forms.

3.1 +-Hamiltonian

Starting from a geometric action

s= [ Hodonn) 3.

where all the fields are multiplied with A, products, the Euler-Lagrange equations
are obtained by varying with respect to ¢;. This variation takes the same form as
in the classical (undeformed) case (2.2)), with two modifications:

e exterior products A are replaced by A,.

e the right derivative is defined via cyclic permutation. This means that the field
to be varied is first brought to the left via cyclic permutation (this we can do since
integration is cyclic), and then is varied.



The outcome is that the FEuler-Lagrange equations take the same form as the
classical ones, with the right derivative being defined with the cyclic procedure.

The x-Hamiltonian d-form is defined as
H=dp; \, 7" — L (3.2)
where the (d — p; — 1)-form *-momenta are given by:
—
oL
O(de)

with cyclic right derivative. Note that here only the integral of H is independent
of d¢;, since cyclicity is essential for the proof, and only integrated A, products are
cyclic.

Varying the action

(3.3)

3
Il

S:/ dp; N7 — H (3.4)
Md

yields the x~Hamilton equations: these are formally the same as the classical ones
in ([2.7]), with the proviso that the right derivative is the cyclic one.

In the following right and left derivatives are always defined to be cyclic, and
A products between forms are understood when omitted.

3.2 x-Poisson bracket and infinitesimal canonical transfor-
mations

Formula ([2.9)), with cyclic derivatives and A, products, holds now only under inte-
gration, so that F' must be a (d — 1)-form. Still, the relation continues to
hold, with cyclic left and right derivatives, and we can define x-Poisson brackets
formally as in ([2.12)):

9B 9A L0B 94
AB*E—, - — —)Pi .« —
A Bh =50 Mg, — O a6, ™ an

(3.5)

As in the classical case, we can also define infinitesimal canonical transformations
on the basic fields and momenta as follows:

5a

5¢Z = {¢17 G}* - o

$—
pid oG
9¢;

where G = G(¢;, ) is a (d — 1)—form, the generator of the canonical transforma-
tion. The generator G can contain parameters ¢(x) depending only on spacetime,

ont = {n",G}, = —(-) (3.6)



for example as G = ¢(x)G’. For a d-form A, the following relation holds under

integration:
0 A -0 A
A=0¢p; — t— ={A, G}, .
) Yol 9, + o o {A, G} (3.7)

The second equality follows immediatedly from eq.s (3.6). Note that {4, G}, is a
d-form like A.

In the following we always consider (d-1)—form generators of the type e(x) ¢
(“point canonical transformations“ ) or of the more general form de(x) 7 +e(x) 76,
and it is easy to check that the transformations preserve the canonical FPB

relations ([2.14)). Indeed

{5, 77} = {¢s + {00, G} 7 + {77, G} ),
= {¢Za 7rj}* + {¢za {7rj> G}*}* + {{¢za G}*, 7Tj}* + 0(52)
= {¢i, '} + O(?) (3.8)
since the two central terms of the second line cancel each other, as can be verified

using the definition of x-Poisson bracket (3.5]). Therefore the variations (3.6]) deserve
to be called x-canonical (infinitesimal) transformations.

3.3 *Symmetries and x-Noether theorems
Consider now the generic variation of the action ((3.4))

Mé Md

— / d(6pym’) — (=)Pi(=)4PPidnt §¢; 4 dp; o7' — 6 H (3.9)
./\/ld

where A, products are omitted. Recalling the variations (3.6]), and the relation
(2.11)) between right and left derivatives, the variation of the action becomes

— — -
_ 0G 5 .06 . 0G _
45 = Mdd( 87TZW) dm o do; 900 {H,G}, =
%
_ / a2 oy a, (3.10)
Md (97'('Z

where we have used for the variation of H, since H is a d—form. In the final
expression for 05 we have equated dG to the two terms with right derivatives:
this is correct as long as GG contains only ¢ and 7 fields, plus possibly constant
(infinitesimal) parameters . If it contains arbitrary functions e(z), for example
G = ¢(x)G (we denote in this case the generator with G, while G is still a function
of only ¢ and 7), the two terms with right derivatives become —d(¢(z)G) +de(z) G



under integration. With appropriate conditions on the boundary of M¢9, the total
derivative can be ignored and we are left with:

