Published by Institute of Physics Publishing for SISSA/ISAS Received: February 4, 2003 Accepted: March 30, 2003

Quantum theory of noncommutative fields

José Manuel Carmona and José Luis Cortés

Departamento de Física Teórica, Universidad de Zaragoza Zaragoza 50009, Spain E-mail: jcarmona@posta.unizar.es, cortes@posta.unizar.es

Jorge Gamboa and Fernando Méndez

Departamento de Física, Universidad de Santiago de Chile Casilla 307, Santiago 2, Chile E-mail: jgamboa@lauca.usach.cl, fmendez@lauca.usach.cl

Abstract: Generalizing the noncommutative harmonic oscillator construction, we propose a new extension of quantum field theory based on the concept of “noncommutative fields”. Our description permits to break the usual particle-antiparticle degeneracy at the dispersion relation level and introduces naturally an ultraviolet and an infrared cutoff. Phenomenological bounds for these new energy scales are given.

Keywords: Space-Time Symmetries, Beyond Standard Model.

© SISSA/ISAS 2003 http://jhep.sissa.it/archive/papers/jhep032003058 /jhep032003058 .pdf

Contents

1. Introduction 1

2. The noncommutative field 2 2.1 Definition of the free noncommutative field theory 2 2.2 Harmonic oscillator in noncommutative quantum mechanics 3 2.3 Construction of the noncommutative field 5

3. Properties of the quantum theory of noncommutative fields 6

4. Phenomenological bounds on the parameters of noncommutativity 8

1. Introduction

Relativistic quantum field theory (RQFT) is the general framework of our present microscopical theories. Its validity in particle physics has been confirmed by experiments covering a very wide range of energies, from the eV to the TeV [1]. From a modern perspective [2], RQFT is the necessary form adopted by any low-energy or “effective” theory satisfying the following three principles: special relativity, quantum mechanics and the cluster decomposition principle, which basically states that distant experiments yield uncorrelated results. The success of RQFT is then a confirmation of the validity of its ingredients, which describe correctly low-energy phenomena.

There seems however to be strong difficulties in obtaining a RQFT containing gravitation. Indeed there is no a priori reason why RQFT should be the correct framework of a high-energy theory, and even one or more of its ingredients could fail at these energies. In particular, Lorentz invariance could not be an exact symmetry at high energies, as recent developments in quantum gravity suggest [3, 4]. It is clear however that any high-energy theory of particle physics should reduce to a RQFT at low energies.

In this paper we propose an extension of the RQFT framework based on the notion of what we will call “a noncommutative field”. Motivated by the appearance of noncommutative spaces in string theory [5], there has recently been quite a few developments on “noncommutative quantum mechanics” (NCQM), which is an extension of quantum mechanics (QM) consisting in the formulation of quantum mechanical systems on a noncommutative coordinate space (or even phase-space) [6, 7]. “Noncommutative quantum field theories”, meaning quantum field theories on such spaces, have also been studied [8]. These theories violate relativistic invariance [9] and modify in a peculiar way the short-distance behavior of the theory (although there are still ultraviolet divergences).

– 1 –

There is however another way of introducing a noncommutativity in quantum field theory. In NCQM, the coordinates (and momenta), which are the degrees of freedom of the system, are made noncommutative. The degrees of freedom in field theory are the fields at every point of space (and their conjugated momenta). Therefore the natural generalization of NCQM to field theory leads to a noncommutative field (instead of a field in a noncommutative space). In section 2 we show how a quantum theory of such a field can be constructed and then in section 3 we will study the properties of the extension of RQFT it provides. Finally in section 4 we will consider its phenomenological implications, the bounds that present experimental status produce on the size of the noncommutativity and the possibility to measure effects coming from this source.

