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Abstract. In this paper, we derive the energy momentum tensor for the translation invariant noncom-
mutative Tanasa et al. scalar field model. The Wilson regularization procedure is used to improve this
tensor and the local conservation property is recovered. The same question is addressed in the case where
the Moyal star product is deformed including the tetrad fields. It provides us with an extension of the
recent work (J. Phys. A: Math. Theor. 43, 155202 (2010)), regarding the computation and properties of
the Noether currents to the renormalizable models.

1 Introduction

Noncommutative (NC) geometry and its applications to quantum field theory (QFT), namely NCQFT, has received
increasing attention, in the two decades, due to the advent of the class of renormalizable actions [1-11]. NCQFT arises
as a scenario for the Planck scale behavior of physical theories, at which the nonlocality of interactions has to appear
and break down the notion of continuous spacetime [12,13]. It is most often performed over a Moyal space Rg. This
space is the deformation of d-dimension Euclidean space R? endowed with a constant Moyal product of functions:

(f*0)(@) = m [0 fa) @ ga) ),z e RY, fige OF(RY, 1)
where m(f ® g) = f - g, and such that the coordinates functions 27 and x satisfy the commutation relation
[P, 27], = 6. (2)

0P is a skew symmetric constant tensor and elements have the dimension of the length square. It is possible to
construct the NCQFT in a nontrivial background metric, generally by imposing the nonconstant deformation matrix
07 = 07 (x), which naturally results in the difficulty of finding a suitable explicit closed Moyal-type formula [14-18].
In the context of a dynamical NC field theory, this can be realized by replacing the vector field J,, on the tangent space
T,RY by X, = el (x)d,, where the tetrad e/(z) is a tensor depending on the coordinate functions. The generalized
Moyal star-product becomes

. gab
(fx9)(@) = m { T X% @) @ g(a)}, @ eRY, fge C2(RY), 3)
In general, the vector field X, is noncommutative with respect to the Lie bracket “[-,:]”. The particular condition
[Xa, Xp] = 0 results in constraints on the tetrad e# and leads to the definition of one new field ¢®, such that the

inverse e2 of e is proportional to 9,¢p%. Since X,¢” = §°, the field ¢ can be viewed as new coordinates along the
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Xg-directions and therefore will be taken into account in the redefinition of the functional action [16]. The Moyal
space Rg of this type becomes curved with the background metric g,,, = efbeﬁéab. Let us mention that the commuting
vector field X, ensures the associativity of the star product (3), but the loss of the associativity property becomes
evident in the general case where [X,, Xp] # 0. Nevertheless, this property may be satisfied in a space with a nearly
Euclidean metric, in which it is natural to choose a tetrad field e#(z) that lies nearly along the coordinate axes
et(x) = 6% + wh(x), where w”(x) is a coordinate-dependent small quantity to be determined [19,20].

The basic problem which has accompanied the development of NC field theory is the UV-IR mixing in the pertur-
bation computation [21]. This pathology may be solved by introducing in the scalar field action, i.e. the p*-model,
the so-called Grosse-Wulkenhaar (GW) harmonic term [3-5]. The GW model breaks the U(N) symmetry invariance
in the IR regime but is asymptotically safe in the UV regime. The model is also noninvariant under the translation
and rotation of the spacetime. The only known invariance satisfied by the model is the so-called Langman-Szabo du-
ality [22]. The study of the symmetry consequence, such as the Noether current, are addressed for the GW model by
imposing a constraint on the Euler-Lagrange (EL) equations of motion [23-25]. In [26] the same question is addressed
in the case of twisted star product definition in the field theory.

Using the same idea of the perturbative computation of the renormalization procedure, other theoretical model
have been proved to be renormalizable. The theoretical ingredient to perform this issue is the so-called multiscale
analysis, developed by Rivasseau [28]. One of the models we will focus on in this work is the translation invariant
renormalizable scalar model discovered by Gurau-Magnen-Rivasseau-Tanasa (GMRT) [7-11]. The GMRT model comes
from the NC ¢* model by adding a new contribution ﬁ on the propagator in the momentum space, and on which the
problem of UV/IR mixing is solved. At any order in perturbation theory, the 3 functions of the model are given [27].
Despite all these interesting results, the corresponding current derived from the symmetry properties of the Tanasa
model has not yet been given in the literature. Our purpose in this paper is to investigate the computation of the
energy momentum tensor (EMT) of the GMRT model and study its regularization in both ordinary Moyal space and
twisted Moyal space. The Wilson regularization procedure is used to recover the local conservation as given in [29-37].