08 = / de G —{H,eG}, (3.11)
Ma

For constant e, we recover the analogue of Noether’s theorem for global symme-
tries: the symmetry generator G = G has vanishing x—Poisson bracket with the
Hamiltonian. For constant € this also implies { H, G}, = 0. As in the classical case,
this leads to a conservation law, since the on-shell differential of G can be expressed
(under integration) as dG = {G, H}, = —{H,G},. Then on shell [, ,dG =0 and
the integral of G on the boundary dM¢ vanishes. Taking vanishing fields at spatial
infinity, the integral of G on a spacelike surface is conserved in time.

When ¢ is nonconstant, the variation vanishes iff G = 0 and {H,eG}, =0
(a nonconstant € cannot be taken outside the x—Poisson bracket, since it x-multiplies
(). Thus generators of local symmetries have to vanish, together with their x—
Poisson bracket with the Hamiltonian, a result analogous to Noether’s theorem for
local symmetries.

In gauge and gravity theories the symmetry transformations on the basic fields
can include derivatives of the parameter. In our geometric formalism these can only
be exterior derivatives de. Therefore we must consider generators G of the type

G=eG+de F (3.12)

where F'is a (d — 2)—form, and the action variation becomes
08 = / de G —{H,eG}, — {H,dsF}, (3.13)
Mad

Thus x-symmetry generators of this type must satisfy separately
{H,eG}, =0, de G—{H,deF}, =0 (3.14)

since ¢ is an arbitrary function. To check whether these conditions hold we
can use cyclic reorderings, since they originate from the varied integral . Note
that in presence of hamiltonian constraints ® = 0 (as is the case when the action
is invariant under gauge-type transformations) one must also require the variation
of the constraints to vanish weakly, i.e. modulo constraints:

50 ~ 0 (3.15)

with ~ meaning weak equality. In the commutative case, these variations can be
expressed with the Poisson bracket {®, G}, whereas in the NC setting 6@ = {®, G},
holds only under integration, with ® a d—form.

This generalizes to the noncommutative setting the algorithm of [I6] (adapted to
the covariant hamiltonian formalism in [14]) for the construction of canonical gauge
symmetry generators. The steps of the algorithm are:

8



1) look for first class (d — 1)—forms de F'(¢, 7), first class meaning that they have
weakly vanishing x-Poisson bracket with all the constraints.

2) compute the x—Poisson bracket {H,deF'},. The result leads to a candidate
for G.

3) Check whether this candidate, possibly with the addition of weakly vanishing
pieces, satisfies { H,eG}, = 0. In fact this request usually fixes the weakly vanishing
pieces (combinations of constraints) that need to be added.

4) Check whether the variations generated by G = G + de F preserve (weakly)
the constraints ®.

Then G generates a symmetry of the action (3.4]).

In the next Sections we apply this formalism to noncommutative (twisted) d = 4
vierbein gravity.

4 Twisted noncommutative gravity in d =4

4.1 Classical action and symmetries

We start by rewriting the classical Einstein-Hilbert action in a compact form, using
an index-free notation:

S = /Tr (tRAV AVs) (4.1)

The fundamental fields are the 1-forms €2 (spin connection) and V' (vierbein):

1
Q= Zwab%b’ V=V, (4.2)

The curvature 2-form R is defined as
R=dQ—QANQ, (4.3)

Thus all fields are 4 x 4 matrices in the spinor representation (see Appendix A for
d = 4 gamma matrix conventions). The trace T'r is taken on this representation.
Using the d = 4 gamma matrix identities

Yabe = 1€abea¥™ Vs, Tr(YapYeYaYs) = —4i€aped (4.4)
we recover the usual action

S = / RPAVEAV? capeq (4.5)