2. The noncommutative field

2.1 Definition of the free noncommutative field theory Let us consider a scalar field theory with two fields (ϕ_1, ϕ_2), i.e., a complex field Φ = (ϕ_1 + iϕ_2)/ √ 2, and let us introduce a noncommutativity between the two fields at every point of space (for now we work in the Schrödinger picture where fields and momenta do not depend on time) [ Φ(x), Φ^†(x^′) ] = θ δ^3(x − x^′) . (2.1)

We may consider at the same time a noncommutativity in the momenta Π = (π_1 +iπ_2)/ √ 2 [ Π(x), Π^†(x^′) ] = B δ^3(x − x^′) , (2.2)

where θ and B are the parameters which parametrize the noncommutativity. The fields and their conjugated momenta are related by the conventional commutation relations [ Φ(x), Π^†(x^′) ] = i δ^3(x − x^′) , (2.3a) [ Φ^†(x), Π(x^′) ] = i δ^3(x − x^′) . (2.3b)

The free theory of the complex noncommutative quantum field is completely defined by the above commutation relations, together with the hamiltonian H = ∫ d^3x H(x) , H(x) = Π^†(x)Π(x) + λ∇Φ^†(x)∇Φ(x) + m^2Φ^†(x)Φ(x) , (2.4)

where H is the hamiltonian density. Note that there is one additional dimensionless parameter λ in the hamiltonian as compared to the canonical theory because we already set the scale of the fields through the commutation relations (2.3).

The commutation relations (2.1) and (2.2) are not the most general ones to define a noncommutative field: one could introduce nonzero commutators between fields (and momenta) at different spatial points, which would then involve a much more complicated and arbitrary parametrization than that of eqs. (2.1) and (2.2). We will examine the properties and characteristic features of this simple definition for the noncommutative field in section 3.

– 2 –

In order to solve this theory, it is convenient to recall the method followed in standard RQFT (θ = B = 0, λ = 1). There one identifies the “field” as a superposition of an infinite number of decoupled one-dimensional quantum harmonic oscillators, each with a frequency ω(p) = √ p^2 + m^2, and then uses the solution of the harmonic oscillator in QM to define the Fock space of particle-states where the field acts. This suggests that considering the noncommutative generalization of the harmonic oscillator in QM might help us to define a Fock space for the noncommutative field.

2.2 Harmonic oscillator in noncommutative quantum mechanics

Let us consider a particle in two noncommuting spatial dimensions (the coordinates will be in correspondence with the two noncommuting real fields) in the presence of the harmonic oscillator potential (in correspondence with the relation between a free field theory and a superposition of oscillators) and a constant magnetic field [in correspondence with the noncommutativity in momenta eq. (2.2)].

This system is defined by the hamiltonian H = ω 2 ( p̂^2_1 + p̂^2 + q̂^2_1 + q̂^2 ) (2.5)

and the commutation rules

[q̂_1, q̂_2] = i θ̂ , [p̂_1, p̂_2] = i B̂ , [q̂_i, p̂_j ] = i δ_{ij} . (2.6)

Note that we have expressed the hamiltonian and the commutation rules in terms of adimensional phase-space coordinates (hence the small angles over them) appropriately rescaled, and omitted ℏ factors.

This problem was recently considered and solved in ref. [7]. Since we are interested in the case where the noncommutativity is going to be a small correction to RQFT, we will restrict in the following to the B̂θ̂ < 1 case. The appropriate way to solve this problem is to identify a linear transformation of the phase-space coordinates

q̂_1, p̂_1, q̂_2, p̂_2 −→ Q̂_1, P̂_1, Q̂_2, P̂_2 , (2.7)

so that the commutation rules in the new variables are

[Q̂_1, Q̂_2] = [P̂_1, P̂_2] = 0 , [Q̂_i, P̂_j ] = i δ_{ij} , (2.8)

and the hamiltonian in the new variables is still diagonal H = ω_1 2 ( P̂^2_1 + Q̂^2_1 ) + ω_2 2 ( P̂^2_2 + Q̂^2 ) . (2.9)

However, there is no a unique linear transformation (2.7) satisfying eqs. (2.8) and (2.9). In fact the authors of ref. [7] got a very special (and, after having obtained the general result, complicated) linear transformation. In order to adequately solve our original problem (the free theory of the noncommutative field) it will prove convenient to work out the most general solution of this associated quantum mechanical problem. We will give now the final result.