The paper is organized as follows. In sect. 2 we compute the EMT for translation invariant GMRT model in the
ordinary Moyal space. The regularization of this tensor is also given. In sect. 3 the same computation is performed in
the case of the twisted Moyal plane. Our conclusion and remarks are given in sect. 4.

2 EMT for the renormalizable GMRT model in Moyal space

In this section we derive the EL equation of motion and the EMT for the translation invariant nonlocal functional
action. The renormalization procedure described in [9] is also pointed out. Let us consider the scalar field theoretic
model in which we begin with the Lagrange density, which is a function of the ¢ field, its first partial spacetime
derivatives d,,, and the inverse derivatives 9, ¢

S.le] = / A2 L0, 0,005 ), O p(a) = / da™ p(a), (4)

— 00

where £, means that the ordinary product of function in the action S is replaced by the Moyal product, i.e.
['*((pa 8”90’ 8;%0) = [’(907 8u§07 8uau§0a auauaa@a c 00, 8;1@)- (5)

Before starting our investigation on the computation of the EMT, let us provide the following important remark on the
Lagrangian density (5). First of all, the noncommutative fields theories are nonlocal in time and space due to an infinite
number of temporal and spatial derivatives in the Lagrangian. This infinite number of derivatives comes from the
definition of the star product. Despite the fact that the inverse derivative 8;%0 is considered as a nonlocal contribution
in the Lagrangian (5), this Lagrangian remains nonlocal without this contribution. The analysis performed in this work
concerning the computation of the EMT becomes similar to what follows in the previous literature, concerning the
Noether current applied to noncommutative fields theories (see [16,23-26,29-37] and references therein).

Under the translation group, which transforms coordinates as a# — z* + a* (a* is a constant vector), the ¢ field
is then transformed as p(z) — ¢(x) + a0, p(x); the variation of action (4) gives

Silp] = Silp] + 05[] = Silp] + a*0,5x[¢], (6)

where we have assumed that the ¢ field vanishes when |z| approaches infinity. We will show that the translation
invariance of the nonlocal action, §.5,[p] = 0, implies the existence of a conserved current density .J,,, such that

59,
dep

S * + 0 J, =0, (7)
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where the infinitesimal current J, may be expressed in terms of the EMT as
/ddx OpJ* = a”/ddxaﬂTl,“. (8)

Note that the above relation is well satisfied if %¢ € S(R?), a = [-2, —1] UN, where S(R?) is the space of suitable
Schwartzian functions. The variation of the action S, is written as

oL oL oL
6S, = [ d¢ £ %+ — S+ ——— %0150
s.= [ x[aw* o g b G ) 90] (©)

It turns out that the inverse derivative, which appears in (4), is such that 9,0, () = 0p(z) and 9, (ab) =
(0ua)b+ a(d,b). Then, the following identity is well satisfied:

d

d d
oL oL
optiom oo (G ) o] - 3o (2 ) e 10
S ot 0 ae = S u o (i) +or0e] ~ 0 (5 ) <o (10)

p=1 p=1

Note that this relation comes from the Leibniz rule. In the rest of this work, without all confusions the repetitive
“double indices” is summed as Einstein summation. In the case of repetitive “triple indices” or more, the Einstein
summation is not satisfied. If this is not the case, we will specify if this summation holds. Thus, the EL equations of
motion for the Lagrangian density £, become

oL, oL, (9L,
B, = 5 aﬂ<aw)aﬂ (aa“lw)o, (1)

and the conserved EMT can be derived by replacing, in relation (7), ¢ by —a*0,¢, such that

/ddaj (—a”"T,, + E,) =0, (12)

— 1 a‘c* 1 1 6[:* ]
Ty = 2{36M<p76p<p}* + 2{3H (33,71@)78” 8p<p}* — GupLs. (13)

Consider, as an example, the translation invariant noncommutative field theory [8,9], which is proposed to take into
account the quantum corrections and to avoid the UV/IR mixing of the noncommutative scalar field theory:

where

2

1 m _ _ A
Sile] = / d’z [281190*8H4P+ R i @% Yox 0o+ 4!@‘*‘], (14)

where

8;1<p(:z) = /HcOO d"a' p(x'), /mOo (?;((Z/; dz' = O(z —v), (15)

O(xz) is the Heaviside function. The following statement holds.

