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In this work, we explore the quantum theories of the free massive scalar, the massive fermionic,

and the electromagnetic fields in a doubly special relativity scenario. This construction is based on a
geometrical interpretation of the kinematics of this kind of theory. In order to describe the modified
actions, we find that a higher (indeed infinite) derivative field theory is needed, from which the deformed
kinematics can be read. From our construction, we are able to restrict the possible models of doubly

special relativity to those that preserve linear Lorentz invariance. We quantize the theories and also obtain
a deformed version of the Maxwell equations. We analyze the electromagnetic vector potential for both
an electric pointlike source and magnetic dipole. We observe that the electric and magnetic fields do not
diverge at the origin for some models described with an anti—de Sitter momentum space, but they do for a

de Sitter space in both problems.

DOI: 10.1103/PhysRevD.110.086004

I. INTRODUCTION

A quantum gravity (QG) theory, merging quantum field
theory (QFT), and general relativity (GR), has been sought
for the last few decades. While there is not currently such a
framework describing consistently both the theoretical and
phenomenological quantum effects of gravity, it is believed
that the notion of spacetime should change at small scales/
high energies. In these cases, the classical notion of
spacetime should be replaced by a quantum one, with new
consequences in the aforementioned regime. For example,
in loop quantum gravity, the structure of spacetime takes
the form of a spin foam [1,2], while in causal set theory and
string theory, a nonlocality arises [3-8].

The search for such a QG theory is highly motivated by the
fact that GR is perturbatively nonrenormalizable [9-11].
Since loop quantum gravity, causal set theory, and string
theory lack well-defined and testable predictions, different
“top-down” approaches to a fundamental QG theory have
been considered. One possibility that has been widely studied
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in the literature is to add new terms proportional to the
Ricci scalar in the Einstein-Hilbert action. Nevertheless,
these so-called f(R) theories [12] are not renormalizable. A
different possibility is to consider terms proportional to the
squared Ricci and Riemann tensors [13]. While these latter
theories are perturbatively renormalizable [14], they present
an additional massive spin-2 ghost degree of freedom,
causing the Hamiltonian to be unbounded from below,
which leads to vacuum instabilities of the physical system
and to the loss of unitarity of the QFT. It is possible
to solve this problem if, instead of considering some
terms proportional to the Ricci scalar and Ricci and
Riemann tensors, infinite derivatives of them are taken
into account [15]. Thus, nonlocal QFTs arise (note that
nonlocal QFTs have already appeared before in other
contexts [16—-18]). The considered functions of the
derivatives depend only on the d’Alembertian, so covari-
ance is preserved. Some of these approaches are known as
infinite-derivative gravity (IDG) theories [19]. It is worth
mentioning that, in these theories, the gravitational
potential takes a finite value at the origin [20-25],
contrary to what happens in GR. Moreover, some recent
work in IDG even suggests that the introduction
of infinite derivative theories prevents black hole hori-
zons [26,27]. Starting from this scenario, it is possible to
construct a QFT with infinite derivatives [15,28-30].
However, there is an arbitrariness in the choice of the
functions of the derivatives. From string theory argu-
ments, this function is an exponential [31-36]; from
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causal set theory it takes a nonanalytical form [37,38],
and for other choices of IDG models, it is a polynomial in
the ultraviolet limit (see [39] and references therein).

A completely different approach was regarded in doubly/
deformed special relativity (DSR) [40—42], considered as a
low-energy limit of a QG which aims to predict phenom-
enological effects that can be detected nowadays. In this
theory, the kinematics of special relativity (SR) is deformed
by adding a high-energy scale. This usually modifies the
dispersion relation, as well as the conservation of energy
and momentum, which is normally called the composition
law of momenta. While the former do not have to be
modified, the latter must be, with this being the main
ingredient of this kind of theory. The principal feature of
DSR theories is that a relativity principle is present, so there
are some deformed Lorentz transformations making com-
patible the dispersion relation and the composition law.
There are two primary kinematical models considered in
the literature: x-Poincaré [43] and Snyder kinematics [44].
However, instead of considering that Poincaré invariance is
deformed, a different possibility is a Lorentz invariance
violation (LIV) [45,46], where there is not a relativity
principle, meaning that the laws of physics depend on the
observer. In this scenario, there is a modification of the
dispersion relation, but not of the momentum conservation
laws. As discussed in [47,48], the phenomenologies of the
two theories are quite different.

Since DSR started to be considered at the beginning of
this century, there are some topics that are not fully
developed. In particular, there are only a few proposals
to consider the electromagnetic (EM) interaction in this
scheme [49,50], compared with the more vast literature in
the LIV scenario [51-57]. Moreover, while there is an
effective field theory in LIV, known as standard model
extension [45], the complete formulation of a QFT in DSR
is still missing, although there are several works in the
literature trying to develop it [58—72]. In another vein, more
efforts in DSR were focused on understanding the relation-
ship between this kind of theory and a curved momentum
space1 [74-80] (see [81-84] for the LIV geometrical
description). In the previous literature on the topic, it is
not clear how to relate in a simple way the composition of
momenta with such momentum-dependent metrics. A
different point of view was developed in [85], finding that
both the Lorentz transformations and the composition law
must be isometries of the momentum metric in order to
have a relativity principle. Since four conservation laws for
the momenta as well as Lorentz invariance are required to
describe a relativistic kinematics, a maximally symmetric
momentum space is needed. From this construction, both

'"The idea of a curved momentum space was first considered by
Born [73] in the 1930s as a way to avoid the ultraviolet
divergences in QFT. Due to the success of renormalization, this
idea was forgotten until some years ago, when it was considered
as a possible path to quantum gravity.

k-Poincaré and Snyder kinematics can be easily obtained.
Based on this last geometrical setup, in [86] an approach to
a QFT in DSR, fully described in momentum space, was
proposed. It is important to mention that the results
obtained for the Dirac equation in that paper coincide with
those of [87], derived from an algebraic point of view.