– 3 –

This system is equivalent to a set of two decoupled one-dimensional oscillators of frequencies^1

ω_1 = ω 1 + ( B̂ − θ̂ 2 )_2 + ( B̂ + θ̂ 2 ) , (2.10a)

ω_2 = ω 1 + ( B̂ − θ̂ 2 )_2 − ( B̂ + θ̂ 2 ) . (2.10b)

If we set θ̂ = B̂ = 0 then ω_1 = ω_2 = ω and we recover the result of the symmetric bidimensional harmonic oscillator of frequency ω.

In order to have a simple expression for the most general linear transformation (2.7) which passes from the hamiltonian (2.5) and the commutation rules (2.6) to the hamiltonian (2.9) and the commutation rules (2.8) it is convenient to use the following combination of variables: z = q̂_1 + iq̂_2 √ 2 , w = p̂_1 + ip̂_2 √ 2 , z̄ = q̂_1 − iq̂_2 √ 2 , w̄ = p̂_1 − ip̂_2 √ 2 , (2.11)

instead of the original variables q̂_1, p̂_1, q̂_2, p̂_2. The creation-annihilation operators of the one-dimensional oscillators of frequencies ω_1, ω_2 are a = Q̂_1 + iP̂_1 √ 2 , b = Q̂_2 + iP̂_2 √ 2 , a^† =

Q̂_1 − iP̂_1 √ 2 , b^† =

Q̂_2 − iP̂_2 √ 2 . (2.12)

Then the most general linear transformation that allows to solve the problem of noncommutative quantum mechanics is

z = ηϵ_1 e^{iα}a + ϵ_2 e^{iβ} b^† , (2.13a) z̄ = ηϵ_1 e^{−iα}a^† + ϵ_2 e^{−iβ}b , (2.13b) w = −iϵ_1 e^{iα}a + iηϵ_2 e^{iβ}b^† , (2.13c) w̄ = iϵ_1 e^{−iα}a^† − iηϵ_2 e^{−iβ} b , (2.13d)

where α, β are two angles which parametrize the most general linear transformation. Both angles appear only in exponential factors accompanying the a and b operators. Then we can use the freedom in the phase choice of the particle states to take, without any lost of generality, α = β = 0 in eq. (2.13). The coefficients η, ϵ_1 and ϵ_2 are expressed in terms of

1This result can also be obtained directly from the second order equations for the operators q̂i which one gets after eliminating p̂i in the Hamilton equations idO/dt = [O, H], where O is a phase-space variable.

– 4 – the noncommutative parameters

η = 1 + ( B̂ − θ̂ 2 )_2 − ( B̂ − θ̂ 2 ) , (2.14a)

ϵ^2_1 = B̂ + η 1 + η^2 = 1/η + θ̂ 1 + η^2

, (2.14b)

ϵ^2 = η − θ̂ 1 + η^2 = 1/η − B̂ 1 + η^2

. (2.14c)

Since there are only two parameters for the noncommutativity, we have a relation between these three coefficients ϵ^2_1 + ϵ^2 = 1 η . (2.15)

Finally, we can obtain from eq. (2.14) the following simple relations:

ϵ^2_1 − η^2ϵ^2 = B̂ , η^2ϵ^2_1 − ϵ^2 = θ̂ . (2.16)

2.3 Construction of the noncommutative field The noncommutative field is constructed from the above solution of the noncommutative quantum mechanics problem by considering an oscillator for each value of the momentum p of frequency ω(p) = √ λp^2 + m^2. Then, the extension to the complex field Φ of the expression (2.13) of the z coordinate as a function of the creation and annihilation operators is Φ(x) = ∫ d^3p (2π)^3 1 √ ω(p) [ η(p)ϵ_1(p) a_p e^{ip·x} + ϵ_2(p) b^†_p e^{−ip·x} ] , (2.17)

which generalizes the conventional expression of the field in RQFT as a superposition of infinite oscillators (each for every momentum) at every space point. Eq. (2.17) includes the plane-wave factors e^{ip·x}, an explicit momentum-dependence in the coefficients η, ϵ_1 and ϵ_2, and a global factor 1/ √ ω to take into account the rescaling between the adimensional coordinates and the field. The momentum has the analogue extension of the expression of w in eq. (2.13)

