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We propose a stochastic interpretation of spacetime noncommutativity starting from the path integral
formulation of quantum mechanical commutation relations. We discuss how the (non)commutativity of
spacetime is inherently related to the continuity or discontinuity of paths in the path integral formulation.
Utilizing Wiener processes, we demonstrate that continuous paths lead to commutative spacetime, whereas
discontinuous paths correspond to noncommutative spacetime structures. As an example we introduce
discontinuous paths from which the x-Minkowski spacetime commutators can be obtained. Moreover we
focus on modifications of the Leibniz rule for differentials acting on discontinuous trajectories. We show
how these can be related to the deformed action of translation generators focusing, as a working example,
on the k-Poincaré algebra. Our findings suggest that spacetime noncommutativity can be understood as a
result of fundamental discreteness in temporal and/or spatial evolution.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Space-time noncommutativity gained significant popu-
larity in the late 1990s, primarily due to its relevance in
certain limits of string theory involving a constant back-
ground B-field [1-3]. As already noted by the authors of [3],
the idea was not new; indeed, a model of “quantized space-
time” in which ordinary coordinates are replaced by non-
commuting hermitian operators had already appeared fifty
years earlier in the seminal work of Snyder [4]. The main
motivation of this work was that noncommutativity of
coordinates, through the introduction of a fundamental
length, could establish a natural cutoff scale in quantum
field theory, potentially resolving the issues with infinities
that were prevalent at the time."

In an almost parallel development Doplicher, Fredenhagen,
and Roberts (DFR) explored the possible role of a non-
commutative, “quantized space-time,” for physics at the
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lInteresting,gly, as reported in [5], the suggestion that non-
commuting space-time coordinates could be used to tame
divergences in quantum field theory might have been originally
suggested by Heisenberg.
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Planck scale [6,7]. These authors suggested that nontrivial
commutation relations between coordinates can be motivated
by considerations involving gedanken experiments combin-
ing Heisenberg’s uncertainty principle and classical gravity
which result in limitations to localization in space-time.

In both the DFR model and the stringy scenario one deals
with a commutator of space-time coordinates given by a
matrix of constants. This raises the issue of breaking of
Lorentz symmetry arising from the very structure of the
commutator, since, at first glance, the commutator itself is
not invariant under Lorentz transformations. In contrast in
the model proposed by Snyder the space-time commutators
transform covariantly under Lorentz transformations at the
price of embedding the space-time coordinate operators
into a larger algebra. In the work [8], it was shown that one
can bypass both shortcomings and introduce space-time
noncommutativity with a structure that is covariant under a
deformation of the Poincaré group, based on the theory of
Hopf algebras and quantum groups [9,10]. This connection
further boosted interest in the study of noncommutative
space-times as models of a “flat space-time limit” of
quantum gravity [11,12], in which the Planck energy/length
plays the role of a second observer-independent scale,
thanks to the nontrivial structures of the deformed Poincaré
group [13,14]. Models of space-time noncommutativity are
now among the most studied in the context of quantum
gravity phenomenology, a fast-growing field of research
looking for experimental signatures of the putative quan-
tum features of spacetime [15,16].
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There is a vast body of literature exploring various
physical and geometrical consequences of the noncommu-
tativity of space-time. In specific models where the
commutator of space-time coordinates forms a Lie algebra,
the associated four-momentum space is found to be a Lie
group [17,18]. This aspect is closely related to the Hopf
algebra deformation of the Poincaré group [19]. Another
interesting aspect is the potential connection between
spacetime noncommutativity and discrete features of space-
time. For a specific model of Lie-algebra-type noncommu-
tativity, early indications of an underlying discrete structure
were presented in [20], where it was suggested that to
consistently define a differential calculus, derivatives
should be replaced by finite differences. In [21], it was
proposed that deformations of the Poincaré algebra, com-
patible with the same type of Lie-algebra noncommuta-
tivity, might be linked to discrete features induced by
polymer quantization, a procedure that encapsulates key
aspects of loop quantum gravity. More recently [22], it was
shown that the p-Minkowski noncommutative model
requires the spectrum of time to be discrete.

This work aims to deepen our understanding of the
potential discrete features underlying space-time noncom-
mutativity by providing a complementary perspective to the
result presented in [22]. Specifically, we argue that space-
time noncommutativity can be viewed as a consequence of
a fundamental discrete and stochastic structure of space-
time. Our main inspiration is the stochastic interpretation of
quantum mechanics [23-30] in which the canonical com-
mutator between position and momentum operators can be
obtained imposing nondifferentiability of the paths in
Feynman’s path integral. We argue that if one replaces
such nondifferentiable paths with discontinuous stochastic
processes then coordinates can acquire a non trivial
commutator and we show a specific example of such paths
which reproduces the much studied x-Minkowski non-
commutative space-time. This is done in Sec. II, where we
also recall the basics of the stochastic approach to quantum
mechanics and how the canonical commutator can be
obtained from the path integral. First, in Sec. II, we will
provide an argument for this statement in a path integral
approach. Then, in Sec. III, we provide further proof for
this statement by considering modifications of Leibniz’
rule. Finally, in Sec. IV, we provide concluding remarks
and an outlook to future developments. The Appendix
reviews some elementary aspects of the Wiener process that
will be used in Sec. II.