Proposition 1. The GMRT functional action (14) is invariant under spacetime translation. This symmetry implies the
global conservation of the tensor (13) due to relation (12). Moreover the tensor (13) leads to the construction of a
symmetric and locally conserved EMT given by

1 a Al _ a A _
Ty =5 {aﬂ‘pvap@} + 102 {8u18ﬂ190’ 9, 18990} + 102 {8p laﬂ Yo, 9, laﬁt@}*

- zf9 Gop ([0, 0l * (0% @) — 2—9 Gopu ([0, 0] % (0% ©))
_gup[fm (16)

where we have introduced the new star product ', which is nonassociative and commutative and is given by

1009, ® 0,

T ®g>} . an
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Proof. The variation principle gives the EL equations of motion (see eq. (11) for more details):

054 A _
5 =0& —0,0,p+mPp+ 5@* - 9—2(% 16 (18)
Furthermore the EMT becomes
1 a 1a— _
TMP = 5 {aﬂ(pv apso}* + ﬁ {au 1(19# 1507 ap, 18;0(10}* - gl»‘«PL*' (19)
The tensor T),, is nonsymmetric and nonlocally conserved. Let 77, be the symmetric tensor associated to T}, i.e.,
Ty = (Tyup + Tpu)/2, we get
s 1 a 1a- _ a —1a— —
Tpp= 92 {Oup, Opp}, + 462 {3# 18# 1%(9# laﬂw}* T 402 {ap 189 190’(9/) 18#90}* = GupLs: (20)

Note that the procedure of regularization of the EMT performed by Gerhold et al. [29] can be used. Consider the star
product * given in (17), which satisfies the following identity:

0" 0, f * 0yg = —ilf, gl (21)
Then, after little computation, we get
, A Ao
0Ty, = 75 10w, €ls o x 0], = 15,0770 (O, 0+ Op(i0 % ) - (22)

The locally conserved EMT then becomes
S,T 1 -
Toil = 50w, 0o}, + 92 {0,107 0,01 0,0}, + 155 {5 10, 0,0, 0.},

- zfﬁ Gop ([0up; 2l % g0 % @) — iﬁﬁ"ﬂgau ([0pp, ©]x ¥ D@ % )
— gupﬁ*. (23)
0

Note that the limit @ — 0 gives the EMT for the scalar field theory on Moyal space derived in [29,30], from which
the Belifante PDE can be given. Also by adding the quantity %(gﬂpD —0,0,)(¢* ) in expression (20) and by setting
m = 0, we obtain the traceless EMT. The conventional tensor (19) does not have finite matrix elements even to lowest
order in the coupling X. However, the modified tensor T, =T}, — 2(9up0 — 9,0,) (¢ * ) has finite matrix elements
to all orders in A. The improvement term does not contribute to the divergence of the energy-momentum tensor, i.e.

0T, = 0, Ty (24)

The global conservation of the EMT (16) implies the existence of a conserved d-momentum P,, such that

P, =" / A’z T3 = 0. (25)

Due to the presence of the deformation parameter 6#" (as a constant, skewsymmetric, fixed tensor), the Lorentz
symmetry is manifestly broken. In the next section we introduce a deformation of the Moyal algebra, so-called dynam-
ical Moyal algebra, in which the tensor *" depends now on the coordinates. In this situation the Lorentz symmetry
maybe restored and therefore the corresponding EMT becomes Lorentz invariant tensor. Consider the tensor z,,(a, 0)
given by

Zoula,0) = 155 {0,10:"0.0, 00}, + 155 {0,710, 10,0, 00}, (26)

The indices p and p are not summed in the right-hand side of (26). Also we can use the fact that (’“);1(9,,@ = 0,p¢p and,
therefore, z,,(a,6) becomes

Zop(a,0) 92 {010 0}, + 12 {8 Yo, 0}

:;p{/dﬂx</dﬂw>,w}*+w{/dpx(/dpw),@}*- (27)

Furthermore the tensor ¢,, provided by the a dependence on the action (14) is written as
tpu(a,0) = xp,(a,0) — 202ng8 Lox a7 . (28)

We turn to consider this quantity as the regularization contribution of the EMT for the scalar ¢? theory due to the
presence of a term allowing renormalization of the action (14), i.e., 8;190 *x 0, Lo
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3 The EMT for the GMRT model in the generalized Moyal space

This section is devoted to the computation of the EMT of the generalized type GMRT model. Before defining this
model we give some definitions and identities satisfied by the star product (3). These will be used to calculate the ¢
and the ¢ variation of the functional action (for more explanation see [16]). Expanding the generalized x-product (3)

as follows,

A" i
frg=e2(f9) =) —r(f9), Alf9) = 59“b(Xaf)(ng)7 (29)
n=0 :
allows us to define the four operators
ed —1 sinh(A)
Ty =", sy ="
R(A) _ COSh(A) -1 and )'Za _ EeabXb’ (30)
A 2
such that the following identities hold:
fxg=fg+XT(A)(f.X), (31)
fxg—gxf=1[fgls=2X.S(A)(f, X"g), (32)
frg+gxf=1{f.g} =2fg+2X.R(A)(f, Xg). (33)
S(A)(-, X-) is a bilinear antisymmetric operator, such that
T(A)(f,X"9) = T(A)(g, X" f) = 25(A)(f, X g). (34)

The integral of the form [ dz (f % g) is not cyclic; even with suitable boundary conditions at infinity, i.e.