Π(x) = ∫ d^3p (2π)^3 √ ω(p) [ −i ϵ_1(p) a_p e^{ip·x} + i η(p)ϵ_2(p) b^†_p e^{−ip·x} ] . (2.18)

Eqs. (2.17) and (2.18) (and their respective conjugated expressions) give the fields and momenta as a function of creation and annihilation operators. If these satisfy the commutation rules [ a_p, a^†_{p′} ] = (2π)^3δ^3(p − p^′) , (2.19a) [ b_p, b^†_{p′} ] = (2π)^3δ^3(p − p^′) , (2.19b)

and we choose the noncommutative parameters of the system of quantum mechanics corresponding to each momentum as θ̂(p) = θ ω(p) , B̂(p) = B ω(p) , (2.20)

– 5 – with θ, B constants which do not depend of the momentum, then the calculation of the commutators of fields and momenta give the commutation rules (2.1), (2.2) and (2.3). This proves that the field constructed as in eq. (2.17) is a representation of the noncommutative field in the Fock space defined by the creation and annihilation operators a_p, a^†_p, b_p and b^†_p.

Moreover using the representation of fields and momenta as a linear combination of creation and annihilation operators, eqs. (2.17) and (2.18), one can express the hamiltonian (2.4) in the form H = ∫ d^3p (2π)^3 [ E_1(p) ( a^†_pa_p + 1 2 ) + E_2(p) ( b^†_pb_p + 1 2 )] , (2.21)

which shows that the theory of the free complex noncommutative field is a theory of free particles of two types. E_1(p) and E_2(p) give the expressions of the energy of one of these particles with momentum p. These energies are simply the frequencies in eq. (2.10) of the two decoupled oscillators appearing in the solution of the quantum mechanical system corresponding to each momentum p with the parameters of noncommutativity given in eq. (2.20)

E_1(p) = ω(p) √ 1 + 1 4 ( B ω(p) − θω(p) )_2 + 1 2 ( B ω(p) + θω(p) ) , (2.22a)

E_2(p) = ω(p) √ 1 + 1 4 ( B ω(p) − θω(p) )_2 − 1 2 ( B ω(p) + θω(p) ) . (2.22b)

In summary we have seen that the free theory of the scalar noncommutative field can be solved in a similar way as in the conventional case of RQFT. It is a theory of free particles. The simplest way to incorporate interactions is by using the same hamiltonians as in RQFT, now in terms of noncommutative fields. Then the solution of the free theory can be taken as a starting point for a perturbative treatment of interactions analogously to what is done in RQFT: identification of propagators, Feynman rules, etc. We will sketch this procedure in the following section, and examine the characteristic properties of the noncommutative theories defined in such a way.

3. Properties of the quantum theory of noncommutative fields

The free noncommutative field was defined by the commutation relations (2.1), (2.2) and by the hamiltonian (2.4). This simple implementation of a noncommutativity in field space has the following properties:

1. Standard RQFT is trivially recovered in the θ → 0, B → 0, λ → 1 limit. As in the standard case, the quantum theory is obtained from a classical hamiltonian which is relativistic invariant [the apparent noninvariance of λ ≠ 1 in eq. (2.4) is fictitious; as we remarked before, it is a consequence of the choice of the scale for the fields in order to write the standard commutation relations between fields and

– 6 – momenta eqs. (2.3)], but now we follow a quantification procedure, given by the new commutation relations (2.1) and (2.2), which explicitely violates Lorentz symmetry. This is what we understand by the “quantum theory of a noncommutative field”.

2. The hamiltonian density defined in eq. (2.4) is made of fields which commute at different space points, and therefore satisfies

[H(x), H(x^′)] = 0 for x ≠ x^′ . (3.1)

This property is essential in RQFT to guarantee that the S-matrix will be Lorentzinvariant. More specifically, what is required in RQFT is that

[H(x), H(x^′)] = 0 for (x − x^′)^2 ≥ 0 , (3.2)

which is equivalent to eq. (3.1) in a Lorentz-invariant theory. The two conditions are not equivalent however when relativistic invariance is lost. In fact, in the quantum theory of the noncommutative field, the hamiltonian density satisfies eq. (3.1) but not eq. (3.2). The preservation of the property (3.1) is in any case welcome since it allows to speak consistently about the concept of a hamiltonian density. Without this condition, the energy of a closed finite system could depend on the energy of another system very far away. Commutation relations more general than eqs. (2.1) and (2.2) would violate eq. (3.1).