II. NONCOMMUTATIVE SPACETIME
FROM FUNDAMENTAL DISCRETENESS:
THE PATH INTEGRAL APPROACH

The aim of this section is to show how one can use a path
integral approach to argue that spacetime noncommutativity
is a consequence of a fundamental discreteness of temporal
and/or spatial evolution. As a first step, in Sec. Il A, we

recall the relation between operator ordering in cano-
nical quantization and path ordering in the path integral
formalism [23]. We will then proceed, in Sec. 11 B, by
reviewing the relation between path integrals and the Wiener
process. This allows to derive phase space noncommuta-
tivity in the canonical approach from the nondifferentiability
of the paths in the path integral, which is done in Sec. I C.
Finally, in Sec. II D, we will generalize this derivation to
argue that spacetime noncommutativity arises when the path
integral integrates over discontinuous paths.

A. Operator ordering vs time ordering

We consider the classical trajectory of a particle in
Euclidean space X:7 — R"” with 7 =[0,7] C R. The
trajectory minimizes the action given by

m . dX'dX’
X)= | =6;————dt.
S(X) /72 Yodt dt d

Let us now consider two points along the trajectory
xo = X(0) and x; = X(T). In the quantum version of
the model, the transition between these points is described
by a probability amplitude determined by a wave function
W(x, 1), such that ¥(x,0) = Py(x) and P(x,T) = ¥7(x).
Then, any state ¥(x,7) with 1€7 can be obtained from
the initial state W(x,0) by applying the time evolution
operator, i.e.

(2.1)

W(x. 1)) = e Wy (x)). (2.2)

where H is the Hamiltonian operator. This time evolution is
governed by the Schrodinger equation

2

0 o
lhE‘P(x, l) = —%5/0]0}1‘()6, l) (23)

Let us discuss how one can describe this time evolution
in the path integral approach. In this case, the probability
amplitude for evolving from the event x; to x; is given by
the integral over the paths

X(T)=xr is[x(1)

(er Tl 0) = [

X(0)=x

(2.4)

By inserting a complete set of states at an arbitrary time
t€(0,T), the left-hand side can be rewritten as

(x7, T|xg,0) :/dx<xT,T|x, 1) {x, t]xy,0), (2.5)

such that

025010-2



STOCHASTIC ORIGIN OF SPACETIME NONCOMMUTATIVITY

PHYS. REV. D 111, 025010 (2025)

iS[X(5)]

X(T)=xr [
(x7, T|xg,0) :/dx/ DX(s)e 7
X(t)=x
t)=x

X( iS[X(r
X / DX(r)eS[n( :
X(0)=x,

This split property allows to calculate the matrix element
for the operator X in the path integral formulation as®

(2.6)

x, 1) (x,t

(e TIR(1) 0. 0) = / dx(xp. TI3(7) x0.0)

= / dx(xp, T|x, t)x{x, t]xg, 0)

X(T)=x is[X(t
— / "DX (1) X (1),
X

(0)=xo

(2.7)

where, in the first equality, we inserted the integral over a
complete set of position eigenstates |x, 7) at the time 7. One
can generalize this by considering a path integral for the

product of two operators A and B. This yields

A N X(T)=x iS[X (¢
e TTAWBE .0 = [ DX

X(0)=x,

A(t)B(1),

(2.8)

where T[A(r)B(¢')] denotes the time ordered product of two
operators, defined as

A

TIA()B(1)] = 0(t — )A(t)B(7) + 0(¢ — 1)B(¢)A(1).
(2.9)
In the limit # — ¢ this product becomes ambiguous for

noncommuting operators, as the limit depends on whether
it is taken from above or below

lim = B(1)A(r), (2.10)
lim = A(1)B(r). (2.11)

=1

Therefore, the commutator of A and B can be written in
terms of the time ordered product as

(A, B)() = im T{A()B()] - lim TIA(B(r)]

~ ~

= lim T[A(NB(t—e)] - TIA(1)B(t +€)].

e—0"

(2.12)

Thus, the commutator of two operators can be written in
terms of a path integral as

’Cf., e.g., Appendix A in Ref. [31].

A . X(T)=xr iSX(1)]
(x7,T|[A, B](1)|x9,0) = lim DX(t)e #
=07 Jx(0)=x,

x{A(t)B(t—€)—B(t+¢€)A(1)}.
(2.13)

Hence, the operator ordering in the canonical quantization
approach can be understood in terms of a time ordering in
the path integral formulation [23].

B. Path integrals and Wiener processes

Before discussing explicit examples of noncommutative
variables in a path integral formulation, we recall some
properties of path integrals. Our starting point is the path
integral expression (2.7) for an arbitrary operator A

X(T)=xr ;
DX (1)eSXIA(r).