The action is invariant under local diffeomorphisms (it is the integral of a 4-form
on a 4-manifold) and under the local Lorentz rotations:

0V =—=[Vye|, 00 =de—[Q ¢, (4.6)

9



with gauge parameter (0-form)
1

€= fab%b (4.7)

The invariance can be directly checked on the action (4.1]) noting that
R = —[R, €], (4.8)

and using the cyclicity of the trace Tr, and the fact that e commutes with ~5. The
Lorentz rotations close on the Lie algebra:

[5617562] - _5[61,52} (4'9)

After substituting (4.2)) and (4.7)) into (4.6]), simple gamma algebra yields the gauge
variations of the component fields in (4.2)):

6V = eVl Juw® = de™ — we® + Wb e = De® (4.10)
Similarly, the variation of the curvature components is found to be
IR = €' . R — ¢’ R (4.11)

Thus all quantities in the action transform homogeneously under Lorentz local
rotations, and since €44 is an invariant tensor of SO(1,3), the action is likewise
invariant. Here the proof of invariance looks simple both in the index-free and in
the component formulation. Note however that in general the index-free proof is
much simpler.

4.2 NC Action and NC symmetries

In this subsection we recall the noncommutative generalization of the action (4.1J),
the bosonic part of the NC action studied in ref. [7]. It is obtained by replacing
exterior products by deformed exterior products:

S = /Tr (IR NV A Viys) (4.12)

with
R=dQ—-QA,Q, (4.13)
Almost all formulae in Section 4.1 continue to hold, with x—products and *—

exterior products. However, the expansion of the fundamental fields on the Dirac
basis of gamma matrices must now include new contributions:

1 _ ~
Q= Zwab%b +iwl+wys, V=V + Vs (4.14)
Similarly for the curvature :
1
R = ZR“I’W, +irl 4+ 75 (4.15)

10



and for the gauge parameter:

1 -
€= Ze“b%b +iel + &5 (4.16)

Indeed now the x—gauge variations read:
0V ==VxetexV, 6Q=de—Qre+exQ, (4.17)

and in the variations for V' and €2 also anticommutators of gamma matrices appear,
due to the noncommutativity of the x—product. Since for example the anticom-
mutator {v.,Veq} contains 1 and 5, we see that the corresponding fields must
be included in the expansion of 2. Similarly, V' must contain a 7,7v; term due to
{Yap, Ve }- Finally, the composition law for gauge parameters becomes:

[561 ) 562] = 562*61761*62 (418)

so that € must contain the 1 and 75 terms, since they appear in the composite
parameter €; x €7 — €1 % €.

The invariance of the noncommutative action (4.12]) under the x-variations is
proved in exactly the same way as for the commutative case, noting that

d0eR=—Rxe+exR, (4.19)

and using now, besides the cyclicity of the trace Tr and the fact that e still commutes
with 75, also the graded cyclicity of the integral. The local *-symmetry satisfies
the Lie algebra of GL(2,C), and centrally extends the SO(1,3) Lie algebra of the
commutative theory.

Invariance under diffeomorphisms = — 2/(z) holds since the action is a 4-form
integrated on 4-dimensional spacetime. More precisely, the action (4.12]) is invariant
under diffeomorphisms generated by the Lie derivative /., where ¢ = €#0, is an
infinitesimal tangent vector. Indeed using the Cartan formula ¢, = di. + t.d we
find that the variation of the action is a total derivative, since the Lagrangian is a
top form. The (infinitesimal) variation obeys the Leibniz rule, amounting to vary
in turn all the fields (forms and tangent vectors) present in the action. Form fields
7 vary with the Lie derivative, i.e. §.7 = .7, and the tangent vectors X, = X0,
defining the A, product (see Appendix A) transform as §. X4 = [, X4]. With these
variations the action varies into a total derivativell

Finally, in the next two subsections we give the NC action in terms of the
component fields (V¢ w®, V¢ w, @), and the gauge variations of these fields.

In the present setting, the tangent fields X4 are background fields. Their promotion to
dynamical fields is discussed in ref. [21].