3. Keeping the property (3.1) requires the introduction of two real fields as the only way to implement a noncommutativity in field space. This leads to a theory with two types of particles which correspond to the particle and the antiparticle in the θ, B → 0, λ → 1 limit (conventional RQFT). Particle and antiparticle are no longer degenerated in this extension of RQFT, and their energy is different from the standard expression √ p^2 + m^2 by small corrections parametrized by θ, B and λ. The theory naturally incorporates in this way a matter-antimatter asymmetry.

4. We have a new, specific form of the dispersion relation, or relation between energy and momentum of a particle, eq. (2.22), which is no longer Lorentz-invariant, while the theory still preserves rotational symmetry. Relativistic invariance is therefore an ingredient which is lost in this extension of RQFT. We will see in section 4 that this symmetry is violated not only at high energies, but, surprisingly enough, also at low energies, being still compatible with phenomenological observations. Relativistic causality is also violated, as we check later in this section.

5. An essential property of RQFT, which in principle should hold in any sensible physical theory, is the cluster decomposition principle: experiments which are sufficiently separated in space should have unrelated results. A general theorem states that the S-matrix satisfies this crucial requirement if the hamiltonian can be expressed as a sum of products of creation and annihilation operators, with suitable non-singular coefficients [2]. This theorem garantees that the cluster property still holds in the noncommutative extension of RQFT.

– 7 –

To discuss causality and the formulation of perturbation theory we have to consider the field operator in the interaction picture Φ(x, t) = e^{iH0t} Φ(x) e^{−iH0t} = ∫ d^3p (2π)^3 1 √ ω(p) [ η(p)ϵ_1(p) a_p e^{−iE1(p)t}e^{ip.x} + ϵ_2(p) b^†_p e^{iE2(p)t}e^{−ip.x} ] . (3.3)

From eq. (3.3) one can calculate the commutator of operators at different times [ Φ(x, t), Φ^† ( x^′, t^′ )] (3.4)

and verify that it is different from zero at causally disconnected points ((x−x^′)^2 > (t−t^′)^2) owing to the noncommutativity.

The modification to the standard propagator caused by the noncommutativity is rather simple. One has ⟨0|T (Φ(x, t)Φ^†(x^′, t^′)|0⟩ = ∫ d^4p (2π)^4 e^{−ip0(t−t′ )}e^{ip·(x−x′)} i (1 − θB + θp^0) (p^0−E_1(p)+iϵ)(p^0+E_2(p)−iϵ) , (3.5) that is, the effect of the noncommutativity is a displacement in the position of the poles ± √ p^2 + m^2 → E_1(p), −E_2(p) , (3.6)

together with a modification of the residues ± 1 2 √ p^2 + m^2 → (1 − θB + θE_1(p)) (E_1(p) + E_2(p)) , − (1 − θB − θE_2(p)) (E_1(p) + E_2(p))

. (3.7)

We will finally note that there is not any obstruction to the introduction of gauge symmetries in the theory of noncommutative fields. In the free noncommutative complex scalar field theory we have a global U(1) symmetry that can be made local in a hamiltonian with interaction terms containing so many Φ fields as Φ^† fields, if every derivative of the field appears in the combination −i ∇Φ + AΦ. We leave further exploration on the dynamics of interactions in theories of noncommutative fields for future work and consider in the following section the phenomenological implications coming from the solution of the free theory.

4. Phenomenological bounds on the parameters of noncommutativity

We would like to show in this section how the quantum theory of noncommutative fields can be a sensible extension of RQFT, in the sense that it does not contradict the present understanding of low-energy phenomena and, at the same time, may have observable consequences.