(xr, T|A(1)]x0, 0) = /

X(0)=xo

Heuristically, this path integral sums over an appropriate set
of paths and weighs every path with their probability of
occurring determined by the measure on the space of all
paths
is[x]

du(X) = en DX. (2.14)
Although this heuristic definition is intuitively clear, a
mathematically rigorous construction of this integral for
quantum systems has remained a vexing problem, ever
since the introduction of the path integral, cf., e.g., [32].
The problems in defining a path integral are much less
severe in the Euclidean formulation. In this case, a Wick
rotation [33] is applied, such that the path integral becomes

X(T)=

(. TIA (1), 0) = [( o " DX(Ne A (2.15)
.
with measure
du(X) = 1 DX (2.16)

This integral can be defined rigorously as the measure can
be related to the Wiener measure’ [39], which is associated
to the Wiener integral [40].

It follows that, in the Euclidean formulation, the classical
trajectory X:7 — R”" is promoted to a stochastic process
X:T xQ — R", where Q is called a sample space. Its
elements @ € Q label the sample paths X(-,w):7 — R",
which are precisely the paths that the path integral sums
over. Moreover, these paths are weighted by a probability
measure P, which assigns a probability to every o &€ €.

*This has served as a starting point for the Euclidean approach
to quantum field theory [34-38].
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This probability measure is defined in such a way that the
induced measure on the path space, i.e., uy = Po X!,
satisfies Eq. (2.16). Since the Wiener measure is generated
by a Wiener process [41], one finds that compatibility
with (2.16) imposes the process X to be a Wiener process
with drift and diffusion constant z/m [32,39]. Thus, X can

be decomposed as
h
X=C+ \/7W,
m

where C represents the drift, that is determined by the
stationary action principle, and W is a standard Wiener
process, which is reviewed in Appendix. This process
inherits various properties of the Wiener process. Examples
of such properties are [42]:

(i) The sample paths of a Wiener process are continu-
ous everywhere, but nowhere differentiable. More
precisely, the sample paths of a Wiener process are
a-Holder continuous* for a e (0%) but fail to be
a-Holder continuous for any o > %

(i) The Hausdorff dimension of a Wiener process is
dimy{X(t,w)|t€T,w € Q} = 2.In contrast, for the
classical trajectory one finds dimy, {X(7)|r€ 7} = 1.

It follows that the paths in the Wick-rotated path integral
obey the same properties. In the remainder of this paper, we
will focus on the first property of nondifferentiability of
these paths.5

We conclude this subsection by emphasizing that our

arguments rely on the use of a Wick rotation, as the above
properties have only been proven for the Wick rotated path
integral. It has been suggested [43] that the original (non
Wick-rotated®) path integral could be constructed in a
similar way by considering a stochastic process X :7 X
Q — R" with complex diffusion constant i%/m, such that
the induced measure, y = P o X~!, satisfies Eq. (2.14).
However, it has been shown that there does not exist such a
probability measure P for real paths X [44,45], as the
existence requires the diffusion constant to be positive
definite. A solution to this problem for the single particle
system has been proposed in Refs. [29,30]. The idea is to
consider complex paths Z:7 x Q — C" with diffusion
constant i2/m. For this diffusion constant, X = Re(Z)

(2.17)

*Cf. Sec. I B for a definition of Holder continuity.

*Note that this fact was known to Feynman, as illustrated by
the following quote: “The paths involved are, therefore, con-
tinuous but possess no derivative. They are of a type familiar from
study of Brownian motion” [23].

°In relativistic theories, this would be called the Lorentzian
path integral. However, here we work with a nonrelativistic
theory, such that the signature is Euclidean, both before and after
applying the Wick rotation. In the nonrelativistic case, the Wick
rotation only affects the complex factor in the exponent of the
path integral measure, whereas, in the relativistic case, it affects
both the spacetime signature and the complex factor.

and Y = Im(Z) are maximally correlated Wiener processes
with drift. In contrast to the real case, the probability
measure exists for this complex process. Moreover, the real
projection X =7 x Q — R" of these complex paths can
be identified with the paths appearing in the quantum path
integral [28]. Using this construction, all arguments pre-
sented in this paper can be extended to the case of the non-
Wick rotated path integral.

C. Canonical commutation relation
from nondifferentiable paths

Using the properties of the Wiener process, we can
derive the canonical commutation relation of quantum
mechanics from the nondifferentiability of the paths in
the path integral.

In the derivation that follows, we will make use of
various notions of velocity that can be associated to a
Wiener process. The first two are the forward and backward
velocity given by the limits

Xi(t+¢) - XI(1)

V)~
. Xi(t) = Xi(t -
Vi) ~ lingu, (2.18)
€— €

where we use the ~ symbol to indicate that these are
heuristic definitions. In order to properly construct these
velocities, one requires conditional expectations and the Itd
integral, cf. Appendix A 1. In these expressions, the non-
differentiability of the Wiener process is reflected in the fact
that, in general, V_ # V_. In addition, we require a notion
of second order velocity defined by

Vi(e) i K10+ €) =X )X+ = X))
=0 €

(2.19)

This is the velocity associated to the quadratic variation of
the Wiener process, cf. Appendix A 2. It measures the
velocity of the variance’ of the process and has physical
dimension [V,] = L?/T. It can easily be checked, by means
of a Taylor expansion, that for differentiable paths this
velocity vanishes. However, it may be nonvanishing for
nondifferentiable paths. A typical example of such paths
are the sample paths of the Wiener process, as discussed in
Sec. II B. For the process (2.17), this velocity is given by,8
cf. Eq. (2.17) and Appendix A 2,

"More precisely, V. describe a velocity associated to the
expectation value (first moment), whereas V, describes the
velocity of the second moment.