11



4.2.1 NC gravity action for the component fields
Using the expansions and ( - the action (| - ) takes the form:

S = /R“” Ae (VEAVE— VA VD ewped — 20 R Ay (Vo Ay Vi — Vi AL V3)

4 A (VEAV, = VEA VL) +4i 7 A, (VEAV, — VEA, V)

(4.20)
with
R® = dw® — %w“c Ay w? + %wbc Ay W — z’(w“b Ap W+ w Ay w“b) —
- %e“bcd(w“l AT+ A, W) (4.21)
r=dw— éw“b/\*wab — (WA w— WA, D)
7 =dw+ %eabcdw“b A — (WA, @+ @ A, W) (4.22)
4.2.2 x-gauge variations
The action (4.20)) is invariant under the x-gauge transformations
5( Cx VLV xeh) + ie“bcd(f?b x e — gy ‘7”)
Fi(ex VO —Voike)—Ex V= V%E (4.23)
%(ea * VP4 VP xe?) + ieabcd(vb x e — g% V?)
Fi(ex V= Voike)—Ex VO —Voi%E (4.24)
5™ = de™ %(Eac*wcb Ceb kg wP ke kb))
+ (e x w — wHe?) + %e“bcd(gcd * 0 — O *e) (4.25)
+i(e*w® —w®xe) + %eabcd(g* w — w4 % §) (4.26)

dw = de — %(w“b*gab—sab*w“b) tilexw—whe —Exwt+wHe) (4.27)

0w = de + eabcd(w bxed — ey w®) LilexD—DreF+Exw —wHE)

16
(4.28)

obtained by inserting the expansions (4.14]), (4.15) and (4.16) into the variations
@E17).

12



5 NC Hamiltonian formulation of NC gravity

In this Section we apply the x-Hamiltonian formalism to the NC gravity action

(7.20).

5.1 x-Legendre transformation and x-Hamiltonian

We begin by giving the definition of momenta:

L
e =0 (5.1)
7o 0L (5.2)
d(dVe)
o — 0L JVVE—vevd) 42Vt —ylapthy  (5.3)
a a(dwab) aocC
. 5[/ T7erse _ y7etse
™= ) — 4(VVE—VeVe) (5.4)
oL -
= 5 4i(VEVE = VeVe) (5.5)

The x-Hamiltonian is therefore
H=dV%, + d‘N/“%a + dw®rgy +dw T+ do T — L =
AVe®, + dV D, + dw™ D,y + dw ® + dio © +
+ [wc[awb]c + Z’(wabw + wwab) + %(Wef‘:} + a)wef)eabef} .
(VVE = VoV eeq + 20(VaVo = VaVo)l +

+ 4(8w Wap — 100 + iww)(VEV, — VV,) —

— 44 16w“bw6deabcd — iwl — iww)(VeV, — V) (5.6)

where the constraints ® are defined by subtracting the right-hand sides from the

left-hand sides in (5.1)) - (5.5).

5.2 Construction of x-gauge generators

We apply now the algorithm for the search of symmetry generators. We start from
the first class 2—forms m,, 7, 7. They commute with all the constraints @, and are
therefore good candidates for the F' part of the gauge generator G in (3.12)). Their

13



Poisson bracket with H is given by:

0 H ‘ (. ~
o = TefaW” b+ W “Tale + 1 (WTap — Tapw) + §(w7r‘3d — Wde)Eabcd +
3. o i ~ «cd __, cdx=
+ 3 (WapT™ — Twap) + 16 (Tw W) €abed (5.7)
oH , U
5 = Wy — Tepw® + wr — Tw + W7 — TW) (5.8)
w
88_~ = %(wamrcd — TeaWap) € + i(WT — Tw — o + TW) (5.9)
w

Thus, if we take de,, 7% +de m+de T as the F part of the symmetry generator G, the
second condition in is satisfied when the G part is the sum of the right-hand
sides in the above equations. However we have still to satisfy the first condition in
(3.14). This we achieve by adding to the G part a combination of constraints. The
result is the x-G'L(2, C') gauge generator:

G=deqn®+de T+ dE T+

1 s -

+ sea(Vor +7V) + iacd(vbw“ — V) e e +
1 e pay e~

+ (VR +7V) + igcd(vbwa — TV")€abed —

0

— Eca(wb cTab + Tab (.L)b c) — ’iEab<w7Tab — Wabw) — §€Cd<a}ﬂ'ab — Fabw)Eade —

— éaab(w“bﬂ — Tw™) + %65Cd(w“b'7? — TwW™)€apeq —

—ie(Vory — V) 4 E(VOT, + T V) — ie(VOR, — TV + E(VF, + FuVO) —
b

. 7
—ie(w ey — Wabwab) = §€(wab7rcd = chwab)eab“l

— te(wrm — Tw + WT — TW) + (E(Wr — T — WT + Tw) (5.10)

By simple inspection one can verify that indeed it generates the x-GL(2,C) sym-
metry variations listed in (4.23)-(4.28). Moreover, we can now obtain also the

14



*-GL(2,C) symmetry variations of the momenta:

ﬁ
G e _
0Ty = gva = E(ﬂbgab + 5ab7rb) — i(ﬂbec‘i — €Cd7rb)6abcd —
— i(Tue — eTy) + To€ + €T, (5.11)
%
- G 1, ~ ]
T — g‘N/a = E(wbeab + eqpTl) — i(ﬂbscd — ) egpeq +
+ M€ + ey — (T — €T,) (5.12)
%
G ' | ~
5E7Tab = aawab = _Wc[aeb] ¢ — Sc[bﬂ'a]c-— %(ﬂ'&lb — Sabﬂ') + %(W&Cd — 6Cd71')€abcd
— i(Tape — ETap) — %(ﬂCdE— e e gped (5.13)
—
a G . ab ab . ~~ ~
0o = = —i(Tape® — ¥ g) — i(wE — M + TE — ET) (5.14)
w
% .
~_a_G__£ ab_cd _ _cd__ab - e ~
RS Ei (%% — e“m)egped + 1(TE — EM — e + £T) (5.15)
w

Finally, using the above variations of the momenta and the variations of the fields
given in subsection 4.2.2, it is straightforward to check that the ® constraints defined

in (5.6) are weakly preserved.

6 Conclusions

In this paper we have developed a covariant hamiltonian formalism for noncommu-
tative geometric theories, where noncommutativity is implemented via an abelian
twist. In this canonical framework we have introduced x-Poisson brackets, and
the notion of x-canonical gauge generator, providing also an algorithm for its con-
struction. This is of relevance when studying the (local or global) symmetries of
a geometric theory like gravity or supergravity, and allows to generalize Noether
theorems to a NC setting.

The NC hamiltonian formalism presented here can be directly applied to su-
pergravity theories, whose covariant symmetry generators have been constructed in
[15]. The use of noncanonical symplectic structures (see for ex. [22]) could provide
another interesting generalization of the covariant hamiltonian setting, and of its
NC version.
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A Twist differential geometry

The noncommutative deformation of gravity considered in this paper (and intro-
duced in ref.s [7, §]) relies on the existence of an associative x-product between
functions and more generally an associative A, exterior product between forms,
satisfying the following properties:

e Compatibility with the exterior differential:
AT AT =d(T) N T =T A dT’ (A.1)

e Graded cyclicity of the integral:

[r = oy [0, a2

with deg(7) +deg(7") = d = dimension of the spacetime manifold, and where 7 and
7' have compact support (i.e. we require (A.2)) to hold up to boundary terms).

e Compatibility with complex conjugation:
(TAT) = (—1)deg(7)deg(7/)7"* A T (A.3)

Following [7] we describe here a class of twists whose associated x-products have all
these properties. This class includes the Groenewold-Moyal x-product

frg=p{ex? %% [ g g}, (A.4)

where the map p is the usual pointwise multiplication: u(f ® g) = fg, and 07 is a
constant antisymmetric matrix.