[ataisea # [ ataigen) (35)

Using now the measure ed?z, where e = det(ez), a cyclic integral can be defined so that, up to boundary terms,

[ edtatreg = [ edalrg) = [ eats(gup. (36)

From now the peculiar Euler Lagrange equations of motion can be readily derived by direct application of the variation
principle and the use of formulas of derivatives and variations given in [16] by

dpce = eXo(0p"), Spee = —e 71X, (5p%), eXo(f) = Ou(eek f). (37)

To compute d,e variations, consider the functions f and g, which do not depend on ¢°. It turns out that the following
identity is useful:

Ope(fxg) = —(00°Xcf) *g— f*(6p°Xeg) + 09 Xo(f x g). (38)

In view of all these considerations, let us suppose now, and in the following, that the field theory is defined by the
so-called generalized GMRT model, which is described by the functional action

1 a . _ m? A
S*[cp]/edda:{Qaugo*a“goJrwﬁﬂlga*é)ﬂlgowL2@*<p+4'<p*go*cp*<p

1 a ,_ 1 e _
+§au¢c*8#@6+ﬁaul<p0*aul¢ }*e !

= / eddx (L, xe ). (39)

Using expression (36), the action (39) can also be written as S,[p] = [ d%z £,, and then we can easily show that (39) is
invariant under spacetime translations. The application of the Noether method to this action which admit continuous
symmetrie yields locally conserved EMT, such that the following result holds.
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Proposition 2. The symmetric locally conserved EMT derived from the translation invariance of the action (39) is given
by the following relation:

T3 = = (009 0o e 1 4 (B0 ) {059 e e 4 (B ) {0uips €™ i + (Bope) {00t e 1]
+ 553 051 (0,0)0; ({05 0,0 }) L 0upe) 05 (40,60 e 1)

+ 0, (050)0, 1 (0, e ) + 0, (05 00) 0, ({0,100 e ) ]

— gl [Lox (e 0,6%) + T(A) (Xcﬁ*,Xb(e‘ a,,cpC))}

+ gpve€l {E* * (e 19,0°) + T(A) (XCE*, )?b(e—la[,w))] } . (40)

=] o

As mentioned in the last section, the triple index appearing in (40) is not summed. Using the fact that 8;18%0 =
3., the tensor Z,, corresponding to z,, given in (27) by replacing the Moyal product (1) by (3) is

o= el ([0} ) [l f o))
of e from))on fos fome})]

Then the tensor t,, providing from the a dependence on the action (39) is written as

Fuo(@,0) = Fuo(@,0) = 5 {gpref) [£7 5 (70,67 + T(2) (XLl X0 (e710,°) )|

 gpuef [£) 5 (71 0,") + T(A) (XL, X0 (10,69 |} (42)
where
£ = 292 (0 0% 0, o+ 0, Yo x 8,1 0°) .

The rest of this paper is devoted to the prove of proposition 2. Let us recall that the case where a = 0 in (39)
is reduced to the well-known scalar field theory in the literature (see [16] for more details). Then we will focus our
attention on the ¢ and ¢° variation of the quantity

a

50 = 5g2

/edd [8;1<p*6;1<p+3;1<pc*6;1<pc]*eil. (43)

See the appendix for more details.
The ¢ variation of action (39) gives the EL equations of motion of the ¢ field as

1 - a . _ _ m? _ A _
By = —50u(e{0"0,e7 1)) = 550, A0 e h) + elpr e+ Jeler o o e L =0, (49)
which is reduced to (18) in the limit where X, — d,. Hence, the corresponding current is
0, 100)0, ({0, 0, €71 1) + eef T(A) (9, 0, X ({0, e 1))

! {80507 671}*

o gl

+ 2ee] S(A) (9, o, X" (0, p * e*l))] e

2

= )
+eef |T(A) (5@@, XT{aw, e—l}*) +5(4) (au% X015 % 6_1))1

_m2

+eef |"T() (50, X7} +m2S(2) (cp,)?b(&p*el))]