8In fact, this relation can be taken as one of the defining
properties of the Wiener process [46].
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. h o
Vi (t) = —6Y. 2.20

= (2.20)

Using the properties of the Wiener process, we can now
derive the canonical commutation relation in Feynman’s
path integral approach [23]. In order to do so, we consider
the commutator [, p;] and use Eq. (2.13) to write it in

terms of the path integral of a time-ordered difference

. X(T)=xr _S[x()]
o T 00,0y = tim [ Dx ()=
e=0" JX(0)=x
X{Xi(t)Pj(t—e)—Pj(t—l—e)Xi(t)}.

(2.21)

In the Euclidean theory X and P are the position and
momentum of the Wiener process, as discussed in Sec. II B.
Thus, in order to obtain the commutation relation in the
Euclidean theory, we must evaluate this expression for a
Wiener process. Using its canonical expression, the
momentum can be written as a velocity

OL(X,V) ‘
i = T = méijV/, (222)
and Eq. (2.21) can be rewritten as
o a X(T)=xr _sixe)]
(xr, T|[', p;](2)|x0. 0) = DX(t)e™n méy
X(0)=x
x {X (t)VE (1) = VE()X(1)}.
(2.23)

As the velocity processes are only well-defined with respect
to the integral (cf. Appendix A 1) we will integrate this
expression over an arbitrary interval / C 7. This yields

<xT,T’z[fci,f)j](t)dt’xo,0>
X(T):XT 3
= / DX(t)e 7"
.
/ (XI(1)VE (1) = VA (1)X

=mdj / DX(T)e‘w
X(0)=x,

(1)}

« / X(OXA (1) = XI()d XK ()], (2.24)

where we used Eq. (A19) in the second line. Moreover, the
Itd integrals f d X are defined in Eqgs. (A17) and (A18).
Using Egs. (A28) and (A29), this expression can be
rewritten in terms of an integral over quadratic variation as

xT,T’/x pil(t dtx0,0>

)_xT 1 .
= m / DX(t)e=" 7" / d[x’, x4)(r)
X(0)=x, I

X(T)=xr s[x (1)) "
= mby DX(t)e” Vi (t)dt.
X(0)=xp 1

Then, after removing the integral on both sides and
plugging in the expression for the quadratic variation of
the Wiener process (2.20), one finds

(2.25)

ni a X(T)=xr sx()]
(e TIE )1, 0) = / DX(1)e~ 5 ms,, Vit

(0)=xo
X<T)=X’l' r .
= / DX()e= %" 1s
X(0)=x,
= (xp, T|h5§|xo,0>. (2.26)
Therefore, we obtain the Euclidean commutator
[, f?j} = héj-, (2.27)

which, once Wick rotated back, reproduces the standard
commutator [%', p;] = iAd.

D. Spacetime noncommutativity
due to discontinuous paths

In the first subsection II A, we recalled that commutation
relations manifest themselves in a path integral formulation
as a difference in time-ordering. Then, in the previous
subsection II C, we used this fact to present a derivation of
the canonical commutation relations in a path integral
formulation. In particular, we saw that the noncommuta-
tivity of position and momentum operators is reflected in
the fact that the path integral integrates over paths that are
nowhere differentiable.

Let us now consider a trajectory X that may no longer be
continuous. We assume, however, that both the left and
right limits of X exist for every €7, but might not be
equal. Thus, we write

X.(1) = lim X (1 + ).

X_(1) = limX(1 ~¢) (2.28)
and define
(1) =X, (1) = X_(1) (2.29)
Xp(t) = DX, (1) + (1 - b)X_(1) (2.30)
with be [0, 1].
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In analogy with Eq. (2.13), we can consider a spacetime
commutator and identify it with a time ordering difference
of the paths, such that

(xr. T|[E", 27](1) |xo. 0)

X(T)=xr Sx(0)]

= lim

e=0" Jx(0)=x

X [Xi(t+ €)X/ (r =€) — X/ (7 + €)X (t — €)]
X(T)=xr

B A(O)xo
- [0 pxte ) - xj0axi()]

DX(1)e= % [X, ()X (1) — X°_(1)X"(1)]

(2.31)

We immediately see that the commutator vanishes if X is
continuous, while it may be nonvanishing, if X is not
continuous. We conclude that the (non)commutativity of
spacetime can be related to a (dis)continuity of the paths
appearing in the path integral formulation.