The effect of the noncommutativity at the level of the free theory is the substitution of the particle or antiparticle states of momentum p and energy E = √ p^2 + m^2 in RQFT by two states of energies E_1(p) and E_2(p) given by eqs. (2.22). From these expressions one sees that if B ≪ √ λp^2 + m^2 ≪ 1/θ ⇒ E_1(p) ≈ E_2(p) ≈ √ λp^2 + m^2 (4.1) and the relativistic dispersion relation is recovered in the λ = 1 limit.

– 8 –

We then have two energy scales coming from the noncommutativity: B and 1/θ, and from the dispersion relation we see that these two scales are respectively the infrared (IR) and ultraviolet (UV) scales which limit the range of validity of the relativistic invariant theory.

The noncommutativity induces a violation of relativistic invariance both at high and low energies. A maximum velocity of propagation different from the speed of light (λ ≠ 1) and high-energy violations coming from the presence of an UV scale are properties which have been explored in other contexts [1, 3, 4, 10, 11], especially those trying to incorporate effects coming from the Planck length. What is new in the present extension of RQFT is the presence of an additional IR scale and a violation of relativistic invariance at low energies.

This result allows to explore consequences of the noncommutativity already at the level of the kinematics, without a necessity of considering in detail the dynamics. The analysis will alternatively give restrictions on the values of the parameters of the noncommutativity, based on the success of the RQFT description of nature. We note here that this kinematics study needs a further assumption. The new dispersion relations (2.22) were obtained for the free theory of the scalar noncommutative field. The extension to a free theory of fermions is not however a trivial task, and we leave it for future work. We will now make the phenomenological analysis to obtain bounds on the parameters of noncommutativity assuming that a similar dispersion relation holds for fermions.

The most sensitive experiments to detect a violation of relativistic invariance at high energies are those involving ultra high-energy cosmic rays (UHECR). Not only they reach energies as high as 10^{20} eV, but they are even sensitive to effects parametrized by much larger energy scales, such as the Planck scale, thanks to amplification mechanisms coming from the presence of very different scales. This is what happens at the very end of the cosmic ray spectrum: relativistic kinematics predicts a cutoff in the spectrum for UHECR coming from distant sources (the GZK cutoff) [13], caused by the energy loss they experiment in their interaction with the cosmic background radiation (CBR), which seems to be avoided somehow [14]. Relativistic invariance violations induced by the Planck scale are, among others [15], a possible explanation for the disappearance of the GZK cutoff [3, 11, 12, 16]. The sensitivity to the Plank scale results in this case from the presence of a very small energy scale: the kinetic energy of photons of the CBR, 10^{−3} eV.

In this range of momenta, we expect |θ| (p^2 + m^2) ≫ |B|, and then B can be neglected in the dispersion relations (2.22). Bounds on 1/θ in the B → 0 limit coming from the physics of the UHECR were studied in ref. [12]. Taking the energy-momentum relation eq. (2.22a) for the particle, and eq. (2.22b) for the antiparticle, so that the noncommutative field eq. (2.17) generalizes the expression of the conventional field in RQFT, as a linear combination of particle annihilation operators a_p and antiparticle creation operators b^†_p, then the analysis of ref. [12] shows that the sign of θ has to be negative. This is because E_1(p) with θ > 0 would generate a mechanism of energy loss for particles independent of the CBR: particle disintegrations prohibited by relativistic kinematics, would be now allowed. The observation of UHECR excludes then this possibility. With θ < 0, E_1(p) < ω(p), and the interaction with the CBR is now kinematically forbidden so that the GZK cutoff no longer exists. Experiments coming in the near future [17] will clarify the situation with

– 9 – respect to the GZK cutoff violation, which will then be a stringent test for the theory of noncommutative fields. The bounds provided for the UV energy scale are [12]: 10^{21} eV ≲ 1/|θ| ≲ 10^{43} eV.