The aim of this work is to translate and extend the results
obtained in [86] for position space. Interestingly, we find an
infinite-derivative (and therefore nonlocal) field theory. In
doing so, we are able to restrict the possible models of
DSR. In particular, we find that the proposed model
restricts the possible kinematics to those with a linear
Lorentz invariance—i.e., Snyder models, with the Casimir
being a function of the squared momentum. While there are
several (indeed infinite) choices of metrics in momentum
space satisfying this property, we will focus on a very
particular one obtained in [88,89] from geometrical argu-
ments. This does not imply, however, a total restriction on
kinematics different from those of Snyder’s models, which
could be allowed in different proposals not considered here.
Notice that for x-Poincare kinematics in DSR, there exist
bases for which linear Lorentz invariance is preserved at the
level of single particles, while in other bases it is not.
However, for a multiparticle system, linear Lorentz invari-
ance is never preserved for these kinematics, whatever
basis one works on (see, for instance, [90]). Regarding
Snyder kinematics, all the considered bases possess linear
Lorentz invariance for both single- and multiparticle
systems (see [44]). So, the preservation of linear Lorentz
invariance is not a restriction on DSR. As we will see in
Sec. III, we are imposing from the beginning that our model
preserves linear Lorentz invariance at the single-particle
level (where the Minkowski metric is present). Moreover,
a compatibility condition of the Klein-Gordon equation
will impose that linear Lorentz invariance must be
preserved for multiparticle systems. This is also interest-
ing, because in this way, the one-particle results would be
compatible with the algebraic scheme (see the discussion
of [86]), and because this could allow one to extend this
work to a QFT considering multiple particle interactions
too. Hence, our particular model is only compatible with
Snyder kinematics. However, this does not mean that
different models could be constructed in a compatible way
with x-Poincaré.

Moreover, we also consider the EM Lagrangian in our
construction of DSR QFT with infinite derivatives.” From
here, we are able to describe the electric and magnetic
potentials of a point charge and a magnetic dipole,
respectively. We find that both potentials are finite at the
origin (which is the case of the aforementioned IDG
theories for the gravitational potential) only for the anti—
de Sitter (AdS) model, seeming to privilege it with respect

See [91] for a modification of the electric potential by
considering a higher- (finite-) derivative EM Lagrangian.
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to de Sitter (dS) space.3 This coincides with the results
of [92,93], where the symmetries of a curved AdS
momentum space, including a deformed composition of
momenta, were obtained from a QG in 2 + 1 dimensions
coupled to pointlike matter [92,93].

The structure of the paper is as follows. In Sec. II, we
review the main results of [86], building up the base of our
description of QFT in DSR in position space, which will be
carried out in Sec. III. We also show how our scheme can
accommodate the field theories considered from string
and causal set scenarios. In Secs. IV and V, we study the
Klein-Gordon and Dirac equations, respectively, and their
conserved energy-momentum tensors. From the former
equation, we find that in order for the dispersion relation
to hold, the only kinds of kinematics allowed in this
scheme are Snyder models. In Sec. VI, we describe the
EM interactions, writing the modified Maxwell equations,
and obtaining the electric and magnetic vector potentials of a
point charge and a magnetic dipole, respectively. Finally, we
end with our conclusions and future prospects in Sec. VII.

II. REVISITING DSR QFT
IN MOMENTUM SPACE

Since [86] is inspired by previous works about geomet-
rical interpretations of DSR, we start by reviewing the
necessary foundations of the geometry of curved momen-
tum spaces and their connection to relativistic deformed
kinematics. In [85], it was shown that all the ingredients of
a relativistic deformed kinematics can be obtained from a
maximally symmetric momentum space. These core con-
cepts are the deformed dispersion relation and the deformed
composition law of momenta. The former establishes a
relationship between the energy, momentum, and mass of a
particle, and it can be identified with the squared distance in
momentum space. The latter describes the total momentum
of a system of particles (which is no longer the sum of
momenta but a nonlinear function of them), and it can be
obtained from translations in a curved momentum space.
Another crucial fact is that some Lorentz transformations
(isometries of the maximally symmetric momentum space)
make compatible the two previous ingredients, imposing
then a relativity principle. These transformations, together
with the deformed composition law, establish a clear
difference between DSR models and LIV theories.

In [94], it was shown that the following relation between
the metric and the Casimir® (regarding it as the squared
distance in momentum space) holds:

aC(p)
op,

10C(p)
4 ap,

9 (P) = C(p), (1)

*Note that whenever we refer to dS or AdS models, we are
dealing with curved momentum spaces.

A Casimir operator is an operator which is not identical to the
unit operator and which commutes with all group elements [95].

where one can define [86]

_1aC(p)
2 op,

f*(p) (2)

For SR, the previous equation reduces to the well-known
relation C(p) = p,n*p, = m*, where here and in the
following we consider 5 = diag(1,—1,—1,—1). In this
way, the dispersion relation in the theory can be written
as C(p) —m?=0.