We will now illustrate this with an explicit example. We
set b = 0, and consider a massive relativistic particle with a
trajectory X*(z) in the Minkowski space R™! parametrized
by the proper time z. After a Wick rotation, the transition
amplitude (2.31) for this theory can be written as’

(er[[#, %] (2)|x0) = [(;()T)x_xr DX(z)e 5"
X [XZ(T)AX”(T) — X/i(T)AXV(T)]’

(2.32)

where x,,, x; € R"™! are events such that x; lies in the future
light cone of x(. Next, we assume that the spatial trajecto-
ries are continuous as a function of the proper time z.
Hence,

X\, =X

and AX' =0, (2.33)

which, by Eq. (2.32), implies the commutation relations

0,87 =0 and [#,%/]=0. (2.34)
Furthermore, we assume the existence of a minimal time-
scale AX? = %, such that any observer measures time
with respect to a discrete clock. The time trajectory is
then given by

We refer to Refs. [29,30,47,48] for a discussion of covariant
formulations of relativistic quantum mechanics.

1
X0 (7)) =- E 1,
K<t
1
0 — §
X+(T) = ;Tksfl, (235)

where 7, €{7),75,...} C7 labels a finite set of “jump
times” at which the clock ticks. We assume that these ticks
arrive according to a Poisson distribution with rate v(r).
The number of ticks in an interval [z,7+ dr) is then
given by

X(z + de) — X(z) = / T (236)

and the expected number of ticks in this interval is
determined by the rate, such that

T+dr y(s) ds

- (2.37)

(X(r+dr)—X(7)) = /

Let us now consider the commutator [x°,x]. By
Eq. (2.32), we obtain

- DX(2)e "7 [X1 (1) AXO(7) — XO (1) AX (1))

X(T>:x 3 .
= / " DX(r)e X1 (1) AXO(1). (2.38)
X

As in Sec. II B, we will now integrate this expression along
some arbitrary proper time interval I C 7, which yields

<xT‘ / 29, 37](¢)dz x0>
1
X(T)=xr SIx (1)

_/X(O)=x0 DX(@)e™ [Xi—(ﬂAXO(T)dT
= /X(T)XT DX(T)e_WK/MdXO(T)

(0)=xo v(7)

X(T)=xr ; N-l yi
= / ' DX(T)e‘wK lim Z ~(70)
X N—oo k—0 U(Tk)

(0):x0
X [XO(41) — X2 ()2

(2.39)

where we used Eq. (2.37) in the second line and the defi-
nition of the Itd integral (A17) in the third line. Next, using
that X° is a pure jump process with jump size !, one finds

(X2 (2h11) = X2 (7)) :X9<7k+1) — X2 (%)

k2 if a jump occurs,

= { (2.40)

0  if nojump occurs.
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Hence,
<xT‘ /[)?0, Xi](r)dr‘x0>
I
X(T)=xr

- /X(O):xo

SX (@]

DX(r)e  n

DX(2)e-3 / Xi—((? dx°(z)
] U7

X(T)=xr ] [ XD
= / DX(r)e" / X 4. (2.41)
X(0)=x 1 K
Removing the integral on both sides yields
. X(T)=xr X(r Xi
el 10 = [ px@e D, )
X(0)=xo K
which implies the Euclidean commutation relation
20,31 = )z 243
[, 3] =~ (2.43)

(2.44)

This commutation relation reproduces a noncommutative
space-time of Lie algebra type known in the literature as
k-Minkowski spacetime [8,49]. In the path integral approach
we adopted above we showed that this type of noncommu-
tativity is associated with a fundamental discreteness in the
temporal evolution, whereas space remains continuous.

The presence of a minimal scale in time strongly suggests
a breaking of the Lorentz symmetry in the path integral
measure, which could be regarded as a problematic feature,
if this model is to be related to reality. We emphasize,
however, that, since we recovered the k-Minkowski model,
we do not expect the theory to be Lorentz invariant. Instead,
one expects the theory to be invariant under a deformed
Lorentz symmetry, as will be discussed in the next section.
Nevertheless, this still raises the question, how such a
deformed Lorentz symmetry manifests itself in the discrete
time model described above. Although, we cannot yet
provide a definitive answer to this question, we can make
a few observations that could help in answering this
question.

First, we note that the discreteness only relates to the
evolution of time, but not to spacetime itself. Thus, an
observer may measure any time x° = t € R, but the differ-
ence between two time measurements performed by the
same observer will always be a multiple of x~!. In other

words, a time measurement yields ¢ = t, + n/k, were
ne”Z but ty,t€R. This means that the theory is still
defined on a smooth manifold, but the generator of time
translations has a discrete spectrum [22]. Second, the model
is formulated in an arbitrary coordinate system, which
makes the discreteness in time universal. Thus, any
observer will measure time in units x~!. However, the
model can still account for time dilation, since the rate v(7)
at which a clock ticks is not universal.

We conclude this section by noting that in our example
we fixed b = 0, such that the trajectory is projected onto
its left limit, i.e. X = X_. A similar analysis.10 can be
performed for b = 1, so that the trajectory is projected
onto its right limit, i.e., X = X, which yields the same
commutation relation (2.44). Furthermore, by linear inter-
polation, one obtains the commutation relation of the
type (2.44) for any choice of b€ |0, 1].