Let us now consider the IR corrections to the relativistic dispersion relation given by eqs. (2.22). In the range of momenta where |θ| (p^2 + m^2) ≪ |B|, we can neglect in a first approximation the effects parametrized by the UV scale (1/θ) and then we obtain

E_1(p) ≈ √ p^2 + m^2 +

B^2 4 − B 2 (4.2)

for the energy of the particle, and an analogous expression for the antiparticle (replacing −B/2 by +B/2). We then see that the effect of the noncommutativity is a constant contribution to the energy (opposite in sign for particles and antiparticles) and a “renormalization” of the mass m^2 → m^2_{eff} = m^2 + B^2/4. Conservation laws in physical process will however make invisible the ±B/2 constant contributions to the energy coming from the noncommutativity. On the other hand, the bound B^2/4 ≤ m^2_{eff} will restrict the value of B from the bounds to neutrino masses. The β disintegration of tritium, which is the most sensitive experiment to neutrino mass [18], gives B < 5 eV.

Finally, bounds on the adimensional parameter λ were considered in ref. [11] in different scenarios. The typical bound is |1−λ| ≤ 10^{−23}. A more detailed phenomenological analysis including cosmological implications of the noncommutativity will be given elsewhere.

Acknowledgments

We would like to thank J. Clemente-Gallardo for discussions. This work has been partially supported by the grants 1010596, 7010596 and 3000005 from Fondecyt-Chile, by M.AA.EE./AECI and by MCYT (Spain), grants FPA2000-1252 and FPA2001-1813.

References

[1] J.M. Carmona and J.L. Cortés, Infrared and ultraviolet cutoffs of quantum field theory, Phys.

Rev. D 65 (2002) 025006 [hep-th/0012028].

[2] S. Weinberg, The quantum theory of fields, Cambridge University Press, Cambridge 1995.

[3] G. Amelino-Camelia, J. Ellis, N.E. Mavromatos, D.V. Nanopoulos and S. Sarkar, Tests of quantum gravity from observations of γ-ray bursts, Nature 393 (1998) 763.

[4] G. Amelino-Camelia and T. Piran, Planck-scale deformation of Lorentz symmetry as a solution to the UHECR and the TeV-γ paradoxes, Phys. Rev. D 64 (2001) 036005 [astro-ph/0008107];

J. Alfaro, H.A. Morales-Técotl and L.F. Urrutia, Quantum gravity corrections to neutrino propagation, Phys. Rev. Lett. 84 (2000) 2318 [gr-qc/9909079]; Loop quantum gravity and light propagation, Phys. Rev. D 65 (2002) 103509 [hep-th/0108061];

J. Alfaro and G. Palma, Loop quantum gravity corrections and cosmic rays decays, Phys. Rev. D 65 (2002) 103516 [hep-th/0111176];

T. Jacobson, S. Liberati and D. Mattingly, TeV astrophysics constraints on Planck scale Lorentz violation, Phys. Rev. D 66 (2002) 081302 [hep-ph/0112207].

– 10 –

[5] For a review see e.g., W. Taylor, The M(atrix) model of M-theory, Lectures for NATO School Quantum geometry, Iceland 1999 [hep-th/0002016].

[6] H. Falomir, J. Gamboa, M. Loewe, F. Méndez and J.C. Rojas, Testing spatial noncommutativity via the Aharonov-Bohm effect, Phys. Rev. D 66 (2002) 045018 [hep-th/0203260];

S. Bellucci, A. Nersessian and C. Sochichiu, Two phases of the non-commutative quantum mechanics, Phys. Lett. B 522 (2001) 345 [hep-th/0106138];

C. Duval and P.A. Horváthy, The ‘Peierls substitution’ and the exotic Galilei group, Phys. Lett. B 479 (2000) 284; Exotic galilean symmetry in the noncommutative plane, and the Hall effect, J. Phys. A 34 (2001) 10097;

P.A. Horváthy, The noncommutative Landau problem and the Peierls substitution, Ann. Phys. (NY) 299 (2002) 128;

C. Acatrinei, Path integral formulation of noncommutative quantum mechanics, J. High Energy Phys. 09 (2001) 007 [hep-th/0107078];

A. Kempf, G. Mangano and R.B. Mann, Hilbert space representation of the minimal length uncertainty relation, Phys. Rev. D 52 (1995) 1108 [hep-th/9412167].

[7] V.P. Nair and A.P. Polychronakos, Quantum mechanics on the noncommutative plane and sphere, Phys. Lett. B 505 (2001) 267 [hep-th/0011172].

[8] R.J. Szabo, Quantum field theory on noncommutative spaces, hep-th/0109162.