The Klein-Gordon and Dirac actions in the momentum
space in DSR are given by

Skg = / d*py/—g(p)¢*(p)(C(p) — m*)d(p). (3)

SDirac = /d4p V —g(p)l]/(—p)
X (Y”ﬂﬂpepu(l?)f”(l)) - m)l/?(p)7 (4)

with ¢(p) and y(p) being the Fourier transforms
of the scalar and fermionic fields, y# the usual Dirac
matrices in SR, and e¥,(p) the tetrad in momentum
space, which is related to the metric by means of
9uw(p) = €, (p)n,ze°,(p). Given a composition law @,
the tetrad can be determined in the following way [85]:

(P®q),

e, (p) =2 (5)

aqﬂ g—0

In this way, different kinematics obtained from the same
metric lead to different tetrads, and hence, to different field
theories [86].

III. TOWARD A DSR QFT
IN POSITION SPACE

In this section, we discuss how to consider the QFT in
position space corresponding to the momentum space
version in the previous section. We also discuss the possible
momentum metrics allowed in our scheme, and how this
scheme can accommodate the nonlocal field theories
obtained from string and causal set theories.

A. Construction of our approach

In order to generalize QFT so that DSR deformed
symmetries are taken into account, our proposed construc-
tion is to replace the usual derivatives in QFT with a
function of them that takes into account the curvature in
momentum space, so the deformed dispersion relation is
satisfied. Thus, we consider the following action for scalar
fields (see the fermionic version in Sec. V):
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S= [ g (=0 x) . (-i0)x) - ().
(6)

where

l’ﬂﬂ<_iax) = eﬂv(p)fy<p)|p—>—idx' (7)

This modification leads to a nonlocal QFT, since an
infinite number of derivatives act on the fields. Moreover,
linear Lorentz invariance is preserved. This restricts the
possible bases of kinematics to those whose dispersion
relagion is a quadratic expression on the momentum, so
that

_lop*aC(p) _ ,9C(p)

f”(p)_iﬁ a7 o p*h(p?). (8)
"

Notice that having a relativity principle implies that Lorentz
transformations and the composition law must be isome-
tries of the momentum metric. This happens whenever the
metric is of the form

PuPv

o). (9)

g/w(p) - 7]/41/@1 (p2> +
where A is the high-energy scale. This kind of metric was
also found to be privileged from a geometrical point of
view when a curvature in both momentum space and
spacetime is considered [88,96]. There are different
(indeed, infinite) choices of momentum metrics that pos-
sess linear Lorentz transformations as isometries. In the
next subsection, we discuss some particular options.

But before going on, we would like to discuss the
differences and similarities between our approach and that
of [97,98]. In these works, starting from a particular
deformed uncertainty relation, the authors define a deformed
momentum operator. This operator, which is a nonlinear
function of the usual momentum, is used to replace the
derivatives in the associated QFT. Then, a higher-derivative
QFT is constructed in this way. In our approach, the starting
point is a metric in momentum space, and from it we derive a
¢# operator, which replaces the usual momentum operator.
While we can redefine this operator to obtain some desired
deformed uncertainty relations, it is more difficult to obtain
the specific choice of metric which leads to the uncertainty
relations of [97,98]. This fact could constitute an obstacle
whenever one wants to consider a deformed kinematics in
the DSR context. Nevertheless, the connection between the
two approaches opens a new line of research, which we hope
to deepen in the future.

’In the following, for alleviating the notation, when functions
are expressed in terms of p?, we mean p>/AZ?, for dimensional
reasons.

B. Possible choice of metrics

As mentioned in the Introduction, a nonlocal action in
QFT was obtained from string theory. In particular, the
interaction terms involving infinite derivatives are of the
form [31-36]

V(g) ~ (e, (10)

where [ = 0"d, as usual, and a is a constant which
depends on whether the string is open or closed, and on
the Regge slope. Inspired by this theory, several works of
IDG and nonlocal QFT arose [20,22-24,29]. They consider
the action in Eq. (6) together with the choice

C(—id,) = —0e/A’, (11)
or, equivalently,
Clp) = pPe /™. (12)

Let us see how this proposal for the Casimir operator can be
embedded in our formalism. It can be viewed as a particular
example of our construction based on a curved momentum
space. In particular, from the condition in Eq. (1), one finds
the following relationship between the functions defining
the metric in (9):

2/ oA NG
0:() = (G- @) (13

Imposing that the momentum metric must correspond to a
maximally symmetric space (see Appendix A), one finds

that
2 /2
0 (p?) = P sech? (f e"’z/A2>

A2
2 )
and O995(p?) = %sec2 (Tp e‘Pz/M) (14)

for dS and AdS cases, respectively. As we see, the
Minkowski metric is not recovered when taking the limit
A — o0. This means that the composition of momenta
cannot be written as a power-series expansion when
considering it as an isometry of the metric [85]—i.e.,
when writing

op & q),
aq,,

Ap®q),

g/m (q) aq

9P ® q) = . (15)

making it difficult to search for phenomenological
implications.

A different choice for the Casimir operator could be the
one obtained in causal set theory [37,38], whose expression
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at lower orders in A is given by
3 [° 30°
C(—id,)=—U0—-——=—(3y—-2+In| —
(=id,) 2,;\@/\2( rme n(zm“)) *

with y being the Euler-Mascheroni constant. In this case,
one could obtain also the function ®,, which defines the
metric, but only order by order, since this expression is not
analytic. But since it is possible to obtain the associated
metric and impose that it is maximally symmetric even if it
is order by order, in principle it can be a viable choice for
our construction.