A . - A - -
+eef | 7T(4) (5¢,Xb{s0*<p,{<p76 1}*}*)+ES(A) (%Xb(&p*w*@*e 1))

+ %S( ) (w*%f%ww*e‘l)) + %S(A) (www,fh(éw*e‘l))} : (45)
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such that
558, = / dz[6pEY + 0,K°]. (46)

In the other hand the ¢, variation of (39) gives the EL-equations of motion
Pp® ©° o_1 o, =1 2 -1
E¥? = EY — Xep€, + X L) — §Xc<p3u (e{0"p,e ) — e—(pX z-{2p, e}

© T T S T e S Cron -1 _

2Xc(')u<p {0"p,e™ "}, 2Xcau()0a {0, e 1 — O 2{8 Ve ) =0 (47)
and the corresponding current

edp® edp®
T =T5+K7(6p — —dp°Xep) + T@Xcap {0%¢, e}, + ?(P {07, e s

+ eeg{ Lok (50" 0N (Law e ™) £ T(A) (Xo(£2), K (3pce ™))

+INAN%®¢%MMX%W%5WQ+&AN%%XW%®¢%WMH6ﬂ)}

2
1 o c vb a _—1 vb c a -1
+ 5eef {—T(A) (&p XoBupa, XP{OM 0" e }*) —25(A) (aﬂ%,x (69X 0,0%) % € ))
+ 25(2) (Bupa, X2(0"5¢9" x € 71)) + T(A) (9,800, K'{0" % ¢ 11 | (48)

such that
o8, = [ dla (55 B% 4 0,7°) (49)

Now using the results in the previous paragraph where we studied the general properties of the total variation
of the Lagrangian, we discuss the translation invariant symmetry of the model and compute the conserved current,
namely, the EMT. In general, a symmetry of the action involves a certain change of variables. Performing a functional
variation of the fields and a coordinates transformations

¢'(xz) = p(z) +op(x),  ¢“(x) =¢(2) +0p°(x), ¥ =2al+a", (50)

and by using the identity d”2’ = [1 + 9,a" + O(a?)]dPz, leads to the following variation of the action, to first order
in dp(x), d¢°(x) and a:

58*:/edd {‘Bax (C’**e_l)}—/eddx([,**e_l)

/dd {65 (Luxe)e) 4+ 0pe ((Luxe M)e) +ak x 0, [(Luxe™e] + Dpak * (Lo xe e} (51)

Now by integrating on a submanifold M C R” with nonvanishing fields at the boundary (so that the total derivative
terms do not disappear), we get

S, :/ A2 0y (K7 + T +a” « (L xe e, (52)
M
coupled to the transformations d¢ = —a”d, ¢, Jp° = —a” 0, ¢, a” = constant, that we substitute into (52) and, taking

into account the identities 6p°X. 0, = 0,(0p°Xcp) — 0, (69p°€L)0,¢p, such that d¢°X 0,9 = 0,0 = —a”0,0,p, and
the fact that e = 0,¢%, we come to the relation

0=08, = —a” / d‘z 9,77, (53)
M
where the EMT takes the form
€ — leg C —
77 =5 [(009){07¢, €7 h + (upe) {076 1}*]
+ 573 (051 (0,000, (10, 6,071 1) + 0, (0upe)0 " (e40; 6% ¢ 1)

—eed [c* x (e710,0%) + T(4) (Xcﬁ*,fb(e*18y¢c))] . (54)
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This tensor is not symmetric and nonlocally conserved. Note that to recover the EMT given in (19) we write T, =
9opT,7 and take the limit e# — 0. Expression (54) can be symmetrized as

1, = Z [(81}5‘7){809076_1}* + (0ve){ 059", e_l}* + (05 p){ v, e_l}* + (950 ){ 00", 6_1}*]

+@[551(5us@) "(e{o; e, em }) L (00, ({0,190 e )

+ 0,1 0,99, " ({0, Mo, 1) + 0, (05 00) 0, (640, 19 e )]

— 5 {amet [Lox (0N + T(2) (Xc,cﬂxf?(e-lam)}

+ el [.c* (6719, 0) + T(A) (XC/:*, )?b(efla[,@‘:))] } . (55)

Now we can regularize the EMT (54). Due to the very complex form of expresswn in the general case, we focus
our attention on the case where the coordinates base el'(x) is to be el = 0¥ + w!, 2°, such that the tensor (wgb) is
symmetric between the index a and b, i.e. w!), = wl! . The commutation relatlon between the vectors fields X, is