III. DISCONTINUOUS PATHS
AND DEFORMED LEIBNIZ RULE

In the previous section, we used the relation between
operator ordering in canonical quantization and time order-
ing in the path integral formalism to show that canonical
noncommutativity between the position and momentum
operator can be seen as an effect of the nondifferentiability
of the paths appearing in the path integral. We then made
the observation that space-time noncommutativity can be
realized for position operators by introducing discontinuity
in the paths considered in the path integral. In this section,
we show how another peculiar feature of models of space-
time noncommutativity of the type (2.44) can be realized
introducing discontinuity in the paths appearing in the path
integral: the nontrivial differential calculus and its relation
to a deformation of the ordinary Leibniz rule [49,52]. In
particular we show that discontinuous stochastic processes
lead to differential operators which can reproduce the
deformed Leibniz rule found in models of space-time
noncommutativity in which four-momentum space is
described by a non-Abelian Lie group.

A. Differentiable trajectories

We start by considering a classical trajectory X:7 — R”
parametrized by the time variable r€7 = [0, T| C R, and
smooth functions f, g:R" — R. Along this trajectory, one
can define differentials

d, X(r) = X(t+dt) — X(1),

d_X(1) = X(r) — X(t — dr) (3.1)

In this case, one must use the definition of the backward It
integral (A18) in Egs. (2.39) and (2.41), in order to ensure
convergence of the Itd sums that define the integral, as the
integrand needs to be predictable with respect to the integrator,
cf. footnote 22. We refer to, e.g., Refs. [50,51] for more detail.
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with 0 < dt < 1. This measures the change of the position
with respect to an infinitesimal future and past directed time
evolution. More generally, one can introduce a family of
differential operators labeled by a € [0, 1] given by

d,X(t) =X(t+adt) - X(t— (1 —a)dr) (3.2)
with special cases
d, =d, d_=d, (3.3)
Let us also introduce the notation
df X(r) = X(t + adt) — X(1),
d;X(1) = X(1) = X(t = (1 — a)dr), (3.4)
such that
d,X(t) =diX(r) +d; X(1). (3.5)

The differentials along the trajectory induce a family of
differential operators d,, whose action on scalar functions
is given by

dfIX ()] = fIX(t + adt)] = f[X(t = (1 - a)d1)].  (3.6)

For smooth functions, this expression can be evaluated
using a Taylor expansion, which yields

Z i dn"f x)
x {ﬁ[a:xf(r)}'ﬂ - f[[—d;x%zn

i=1 i=1

kf}. (3.7)

This can be written in shorthand notation as

df(X) = (%X — 90X f(X). (3.8)
As in Eq. (3.4), we will also introduce
dif(X) = (X% — 1) f(X),
daf(X) = (1 = ™%X f(X), (3.9)
such that
dof(X) = df f(X) + dzf(X). (3.10)

We will now assume that the trajectory X(r) is contin-
uously differentiable. This implies that''

""Here o(dr) denotes the little-o notation, as introduced by
Bachmann and Landau.

d X (t) = X(t)dt + o(dt) (3.11)
and
d+X(t) aX(1)dt + o(dt),
2X(1) = (1 —a)X(r)dt + o(dt). (3.12)

Thus, in this case, the family of differentiable operators d,,
reduces to a single differential operator d, that acts on
functions as

df(X) = 0,f(X)dX' + o(dr). (3.13)
From this last expression, one immediately finds that the
differential operator d satisfies the Leibniz rule

d(fg) = fdg + gdf + o(dr). (3.14)

B. Continuous trajectories

As discussed in Sec. II B, the canonical commutation
relations of quantum mechanics can be reproduced in the
path integral formulation by promoting smooth trajectories to
stochastic processes X : 7 x Q — R”. Then, the path integral
sums over the sample paths X (-, w) : 7 x Q — R" labeled by
w € Q. As in the classical theory, these sample paths are
continuous. However, in contrast to the classical theory, they
are nowhere differentiable. Hence, Eq. (3.11) is no longer
true and this will lead to a generalization of Eq. (3.13) as we
show below. These “quantum trajectories” are, technically
speaking, a-Holder continuous for a € (0, %) but fail to be
a-Holder continuous for a > % [42]. Due to the importance of
this observation for the argument that follows, we recall the
definition of Holder continuity

Definition (Holder continuity). A trajectory X:7 — R"
is a-Holder continuous if there exists C > 0 such that
[|X() — X(s)|| £ C|t — s]* for all s,r€T.

Thus, in terms of Landau big-O notation, a-Holder
continuity with a € (0, %) implies that the differentials
satisfy

k
[[doXi ~0(ai?) v ije{l.....n},
j=1

V keN, VY a0 1]. (3.15)

Hence, along these trajectories Eq. (3.13) is modified to

| . . . .
duf =0, X' +50,0,f (AF X' X/ = d7X'd7X7) +- o dr).