[9] S.M. Carroll, J.A. Harvey, V.A. Kostelecký, C.D. Lane and T. Okamoto, Noncommutative field theory and Lorentz violation, Phys. Rev. Lett. 87 (2001) 141601.

[10] D. Colladay and V.A. Kostelecký, CPT violation and the standard model, Phys. Rev. D 55 (1997) 6760 [hep-ph/9703464];

Lorentz-violating extension of the standard model, Phys. Rev. D 58 (1998) 116002 [hep-ph/9809521];

R. Jackiw and V.A. Kostelecký, Radiatively induced Lorentz and CPT violation in electrodynamics, Phys. Rev. Lett. 82 (1999) 3572 [hep-ph/9901358]; V.A. Kostelecký and C.D. Lane, Constraints on Lorentz violation from clock-comparison experiments, Phys. Rev. D 60 (1999) 116010 [hep-ph/9908504];

R. Bluhm and V.A. Kostelecký, Lorentz and CPT tests with spin-polarized solids, Phys. Rev. Lett. 84 (2000) 1381 [hep-ph/9912542];

V.A. Kostelecký and R. Lehnert, Stability, causality, and Lorentz and CPT violation, Phys. Rev. D 63 (2001) 065008 [hep-th/0012060];

D. Colladay and V.A. Kostelecký, Cross sections and Lorentz violation, Phys. Lett. B 511 (2001) 209 [hep-ph/0104300].

[11] S.R. Coleman and S.L. Glashow, High-energy tests of Lorentz invariance, Phys. Rev. D 59 (1999) 116008 [hep-ph/9812418];

F.W. Stecker and S.L. Glashow, New tests of Lorentz invariance following from observations of the highest energy cosmic gamma rays, Astropart. Phys. 16 (2001) 97 [astro-ph/0102226].

[12] J.M. Carmona, J.L. Cortés, J. Gamboa and F. Méndez, Noncommutativity in field space and Lorentz invariance violation, hep-th/0207158.

[13] K. Greisen, End to the cosmic ray spectrum?, Phys. Rev. Lett. 16 (1966) 748;

G.T. Zatsepin and V.A. Kuzmin, Upper limit of the spectrum of cosmic rays, Sov. Phys. JETP Lett. 4 (1966) 78, [Zh. Eksp. Teor. Fiz. 4 (1966) 414].

– 11 –

[14] See e.g., D.J. Bird et al., Detection of a cosmic ray with measured energy well beyond the expected spectral cutoff due to comic microwve radiation, Astrophys. J. 24 (1994) 491, erratum ibid. 441 (1995) 144;

M. Takeda et al., Extension of the cosmic-ray energy spectrum beyond the predicted Greisen-Zatsepin-Kuzmin cutoff, Phys. Rev. Lett. 81 (1998) 1163 [astro-ph/9807193]; Updated AGASA event list above 4 × 10^{19} eV, Astrophys. J. 522 (1999) 225.

[15] J.N. Bahcall and E. Waxman, Has the GZK cutoff been discovered?, Phys. Lett. B 556 (2003) 1 [hep-ph/0206217].

[16] R. Aloisio, P. Blasi, P. Ghia and A. Grillo, Probing the structure of space-time with cosmic rays, Phys. Rev. D D62 (2000) 053010; Detectability of space-time fluctuations in ultra high energy cosmic ray experiments, astro-ph/0210402;

O. Bertolami and C.S. Carvalho, Proposed astrophysical test of Lorentz invariance, Phys. Rev. D 61 (2000) 103002 [gr-qc/9912117];

O. Bertolami, Ultrahigh-energy cosmic rays and symmetries of space-time, Gen. Rel. Grav. 34 (2002) 707.

[17] For references see e.g., R.E. Streitmatter, proceedings Workshop on observing giant cosmic ray air showers from > 10^{20}eV particles from space, J.F. Krizmanic et al. eds., A.I.P. Congress Proc. 433, 1997.

[18] KATRIN collaboration, A. Osipowicz et al., Katrin: a next generation tritium beta decay experiment with sub-eV sensitivity for the electron neutrino mass, hep-ex/0109033.

– 12 –