In the following, we will focus on a very particular case,
in which the maximally symmetric momentum metric is
conformally Minkowski [88,89]:

p2 2
g;w(p) = 77/,”/(1 im) b (17)

where the plus sign stands for AdS, and the minus for dS.
This metric was obtained from geometrical considerations
inside the DSR scheme when a curvature in spacetime
was also considered, being hugely special due to its
conformal form. Due to the arbitrariness present in our
construction, we will develop the QFT with this metric
[although we compare some results with the Casimir of
IDG in Eq. (11)]. It could be the case that, by extending
our proposal to curved spacetimes in future works, the
previous metric appears to be privileged, as it is in the
geometrical setup.

In the next few sections, we will consider (17), together
with the QFT scheme described in Sec. III A, in order to
generalize the Klein-Gordon, Dirac, and electromagnetic
Lagrangians.

IV. KLEIN-GORDON EQUATION

In this section, we start by considering the Klein-
Gordon equation in position space. While it could seem
very naive and trivial, we find several interesting results.
From the action in position space, we conclude that the
only way in which the Klein-Gordon equation can be
obtained in our scheme is by selecting Snyder models over
k-Poincaré kinematics. Moreover, we study the conserved
quantities associated with this equation, finding a defor-
mation of the usual result of QFT. Notice that in this
section we have already promoted the classical problem to
a quantum one. Consequently, now the momentum p must
be treated as an operator p — —id,. We will abuse
notation by using the same letters for the quantum
variables and the classical ones, because they can be
distinguished by the context.

A. Action in position space

Consider for simplicity real scalar fields. Let us compute
the small variations of the functional (6) with respect to the
scalar field ¢:

58, = /d4x%{—fﬂ(—iax)éqﬁ(X)n,,/”(—iax)fﬁ(x)

— (=i0,)p(x)n, 0 (—i0,)6p(x)
= 2mp(x)¢p(x) }. (18)

Notice that by integrating by parts as follows:

- / d*xp(x) (10, )y (). (19)

we can rewrite (18) as

5= [ a3 (=01 (10,)6,(~i0, )b
= £,(10,) 4 (=10, (x)p(x) 2 p(x)5h(x)}. (20)

Applying the variational principle yields the equation of
motion:

(£4(i0,)¢,(=id;) + m*)p(x) = 0. (1)

The only way in which the dispersion relation
C(p)—m?=0 holds is by imposing £#(—id,) =—£*(idy).
From Eq. (8), it is easy to see that f“(—p) = —f*(p),
so e, (—p)=et,(p) must be fulfilled. This means
that the composition law leading to the tetrad follo-
wing (5) cannot correspond to k-Poincaré,’ leaving
only space for Snyder models. Thus, we can replace
24 (—id,) » —io*Q(~[): = —id* in the previous equa-
tions, with Q being a function depending on the momentum
space tetrad, the function of the d’ Alembertian 4(—[1), and
the deformed dispersion relation.

Taking into account the previous notation for /¥, the
Klein-Gordon action for real fields is

®Note that the composition law in x-Poincaré kinematics always
depends on a fixed vector n*; see [90]. Then, the corresponding
tetrad computed through Eq. (5) will lead to ¥, (n, p) # €*,(n,—p)
(see a similar discussion carried out in [86]).
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5= [ @ @Fewaee -y (22)

Notice that the Lagrangian density of a free complex scalar
field theory will be

L= 0" (x)0,p(x) = m*" (x)h(x). (23)

From now on, we will consider the real scalar fields case for
simplicity, but the generalization to complex ones could be
performed straightforwardly.

Notice that from the metric (17), one finds the following
tetrad:

e, (p) =é <1 + 4p—A22>, (24)

where again the plus sign stands for AdS and the minus for
dS, and the dispersion relations become [88]

)
Cas(p) = 4A2arctanh2< P ) =m?,

2A
/3
Cras(p) = 4A2arctan2< 2/12 ) = m?, (25)

with p? = p3 — p2. Since h(p?) is the derivative of the
Casimir with respect to the four-momentum squared, we
can compute the exact form of the Q function in both
models:

£ (~ia,) = & (1 + p—2> p*h(p?)

4A2 Pu——1i0,
2 aC
— < 1+ p_2> DH (f )
4A ap Pu——10,
= —id"Q(p*)]), ~—io,-

O 8A3
Qus(-0) = <1 + m) —\/ﬁ(4/\2 O

*ﬁ) (26)

tanh | ——
X arctan ( A

0 A3 V-0
QAdS<_|:|) = (1 —m) marctanh <T> .
(27)

B. Energy-momentum tensor
and conserved currents

The energy-momentum tensor can be computed as [99]

2
T oL

" /=ax) 69" (x)"

(28)

Note that here, we use g for describing the metric of
spacetime (depending on spacetime coordinates), and this
should not be confused with the momentum-dependent
metric g. When taking the limit for flat spacetime—i.e.,
I (x) = n,,—we are able to find the energy-momentum
tensor for our theory. Indeed, we obtain the usual con-
servation law of this tensor:

I,

, =0. (29)
When considering the Lagrangian density of the
action (6), one finds (see Appendix B)

T;w = 5ﬂ¢au¢ - %rhw [ép¢(x)a/J¢(x) - m2¢2(x):| . (30)

From this expression, it is easy to check that the con-
servation law (29) is satisfied.