[Xa, Xb] = (why — wep) 0 =0, (56)

and therefore the dynamical star product is associative. We adequately choose the elements of the matrix (w!)), such
that the matrix representation of (e#) is given in dimension d = 4 by

1+ wha! +wha?  wiz! + wiz? 0 0
wisr! +wi,z? 1+ wiha! + wiya? 0 0
(e)a = 3.3, 3.4 4.3, 4 4 : (57)
0 0 14+ wisx® + w5 2™ wizer® + wsyw
0 0 whad +wirt 14+ wi,ad + wiat
Then, the determinants e~ and the inverse e become
-1
=1+w,z", e=1—-w,a", (58)
where the components of the vector w,, are
_ 1 2 _ 2 1 _ 3 4 _ 4 3
w1 = Wiy T Wiy, Wa = Wiy + Wig, W3 = w33 + Wy, Wy = Wy + Wiy (59)

The noncommutative tensor takes the form 0#¥(x) = fe=1J “”, where (J) stands for the symplectic matrix in four

dimensions. Besides, the inverse matrix ej; can be written as e, = d;; + w“b:zrb, where wl‘jb —w', and the solution of
the field equation e}, = 9,6 is given by
a 1 a
ot =z + 2wubwb xh. (60)
Using all these considerations, after little algebraic computation, we come to the relation
17 S A Na -
0Ty = 7 XaS(A) (050, ¢)s, X (0% o ™))
2\ Sa _
= 20, (ccaS(A) (190, el X xpxe™) (61)
where the following identities are used
{050,e71Y, =27 10,0, (62)
e 1 0,p% = 6% + 8wyt + wilay, (63)
T(4) (ch*, )?b(eflaﬂf)) ~0. (64)

As the ordinary Moyal plane, the EMT defined on the dynamical Moyal space can be regularized. We get the symmetric

tensor
s,T s 2A o va —1 2\ o va —1

Ty =Ty — 219w (cedS(A)([00p, 0l K20 x 05 ™)) = Lo (eed S(A) ([0, 9l X (w0 e7h)) . (65)
By incorporating noncommutativity in the coordinates, the gravitation interaction can be taken into account in
QFTs. However, the computation of the EMTs is based around a prejudice for writing the Einstein field equations as
Guo = KT2;" with gravity on the left and matter on the right. Due to the fact that 0¥G,, = 0, we need improve the
EMT such that 0"7,5" = 0. As in [29,30,37] we have explicitly shown that the standard local conservation law of the
EMT is always modified due to noncommutative effects and that tensor can always be redefined so as to be conserved.
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4 Conclusion and remarks

In conclusion, we summarize our results. We have developed the variation techniques for the determination of the EL
equations of motion of a Lagrangian that depends on 6;190. We have computed the EMT for the GMRT model, in
ordinary and dynamical Moyal spaces. The Wilson regularization procedure is also given to improve the corresponding
tensors.

Let us remark the following.

i) The invariance of the action (14) under spacetime translation involves the locally conserved EMT, which needs not
be symmetric and in a massless theory, it needs not be traceless either. The Lorentz symmetry in noncommutative
theory is broken for D > 2, since the constant skewsymmetric tensor 6# is not a Lorentz invariant tensor. As
is explaned in [16], one way to restore this symmetry is to generalized the Moyal product defined by a set of a
commuting vector field X, = e/ (x)0,. Therefore the EMT given with the translation invariant renormalizable
action (the GMRT model) in the generalized Moyal space seems to be Lorentz invariant tensor.

ii) Introducing x dependence in the deformation matrix () of the star product leads to the definition of nontrivial
background metric. Then the EMT associated to translation invariant field theory may provided from the core of
the Einstein equation, when we assume that gravity can be incorporated in the noncommutativity. Also, the EMT
given in (40) can be regularized without choosing the tetrad as e/ = 0 + wf;bxb. In the general case of the tetrad

el (x), the same computation can be made easily, thanks to the example proposed in this paper.

Open access funding provided by Max Planck Society. The authors thank the referee for careful reading and comments, which
allowed to improve this manuscript. The work of EB is partially supported by the Abdus Salam International Centre for
Theoretical Physics (ICTP, Trieste, Italy) through the Office of External Activities (OEA)-Prj-15. The ICMPA is in partnership
with the Daniel Lagolnitzer Foundation (DIF), France. The research of DOS at Max-Planck Institute is supported by the
Alexander von Humboldt foundation.