(3.16)

This leads to a product rule of the form
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do(f9) = fdug +dufg+difdsg—d;fdg+ o(dr).
(3.17)
This expression can be simplified by noticing that

Eq. (3.15) implies that product of two differentials is linear
in dr."” Thus,

diXidin = Cidt + O(dt) (318)
Due to this linearity, one obtains'
diX'df X/ = ad X'd, X/ + o(dt),
d;X'd; X/ = (1 — a)d_X'd_X/ + o(dt). (3.19)

As a consequence Eqs. (3.16) and (3.17) are simplified to

1 o
dof = 0,fd,X" +2.0,0,f (ad . X'd X

+ (a—1)d_X'd_X/) + o(dt), (3.20)
do(fg) = fdog +dafg+ad.fd.g

+ (a—1)d_fd_g+ o(dt). (3.21)
In addition, we will assume

d_X'd_X/ =d, X'd X/ + o(dt). (3.22)

Equations (3.20) and (3.21) can then be further simplified to

. 2a-1 ) .
d,f=0;fd, X +Tajd,-f(X)d+X’d+X-’+0(dt),

(3.23)

da(fg):fdag+dafg+(Za_l)d+fd+g+0(dt> (324)

We see that, in general, the Lebiniz rule (3.14) is modified
when considering nondifferentiable paths. However, there

exists a special choice of differential operator,14 given by

1

a =3 In this case d, =d;/, satisfies the usual rules

For the Wiener process ¢, is the diffusion constant asso-
ciated to the future directed evolution, whereas c_ is the diffusion
constant associated to the past-directed evolution. In Sec. II C, we
saw that the choice ¢, = fi/m is consistent with the Euclidean
path integral, whereas ¢, = if/m corresponds to the Lorentzian
path integral.

YThis can be regarded as a generalization of Eq. (3.12) from
Xecl' to Xel'2.

“In the study of path integrals, various choices are studied.
The choice a = 1 is related to the prepoint discretization of the
path integral, the choice @ = 1/2 is to the midpoint discretization
and the case a = 0 is to the postpoint discretization, whereas, in
stochastic analysis, the choice a = 1 is used in Itd calculus, a =
1/2 in Stratonovich calculus, and @ = 0 in It6 calculus after time
reversal, cf., e.g., Ref. [53] for more detail.

Egs. (3.13) and (3.14), i.e.,

d.f = 0;fd. X',

d.(fg) = fd.g+d.fg. (3.25)

One can define a differential operator in terms of a
momentum operator p and an infinitesimal spatial displace-
ment dx as

df =ip;(f)dx'. (3.26)

It is then easy to see that the two formulations coincide,
when we identify

d=d., (3.27)
dx' = d X', (3.28)
pi = —io;, (3.29)
where p obeys the ordinary Leibniz rule
pi(fg) = pi(f)g+ fpi(9)- (3.30)

We conclude this subsection by pointing out that the
discussion above suggests the existence of an entire family
of momenta labeled by a€[0,1]. However, only one
choice, namely a = 1/2, turned out to be compatible with
the usual definition of the momentum operator in a
quantum theory. This raises a question whether one can
associate different momentum operators to the differential
d, for a # 1/2. In principle, one would expect this to be
true, but such operators do not necessarily need to be self-
adjoint. This leaves the question whether the different
choices of d, lead to physically distinct notions of
momentum. The question about the physicality of these
different choices for the momentum is tied to the debate on
the physical difference between Itd6 and Stratonovich
stochastic calculus, cf., e.g., [54]. Our analysis does not
provide any new insights in this debate.

C. Discontinuous trajectories

As in Sec. I, we consider again a stochastic trajectory15
X:T xQ — R", but we will no longer assume that the
trajectory is continuous. More precisely, we will assume
that the trajectory has a countable number of isolated jump
discontinuities, such that the left and right limits, given by

X.(1) =1limX(r te),

e—0

(3.31)

"Note that, while the trajectory is considered to be stochastic,
the deterministic case can be easily obtained by considering a
sample space Q containing only one element.
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exist, but are not necessarily equal. Since the jumps are
isolated, this process can be decomposed into a continuous
part X and jumps AX, such that

X (1) =X() + ) _AX(1y).
1<t
X_(1) =X() + > _AX(t), (3.32)
1<t
where t;, €7 labels the jump times at which
AX(t) =X (1) —X_(1) #0. (3.33)

Furthermore, as in Eq. (2.30), one can define a family of
paths

X,(t) =bX (1) + (1 = D)X _(1)

=X_(t) + bAX(r) (3.34)
with b€[0,1]. We can also define differentials, as in
Eqgs. (3.2), but those will now also contain the jumps,
and are given by [55,56]

d X(t) = X[t + adt] - X[t — (1 — a)d1]
= X[t + adt] — X[t = (1 — a)dt] + AX (1)
=d X(r) + AX(1), (3.35)

where we used that the jumps are isolated in the second
line.'® The action of differentials on smooth functions
f,g€C=(R") is given by Eq. (3.8)
dof(X) = (4% — X0 £ (X)

— (e[dﬁ(" (1-b)AX']0; _e—[d;)_(’#bAX"]d,‘)f(X). (3.36)
Let us first consider the case of a purely discrete process,
i.e., X(t) = 0, such that dXX’ = 0. In this case, one finds

dof (X) = Af(X) = f(X,) = f(X2). (3.37)
This leads to a product rule given by
da(fg) = A(f9)
= f(X1)Ag+ Afg(Xs)
=0,.fd.,g+ dafeing (338)

where we introduced the projection operators, defined by

'“The fact that the jumps are isolated ensures that for small
enough dt at most one jump is contained in the interval
(t — dt,t + dt). This does not guarantee that a jump occurs in
this interval, but if no jump occurs one simply has AX(#) = 0.