A simple way to define the Fourier transform of the field
in terms of annihilation and creation operators, as in usual
QFT [100] and in high-derivative theories [29], is

d*p
00 = [ e

(ape™P + ahe'r).  (31)

Using the definition of Eq. (31) in Eq. (30), and after a
little algebra, one can obtain the conserved currents, which
are (see Appendix B)

s(m*) [ d&p . :
Tou =73 / ap Pt apep)- 32

Notice that s(m?) = Q(C~'(m?)) is a function of the mass,
which depends on the model considered and its Casimir.
We find that the energy and the momenta are conserved.
Moreover, instead of using (31), one can introduce a
normalization factor

#lx) = / (27)°

so the conserved currents are the same of those of standard
QFT:

d*p
2s(m*) po

(ape™7 + ahe?7),  (33)

1 dp 3 .
TOﬂ :E/Wp”(a;ap—l-apa},). (34)
V. DIRAC EQUATION

In this section, we discuss the Dirac equation in spacetime,
computing the corresponding energy-momentum tensor.
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A. Derivation from an action

Consider the following action for fermionic fields:

$= [ @b (o) (= (=i0) = mhw(x) = [ i) i3, = miw ().

Computing variations, and using (19) together with y(x)

55, = / A {S(0) (7, (—id) — myr(x) + v (2)7 (=2, (—ids) — m)Syr(x))

- / {5 (x) (=1, (=id) — mw(x) + £,(id 0w () (= — m)dyr(x))

= [ @xlop ) (=t (—i0y) = mw(x) + (10w () (= -

= [ Ex{p ) (4, (=0 = iy (x) + £,(100w ()= = m) ()

= / d*x{ 6 (x) (ir", — m)y (x) + [(ir"0, — m)y (x)] 08y (x) },

where we have the same equation twice. If one considers
only the fermionic case, no restriction on the possible
kinematics is obtained from the equations arising from the
variational principle. However, since we are interested in a
full QFT, both for fermions and bosons, we will choose the
kinematics bases respecting Lorentz invariance (in particu-
lar, the Snyder models), as in the scalar case, because this is
the most restrictive case.

B. Conserved currents

We can also construct the energy-momentum tensor in
this case. As shown in [99], Eq. (28) can be rewritten in
terms of the tetrad, resulting in

T S oL
o det[e(x)] 8e¥,(x)

(37)

As before, the tetrad of the spacetime e (depending on
the spacetime coordinates) should not be confused with the
momentum-space tetrad e considered before. By taking
the flat spacetime limit of this expression, and plugging the
Lagrangian involved in (35) into (37), one obtains (see
Appendix B)

pr = il/_/(X)]/ﬂéyl//(X) - ”ﬂul/_/(x)(iypap - m)W(x) (38)
Now, if we quantize the fermionic field as usual,
v = [ Gl 3 e
2r) \/2p szl:z P
+ by (p)e ), (39)

(35)
=y’ (x)y?, one obtains
m)y°8y (x)}
(36)
|
T (r)t —1)c”1 .
VW) = [ o= Y (bt “
27)? 2% rZIZ "
+agu(q)et ), (40)
one finds the conserved quantities (see Appendix B)
&p ;
P, = s(mz)/ o3 pMZ bp.sby. + ap sdps), (41)
() " e

where again s(m?) = Q(C~'(m?)).

VI. ELECTROMAGNETIC LAGRANGIAN

Following the formalisms described in the Introduction,
the deformed Maxwell tensor in our DRS-QFT theory
must be

F,, =it,(=id,)A, — it,(=id,)A

=0,A,—-0,A, =Q(-0)F,,

(42)

with F,, being the usual electromagnetic tensor. We see
that gauge invariance holds for the transformation given by
A=A, + 5,,9. Then, the usual Maxwell Lagrangian is
generalized to

S = /d4x1F Fouv

1w 43)

The associated Lagrangian can be written as
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1. . 1
——F, =

7 ) (0,A,0'AY — 0,A,0'AY).  (44)

When making small variations of the action with respect to
A, one finds

it*(-io,)F,, = 0'F,, =0, (45)

and, when replacing (42) in the above expression together
with the Lorentz gauge ¢#A, =0, every component of
the electromagnetic vector satisfies the Klein-Gordon
equation, viz.

C(-0)A, = —0Q(-0)A, = 0. (46)

Moreover, from Eq. (45), it is easy to see that the electric
and magnetic fields defined as usual, i.e.

E; = 0yA; — 0;A, B; = €ijkajAkv (47)

with ¢, being the Levi-Civita tensor, leads to a defor-
mation of the Maxwell equations. For that aim, when
considering in Eq. (45) v =0, one finds

QX (—10)0#(9,A9 — 0A,) = Q*(=01)(00;Ag — I'dpA,;)
= —QX(-0)FE; =0,  (48)

and for v = |,

92(—D)0/‘(0MA1~ - 0,A,)

= Q*(=00)(°(00A; — 0:Ag) — 0/ (0;A; — 0;A;))

From the previous expressions, one can write the deformed
Maxwell equations in a vectorial form:

Q(-O)V-E=0, Q(-O)VxB=0>(-0)dE. (50)
On the other hand, as in standard EM theory, one can obtain
the other two deformed Maxwell equations as before:

-

Q(-O)V-B=0, Q*(-O)VxE=-0Q(~0)3,B,

(51)

from the dual tensor

- 1 -

* —
Fm/ = zeﬂvpo‘Fpm

(52)
where €,,,, is the rank-4 Levi-Civita symbol. By applying
the operator Q*(—[J) on the identity

f=d —’2

Vx(VxE)=V-(V-E)-VE, (53)

and taking into account Egs. (50) and (51), one finds

—

Q(-O)V x (V x E) = -Q*(-O)V°E,
—Q(-O)V x 9pB = —Q2(-0))
—Q2(-0)dydE = —2(-O)WV’E,  (54)

2—>
E’

<

when a similar computation is carried out for the magnetic
field, the Klein-Gordon equations for both fields are
obtained:

C(-E=0, C(-0)B=0. (55)

The electromagnetic energy-momentum tensor obtained
from (28) and (43) can be written as (see Appendix B)

|

T, = ZﬂﬂquaF”” +F,F, (56)

The energy and the Pointing vector associated with this
energy-momentum tensor are the same as those of standard
QFT, once (55) is taken into account:

1 ey = ..
TOO = E(E‘2 _|_BZ), T()i = (E X B)z (57)

Now, we can add a minimal coupling to matter to the EM
Lagrangian, finding

| .
SEM = — / d4x <ZFﬂDFﬂU + J”Aﬂ) . (58)

When varying the action with respect to the electromag-
netic vector potential, one finds

—C(-O)Ax = jn. (59)

Moreover, it is easy to find the deformed Maxwell

equations with an external source, which are (51) together

with

Q(~O)V x B=Q2(~0)0,E +J.
(60)

QX (-O)V-E = j,,

Using now Egs. (51), (53), and (59), the Klein-Gordon
equations for the fields are obtained:

-

C(-DE =Vjy+9dpj., COB=-Vxj (61

A. Electric field of a point charge at the origin
We now consider the electric field of a pointlike source.
In this case, for the potential j°(x) = ¢&°(7), j' = 0, the
equations of motion turn out to be exactly analytically
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solvable. The 0-component of the vector potential is the
electric scalar potential, whose Fourier transform (FT) can
be written as

(23:)3 / kA (k)et*T, (62)

Consequently, the equation of motion for this scalar field is

A7) =

—C(-0)A° = ¢&° (7).

1 ~ = q -
d3kA0 KC _];'2 ik? _ _/d3k zk‘r‘
e S e

(27)*

(63)

After comparing the two sides of the equation above, it can
be seen that A?(k) = —q/C(—kz). Plugging this FT com-
ponent into the definition of the field (62) and integrating in
spherical coordinates yields

g [Pk
A0<r) - (2”)3/(:(_]-(’2)

q / ; / ﬂ / © KSI0dKAIAD i cos
— = T pikreos
2z Jo Jo Jo C(-k)

q /oo dk k2 /1 du etkru
= — - ue
27)* Jo C(=k*) -1

g [ k> sin(kr)
- 272 0 C(_]_éz) kr

(64)

In [101], it is shown that the electric scalar potential is
constant for the AdS scenario and divergent for the dS one
when r — 0. This behavior can also be seen in Fig. 1,
where we have compared the A°(r) obtained from (25) with
the value arising when considering the Casimir operators of
the classical basis of the Snyder model in the Maggiore
representation [86]:

A%
y — dS
0.100 ¢ ds2
— AdS
0.010¢
— AdS2
0.001 ¢
107
‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ Lo,
1 10 100 1000
FIG. 1. Electric scalar potential A°(r) as a function of the radius

r for different de Sitter and anti—de Sitter models and ¢ = A = 1.

Cusr(=p?) = —Azarcsinh2<

I—)'2
VP
: ) (65)

In addition, whenever one chooses C = e~V/A’V2, the
electric potential is given by
sin(kr)

=1 e S A
272 A a kre/N Ax rf <2> .+ (66)

with Er f being the error function. The behavior of this last
electric scalar potential at » — 0 is analogous to that of the
AdS scenario, as shown in [101].

Concerning the electric field, it can be obtained by means

of E = -VA'(r), ie.,

CAdSZ(_I_iz) = —A2arcsin2<

A?DG(”)

k*  krcos(kr) —sin(kr) _
= i,
C(-k%) kr?

2 q
E=—"%
27[2 0

" dk (67)

An important conclusion that can be easily checked is that
the electric field does not diverge at r — 0 for the AdS and
IDG models but does for the dS ones. As discussed in
Sec. III B, the operator of IDG is not compatible with a
composition law such that, when making a series power
expansion in A, the zeroth-order term corresponds to the
usual sum of momenta. This means that it should not be
considered within our model, since we want to recover the
special relativistic case when A — oo. However, this does
not mean that there are no different constructions for which
IDG is valid. Moreover, from a mathematical point of view,
in order to compute the electromagnetic potentials in
Eq. (64), one only needs a Casimir, independently of the
form of the metric (and its corresponding composition of
momenta) and its physical implications. Therefore, we have
also computed the IDG case (which is well known in the
literature and shows a finite behavior of potentials at the
origin of coordinates) in order to compare this result with
the proposed Casimirs allowed in our construction.

B. Magnetic field of a magnetic moment
at the origin

If one considers a static magnetic moment 7 localized
at the origin [102], i.e., j°(x) = 0, ] = —m x V&*(F), the
i-components of the vector potential constitute the mag-
netic vector potential, whose Fourier transform can be
written as

A7) :ﬁ / BA (k) k7. (68)

Now, Eq. (59) turns into
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FIG. 2. Magnetic vector potential Z(r) form = (0,0, 1) and A = 1in the AdS (left) and Minkowski (right) models for small values of r.

—C(V2AF) = —in x V& (F) =V x m& (7).  (69)

From here, the Fourier transform of the magnetic vector
potential can be obtained:

Consequently,

The magnetic vector potential is thus

- 1 $k = iz
M”ZTQF/ajﬁvxwe)

_%X/&k%m_%
(2z)? C(—k) (27)?