Appendix A. Formal variation principle of a nonlocal action £,

In this section we derive the variation principle in a formal way, which allows us to compute the EMT (13). The
nonlocal Lagrangian we consider here is of the form L, (¢, 0,¢, 8;14,0). As mentioned in sect. 2, the nonlocality of £,
comes not only from the star product, but also from the inverse derivative of the field ¢ denoted by ~!¢. There are
two ways for investigating this Lagrangian. The first is to expand the star product and get a quantity of the form

ﬁ*(%au%a,:l@) = £(<p78u90;"' ,00,8_1<p,9). (Al)

The right-hand side of this expression can be treated using the generalization of the Ostrogradski calculus for n
derivative Lagragian, see [38-41] for more explanations about this method. On the other hand, the left-hand side
may be treated as nonlocal noncommutative Lagrangian, and then the computation of the EMT is similar to what
follows in [29-37], apart from the fact that the inverse derivative needs to be considered carefully. Let Si[p] =
J A%z L,(¢,0,p,¥) be the nonlocal action coming from the nonlocal Lagrangian (A.1), in which the quantity 91
is considered as a new field denoted by ¥; we get the following variation:

oL oL oL
o] = dp [ ==X u = % 0W . A2
05, [¢] /d:c(&p *630—%—88#90*68”@4- 57 * 0 ) (A.2)
Now, by considering the following identities,
0,0, o(z) = 6,p0(2), Oulaxb) = (0ua) * b+ ax (0,b), (A.3)
we can simply deduce that
0L, 0L, 0L,
0,0p=0,| ==—— *dp | — 0 1 A4
Do Foue M<83u50 * SO) ”(3%0) o (4-4)
0L, 1 [ OLs 1 [ OLs
7 *5W:au{8ul<a&p)*6w}_aul(aw)*&plw (A.5)

where the vector notation 1, = §,, is used to point out the fact that the Einstein summation holds. Then (A.2)
becomes

5.1 = [ dle (B,50+0"3,). (A.6)
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where the quantities E, and J, are, respectively, given by

oL 0L, oL
E,:=-—"2-9, oM == )1 AT
e () (). ~
0L, oL

Jy = § oM == ) * o A8

o= (s o)+ () - .

The current J,, involves the infinite number of derivatives respect to the field ¢ due to the definition of the star product,
also the inverse derivative of the form 8;190, 8;2<p appears in this quantity. Let 0%p € S(RY), a = [-2,-1] UN,
where S(R?) is the space of suitable Schwartzian functions. With this condition, the surface term vanishes, i.e.

i d4x 0*J, = 0, and the EL equation of motion E, = 0 is well satisfied. In the case of translation invariant action,
the coordinates and field are transformed as

't =zt + a*, A%z’ = [1 + d,a" + O(a*)|d’x, dp = —a"d,p, (A.9)

such that the variation of the action S, becomes (a* is a constant vector):

5S*=/dd ox' *x L — /ddxﬁ*
Xr

= / Az (0,L, + a"9,Ly) . (A.10)

Finally, taking into account the fact that £, = 0, we come to

58, = / z[0" ], (8¢ = —a,0"p) + a”g,, 0" L,]
[ oL, (0L,
:—aﬂ/ddxa [(58 *8M<p>+8ul(aw>*aukp—gm,ﬁ*]

oL 1 0L,
. dpgv | Z) Z2% - —
a /d x0 [2{88,,4,0’8#90} + 2{8 <6W ),@LW}* gwﬁ*}

= —a" / Az 9" T,,. (A.11)

Appendix B. Proof of relations (46) and (49)

In this appendix we give the proof of the variation principle, which leads to the EL equations of motion and the
corresponding current and therefore contribute to the proof of relations (46) and (49). Consider the action (43). Recall
that the ¢, field does not depend on ¢. We get

6,59 = 557 / ed’s [0, 60+ 0 oxe ™ + 0, o x 0, oo xe !

292/edd [0 150« {0 0.7} + 2X,S(4) (0 0. X0 'S x e )]

— o [ edte (@500 0 e M + X T(A)0, 50 (0 e 1))
+2X,S(4)(0; 0, X0, oo x e )] (B.1)
where we have used the identities
0, o0, 0pxet =0, 0pxet x 0, o + 2X,S(A) (0, 0, X0, dp x e h)), (B.2)
(0, 180) 5 {0, pr e b = (9,1 00){0, Moy e he + XaT(A)(9, 100, X ({0, 0,7 10)). (B.3)

Consider the following relation, in which the repetitive indices in the right-hand side are now summed:

e(9;, 1 0p){0, g, e” }*—Zau 1 00)0, (e o, e h)] = 00 0 ({0, e ). (B.4)
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By replacing this identity in (B.1), we get the ¢ variation of Sy as
5,59 = / Az [ ES + 0,K3), (B.5)

where Ey contributes to the EL equations of motion and K} to the current:

Eg:_Qeg m (6{8 P, e 1}*)7 (BG)
K§ = 557 0718000, (e0; 0 e 7)) + eef T(4)(9; 60, X' ({0, 07 1)
+ Zee‘l,’S(A)((‘?;l@,)zb(é);l&p*e_l))} . (B.7)

Using the same technical computation to the remain expression of the functional action (39) the EL equations of
motion of the ¢ field, i.e. E¥ = 0 and the corresponding current K7 given, respectively, in relations (44) and (45) are
well satisfied, and then

505, = / dz[6pEY + 0,K°]. (B.8)

On the other hand, we are interested in the ¢, variation of (43). This variation is subdivided into two contributions,
namely Ay and By, such that

dpeSg = %%c {/ eddmaglap*a;l(p*e_l} + %(ch {/ eddxﬁglnpc*@;l(pc*e_l}

= Ay + By (B.9)
where
a _ _ _ _ _ _
Ay = 202 d?z (8, )(aulgo*aulgo*e D+ 92/edx5 (3“1<p*8u1g0*6 b
292 dz {0, (eeg 0, 130*8 Yoxe™) — eegdcpaﬁg(@;lw*é)}jlcp*efl)}
+ 202 / ediz { — 5@“Xa8;1<p{8;1<p, e 1, - XbT(A)(&anaaglcp, )?b{(’?;lgo, e ')
- 2XbS(A)(8;1<p, )?bécanaQ;lgo xe ) — Xa((‘?;lgo * 8;1g0 *x6p%e ™)
+ Xa((?;l(p * 8;190)(5@“6_1 + XbT(A)(Xa((?;l(p * 8;14,0), )?b&p“e_l)
+ 5¢“Xa(8;1<p*8;1go*e’1)} (B.10)
and

a — c — — -1, ¢ —
By = 202 A%z (s, )(6 goc*aulcp * € 1) 292/ed Z Ope (Qtlgoc*aulga xe ')

292 dz {0, (( 6625@“)8;1<pc * Qflgoc xe ') — eegago“aﬁ(agl% * 8;1906 xe 1)}

+27?2/ddx{ dpc0, (e{a 6_1}*)—&—8”( 15<pc (6{3 e 1}, ))

+ 20, (eegS(A)((?;lgoc,X'“égoc*6_1)) 10, (eegT(A)(ﬁ;légoc,X“{@;lgoc,6_1}*))}

*W eddx{—égoaXac?;lgac{(?;l ¢ e}, — Xy T(A) (09" Xu8, 0oy X{ 0% €71 1,)

— 2XbS(A)(8;1goc, )Z'b&p“Xaaglapc *xe 1) — Xa(('?;lgoc * Bljlgoc *x6p%e 1)
+ 00 X0 (0, Yoo 0,1 0%) + Xy T(A)(Xa (9 e x 9, ¢°), XP0p% )
+590“Xa(8;1¢c*8g1g05*e’1)}. (B.11)
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Taking into account all of these quantities, the contribution to the EL equations of motion is

a B _ B _ I
E%? —202[ eXa0, {0, 0, e Y 4 Xa(0, Lo % 0,1 0) — eXa0, M0, % e

+ Xa((?; gac*(?; ©°) — 8; (e{0, cpc,e_l}*)] ) (B.12)

The contribution to the current J denoted by Jg takes the form

o a o a — oy — —
Jg = 2 {eeb&pbﬁ 130*8 pxe t —eefT(A)(dp Xaaulgo,Xb({aulgo,e )
- QGGgS(A)(a; 0, Xb6p" X, 8*1@* e ) — eeg(c'?*lga*aflcp * 6pPeh)
+eef T(A)(Xa(0, 0% 0, ¢), X000 e ™) + eef 69" (0, e x 0, 1 xe71)
+ (05 1800)0; (40,1, 7 ) + 2eef S(A)(9), Mo, X0t
+eef T(A)(0, e, X401 ¢% e }a) — eef T(A) (09" Xa0, 0o, X ({0, % e 1))
— 2eep (A)(@ De, bégo“Xaau Lpe *eil) - ee?(@;lgoc *Bljlgoc *5@‘1671)
+ eef T(A)(Xal0; "o % 0 16%), X% (B.13)
By performing the same computation to the other terms in action (39) we get the EL equations of motion (47) and

the current (48), such that
5,08, = / a'e (500 B9 +0,77). (B.14)
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