Abelian Twists

Let = be the linear space of smooth vector fields on a smooth manifold M, and
UZ= its universal enveloping algebra. A twist F € UZ ® UZ= defines the associative
*-product

frg = W{F'fog} (A.5)

where the map p is the usual pointwise multiplication: p(f®g) = fg. The product
associativity relies on the defining properties of the twist, see for ex. [20].
Explicit examples of twist are provided by the so-called abelian twists:

Fl = 30" Xa0Xs (A.6)

where {X 4} is a set of mutually commuting vector fields globally defined on the
manifold, and 4P is a constant antisymmetric matrix. The corresponding *-
product is in general position dependent because the vector fields X 4 are in general

16



x-dependent. In the special case that there exists a global coordinate system on the
manifold we can consider the vector fields X4 = %, corresponding to the Moyal

1%}
twist, cf. (A.4):
Fl= o0 0800 (A7)

Deformed exterior product

For abelian twists ({A.6)), the deformed exterior product between forms is defined as

AT =Y (%) APt gABn (0l YA (Exp e U, )

n=0
1

2
2) 0A1319A2B2 (gXAngAQT) A (gXBngBQT/) +oee

) 1
:T/\T,—i-%QAB(KXAT)/\(EXBT,)—FE(

where the commuting tangent vectors X4 act on forms via the Lie derivatives .
This product is associative, and the above formula holds also for 7 or 7’ being a
O-form (i.e. a function).

Exterior derivative

The exterior derivative satisfies the usual (graded) Leibniz rule, since it commutes
with the Lie derivative:

d(fxg)=df xg+ f*dg :
AT A7) =dr AT + (—1)d€g(7) TN dT (A.9)

Integration: graded cyclicity

If we consider an abelian twist (A.6) given by globally defined commuting vector
fields X4, then the usual integral is cyclic under the x-exterior products of forms,
i.e. equation (A.2)) holds up to boundary terms. Indeed:

/T/\* 7= /r/\r’ = <_1)deg(T)deg(Tl)/T,/\T = (—1)‘169(7“69“')/7’ AeT (A.10)

up to boundary terms. For example at first order in 6,

/7’/\*7'/: /T/\T'—%@AB/EXA(T/\EXBT’) :/T/\T/—%QAB/diXA(T/\EXBT/)
(A.11)

where we used the Cartan formula Lx, = dix, +ix,d.
Complex conjugation

If we choose real fields X4 in the definition of the twist (A.6), it is immediate to
verify that:

(frg) =g [ (A.12)
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(7_ A, 7_/)>x< _ (_1>deg(7')deg(7-’)7_l* A, 7

(A.13)

since sending 4 into —i in the twist (A.7) amounts to send 648 into —048 = §BA,

i.e. to exchange the order of the factors in the x-product.

B Gamma matrices in d =4

We summarize in this Appendix our gamma matrix conventions in d = 4.

Tab = (17 _17 _17 _1>7 {f}/aaf)/b} = 277ab7 [7a>7b] = 27ab7
V5= onY2s VY5 =1, oz = —e” P =1,
W=7, W=

Ta = —CC7l, 75 =CC™, CP=-1, CT=C"=

B.1 Useful identities

YaYo = Yab + Nab

]

YabVs = 5 Eabcd/VCd

YabYe = MocYa — NacVo — Eabed V57"

VeYab = Nac¥o — MocVa — 1€abed V57"

VoV Ye = NapVe + MoeYa — Nac Vo — 1€avea V5"

Y Yed = —ie™ 5 — 45[[5 Vb] d 200

Tr(va7"vq) = 8 625

Tr(V5YaYoeVd) = —4 Eabed

TT('VTS'Ya’ch%l) = 4<_25Z§nab + 20p3Mac — 3!5225778@
Tr(vsY" YaVoeVa) = (=M€ cq + 1MacE” "y + 208 4 073

—C

where 0% = 1(5965—626%), 67s¢ = & (67656¢ + 5 terms), and indices antisymmetriza-

cd = 2 » Yabe — 3!
tion in square brackets has total weight 1.
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