Xﬁ/w/wﬁmmwﬂyhme
(—k%)

m = o Kdk 2sin(kr)
B g [ 2t
C(=k") K7
7 w  kdk .
X27z2r3/0 D) (krcos(kr) — sin(kr))

= i x [Ff (1) (72)

It is straightforward to see from here that the magnetic
vector potential for AdS is zero in the limit r — 0 (see
Fig. 2). This feature also applies for the IDG model
considered in (66). The only difference between the two

models is the numerical value obtained for A(r), although
the order of magnitude remains the same. On the
contrary, the magnetic vector potential diverges at the
origin for the undeformed model (i.e., Minkowski space-
time), as well as for the dS case. It is easy to check that
for higher values of the distance to the origin, all the
models (dS, AdS, and IDG) recover the characteristic
behavior of the Minkowski space (see Fig. 3), in which
the vector potential becomes zero at a large distance from
the origin.

In order to compute the magnetic field B = V x Z(r)
one basically needs to calculate the rotational of the
magnetic vector potential. In this way,

VxA(r) =V x [ x (Ff(r))]
=iV (Ff (r)) = (i V) (FF(r))
= 150, (P (7)) =m0, (1), = mo (1)
—my,f(r)it, =i (2f (r) +r0,f(r))
RUEWIOT 73)

Similarly to what happens when evaluating the electric field
of a point charge when approaching the origin, the
magnetic field goes to zero for the AdS and IDG models
but diverges for the dS one.
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FIG.3. Magnetic vector potential A(r) form = (0,0, 1) and A = 1 inthe AdS (left) and Minkowski (right) models for higher values of r.

VII. CONCLUSIONS AND OUTLOOK

In this work, we make a new proposal for considering
QFT in DSR theories. This construction is built upon a
geometrical setup used in a previous work regarding QFT in
momentum space. Here, we discuss how this formalism can
be translated to position space. This leads to a nonlocal QFT,
since infinite derivatives of the fields appear. Furthermore,
we show that any nonlocal QFT can in principle be
embedded in our scheme, showing explicitly how to do
so for the particular example considered in string theory.

In our construction of QFT, we find that not every basis
of DSR kinematics is allowed, but only those with a
dispersion relation which is a function of the momentum
squared. Moreover, when deriving the Klein-Gordon equa-
tion, we also find that only Snyder kinematics can be
considered, impeding us from working in x-Poincaré
models. We have also generalized the Dirac equation
and the electromagnetic Lagrangian within our scheme.

Due to the arbitrariness present in our theory (there are
infinite Snyder models), we limit ourselves to a particular
basis previously considered in the literature as privileged by
a geometrical argument. The corresponding metric is
conformally Minkowski, and the only possible arbitrariness
comes down to whether we consider a de Sitter or anti—de
Sitter momentum space. For both models, we are able to
compute the electric and magnetic fields produced by a
charged point particle and a magnetic dipole, respectively.
We find that only for AdS the potentials do not diverge at
zero, privileging this metric over dS, since nonlocal
theories are considered as models that regularize this kind
of divergence. Our finding is in agreement with previous
results in the literature claiming that a quantum gravity
theory in 2 + 1 dimensions has the symmetries of an AdS
momentum space.

Since the electromagnetic and gravitational potentials are
computed in a similar way, the gravitational field of a
pointlike mass will present the same regular behavior at the
origin. Therefore, if one were to calculate the gravitational
potential, one would also find that it does not diverge at the
origin. This means that our construction of a QFT from a
geometrical setup is also a good candidate for a nonlocal
theory of gravity and should also be considered as a
different possible and interesting model. The extension
of our proposal for considering gravity will be carried out in
a future work. Moreover, as commented before, it could be
the case that this extension explicitly shows that our choice
of metric is privileged over other metrics, as is the case in
previous works in the literature regarding DSR in curved
spacetimes.

Finally, we would like to point out some caveats about
phenomenology. DSR was developed as a low-energy limit
of a QG theory with phenomenological implications. These
possible effects were looked for from astrophysical impli-
cations, since very high energies should be reached in order
for these quantum gravity corrections to appear. The
perspective proposed in this work opens a new phenom-
enology based on tabletop experiments (see also [103] for
other proposals of experiments using slow atoms). For
example, in [104,105] it was shown that the deformed
dispersion relation considered in causal set theory leads to a
modified Schrodinger evolution in the nonrelativistic limit.
This leads to a very characteristic effect that cannot be
generated by the environment, so in principle it can be
tested in the laboratory. Therefore, this work opens a new
branch of phenomenology of DSR at low energies that
could also be tested, and used to restrict the high-energy
scale depicting the model, in a parallel way to astrophysical
experiments.
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APPENDIX A: SCALAR OF CURVATURE
OF THE MOMENTUM SPACE

In this appendix, we show how to obtain the functions
defining the metric for the Casimir of IDG. We start with the
definition of the curvature tensor in momentum space [106]:

so(p) = 2L L ey

- CY(p)CY (p), (A1)
where
() = 5plp) (25 224 22N OAED)

is the momentum affine connection. Since it it a maximally
symmetric space, the following equation holds:

1
§0(p) = 5

2 g (p)g*(p)

where the positive sign is for dS and the negative one for
AdS. While this expression was obtained for spacetime

-g*(p)g”(p)), (A3)

2 oL

metrics [107], it is easy to check that it also holds for
momentum-space metrics.

By substituting the relationship between the functions
defining the metric obtained in Eq. (13), and using
Eq. (A3), one finally obtains a set of differential equations
of second order in ®;. These can be easily solved, leading
to the expressions in Eq. (14).

APPENDIX B: ENERGY MOMENTUM TENSOR
AND CONSERVED CURRENTS

1. Scalar field theory

The Lagrangian for scalar fields with a generic metric is
given by

£ =2 (3,00 ()ah()

- m*§*(x)).  (Bl)

Performing small variations of the action with respect to g,
one obtains

175

oL = 575

G ()8 (x) (9, (x) 3" (x) 0 p ()
V=9

m2¢2<x)) + Téﬂ¢(x)5gﬂy(x)5y¢(x)v (B2)
where we have used [99]
5/7G = — 575,05 (B3)

Consequently,
written as

the energy-momentum tensor can be

1 ~ ~ ~ ~
T v T — e N\ = |—39 D(x) 9 ¢(x>gp6(x)aa¢(x) - m2¢2(x) + 9 ¢(x)au¢(x):|
g V=9 89" (x) G~ [ 27 ( ’ ) g Gy
1 ~ ~
= 0, (x)0,(x) = 51, (%) (0 (x) Do p(x) — M (x)). (B4)
From here, the conserved quantities can be computed. If one replaces
d3p a A
300 = [ Gl ape e aen) (85)
(2”)3\/170 ! g
in the expression for T,, one obtains
dp d3q
P, = /d3xT = —/ Poq Q(pz)Q( )(a a e_lx'{(‘U'FPA) _i_aT T 1x;(‘1/1+l7/.)
’ v (27)\/po (2m)* /@y
d?
— a;aqe_lx (QA_P/I) —_ apaTe_lx (= q/l+p/1)) = /2(2”)3 p”Q (pz)(a;aq + apaj]), (B6)
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where we have used the integral definition of 5*(p — gq),
as well as the fact that the first two terms in the
summation are zero because they result from the inte-

gration of an odd function a,a_, (similarly aya',) on a
symmetric interval.

2. Fermionic field theory

The Lagrangian for Dirac fields with a generic metric is
given by

£ = =g () (i€ o(x)3, — m)w(x)
— detfe ()] (x) (i7" 4(x)3, - m)w(x). (B7)

7 —_ Su oL
o detle(x)] €% (x) | oo, g0,

_yy”/)uu?(x)(iyﬂeaﬂ(x)éa - m)W(x) + ieﬂﬂ

= il/'/(x)yﬂéyy/(x) - ’7;w‘l7(x)(i7a5a - m)l//(.X),

= _epanpﬂeavl/_/(x)(i}/ﬂegﬂ(x>5o - m)V/(x) + ieﬂa‘i’(x)naﬂyﬁavlp(x)

7 (x)y50,p (x)

Performing small variations of the action with respect to e,
one obtains

5L = 6detle (x) iy (x) i7" ey (x)3, — m)y(x)
+ dele (O (i 0 Jaw(x)

= —det[e(x)]e”,5e" 4 (x) (ir"e” 5(x)dy — m)y(x)
+ det[e(x)]y (x )170’56 o(X) 0,y (x). (B8)
Notice that we have used (B3) together with

I = eaﬂnaﬂeﬂy to compute the variation of the determi-
nant of the tetrad in the first term. Now, the energy-
momentum tensor can be written as

e",,—»é“b

because e, et = 6%5. From here, the conserved quantities can be computed. If one replaces

w(x) = /27: WYXI:Z aps

y'(x) = / 27 \/%rzlz

in T,, one obtains

P, = /d3xTOM = i/d3xy7(x)y05ﬂl//(x) = i/d3x1//T(x)(~)”y/(x)

d® pd3qd3x
== | 556 =——PP?) ) (=by,ap;
/(277)6\/4170610 ! ,,;,2 are

—ajlra

d3p
- _/(277)—321701’/49(172) Z (_b—p.rap,s”mT(_P)”(s)(P) + by bp )t (P)”m (p) - aE rdp,

rs=12

, : d’p
+alp b su(=p)v) (p)) = / G PP )> - (Bhsbps + ajsap,).
s=1,2

¥ (q)ul®) (p)e @) + af by uF ()0 (p)e*

e, —8%,

(B9)

P4 by W) (p)er),
Ye ¥ 4 aa,u“)*(q)e”“h) (B10)
v(’”)’(q)u(@ (p) —lxl(q;+p/1) + b bp sv( )t (q)v(s) (p)e_ix/l(‘h_‘”l)
A(‘I/H'PA))
¥ (p)u) (p)
(B11)

where we have used the normal ordering for the creation and annihilation operators, and the integral definition of 5*(p — ¢),
as well as the following orthogonality and normalization rules [108]:

ul7(=p)v(p) = v (=p)u(p) = 0,

v (p)o® (p) = uT(p)u)(p) = 2pod,;. (B12)

Notice that once we have replaced the fields with their modes’ decomposition (B10), it can be easily checked that

- [ @on i3, = mw(x) =0,

(B13)
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due to the deformed Dirac equations

(Q(p*)r*po — m)u(p) = (Q(p*)y*po +m)v(p) =0,
(

with p, = —id,. B14)

3. EM field theory

The Lagrangian for the EM interaction with a generic
metric is given by

L=-Y"9F Fvo.

2 (B15)

Performing small variations of the action with respect to g,
one obtains

1 S - 1. -
oL = g gﬂyéngFpang - Z po ,uy(égﬂpgya + gﬂpégz/a)
1.

1 - - o
= ggyy(Sgﬂprono- - EFﬂaFyrégﬂyggr- (B16)

Consequently,
written as

the energy-momentum tensor can be

o2
" =g 09" (x)

1 I .
= |:_ gﬂDF[JO'FpG - Fﬂan/rgm—:|

G =My

4

G =My

1 -
= _WMDF

4 /’(’Fpa + FﬂﬂFpU'

(B17)
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