0.f(X):= (3.39)
as discussed in Ref. [57]. We thus observe that, as pointed
out in the previous section, for continuous trajectories the
differential operator d, presents a unique choice among all
differential operators d, with a€0,1] for which the
Leibniz rule is satisfied. However, for discrete trajectories,
the presence of the projection operators 6, spoils the
Leibniz rule for the differential operator d, as well. This
violation of the Leibniz rule can be interpreted as a
modification of the action of momentum operators.
Indeed, introducing these operators as in Eq. (3.26), one
finds that their action on products of functions is given by

f(Xy),

pi(fg) = 0:()Pi(9) + Pi(f)0+(9)
:{ DAY (£) pi(g) + pi(f)e ™ X% (g).
pilf

e 2X0(£)pi(g) + pi(f)e1 =DA% (g),
(3.40)

where the choice for the upper or lower solution can be
regarded as a time ordering prescription. As discussed in
more detail below, departures from the Leibniz rule of this
type for momentum operators are the hallmark of defor-
mations of spacetime symmetries based on the theory of
Hopf algebras and quantum groups [49,58] which are
related to the type of space-time noncommutativity dis-
cussed in Sec. II, i.e., the so-called x-Minkowski space-
time [8].

In the remainder, we try to establish a direct connection
with the type of modified Leibniz action related to x-space-
time noncommutativity. To this end, we consider a massive
particle in Minkowski space—time]7 R™!, whose trajectory
X*(r) is parameterized by the proper time z. Moreover, we
will assume that X°(z) is a purely discrete trajectory with
constant jump size, such that

X(z)=0 V reT,

AX(z) = { 1

k~ if a jump occurs at time 7,
o . (3.41)
0  if no jump occurs at timer,

whereas X' is assumed to be a-Holder continuous for
a€(0,1), such that
AX'(7) =0
Xi(z) = X(z)
and we assume that Egs. (3.19) and (3.22) hold for X. Let

us, furthermore, define the momentum operator in the
temporal direction as usual

V reT,

VreT, (3.42)

7As in Sec. I D, we will Wick rotate, such that the analysis
can be performed in a Euclidean setting.
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Po = —a—, (3.43)

where @ =1 in the Lorentzian theory, a =1 in the
Euclidean case and 0/0x° is a derivative with respect
to the time coordinate.'® The action of this operator on a
product of functions is given by

Po(fg) = po(f)g+ fholg)- (3.44)

However, as indicated by Eq. (3.38), the spatial momentum
operators no longer satisfy the usual coproduct. If we apply
Eq. (3.38) directly to this example, we obtain

Pi(F9)=04(F)Pil9)+Pi(F)0=(9)
exp (Lo } pilg)+Pil)exp [ o  (g).
exp [ 222 o | (7)1 (9)+ i (F)exp | =2 o (g).

(3.45)

Thus, at the jump times,19 one obtains™

oxp | 2o | (£)5il9) + pi(F)exp 2o (o).

pi(fg) = exp [% ](f)f?z(g) +pi(f)exp [(hzl)f?o} (9)-

As discussed in detail for example in [49], the action on
product of functions of the operators p, is related to the
description of tensor product of two representations of the
Lie algebra of generators of translations in Minkowksi
space-time and of the Poincaré algebra. Formally this is
encoded in a mathematical object known as coproduct,
which, for ordinary quantum mechanical translation gen-
erators obeying the Leibniz rule when acting on products
of functions, has the simple form

Ap,=p, ®1+1Q p,. (3.47)

In our case, for p, we still have an ordinary coproduct

Apy=po®1+1Q py, (3.48)

"Note that 0/0x" acts on functions f,g:R™! — C. These
functions may be evaluated along the process X:7 — R™!, but
derlvatlves are defined with respect to the coordinates on IR” L

“In between Jumps X° is constant, such that there is no
dynamics as there is no change with respect to the time
coordinate. Therefore, we are only interested in evaluating this
exgresswn when a jump occurs.

%As in Sec. IID, we rotate x — —ix in the complex plane
when transferring from the Euclidean to the Lorentzian theory.

while for the generators of spatial translations we have
from Eq. (3.46),

pr @ exp 2o +exp | U po] ®
Ap; =

1

(3.49)

pi @ exp |2l jo| +exp [2o] ®

Notice how the second line of the equation above can be
obtained simply by swapping the factors in the tensor
product, thus, in what follows, we will focus on the first
line. In the case b =0 the first line of (3.49) above
becomes

Ap;=p; ® 1 +exp {—%} ® Pis (3.50)

which the readers familiar with the literature on «-
Minkowski space-time will recognize as the coproduct
for generators of spatial translations of the x-Poincaré
algebra in the Majid-Ruegg or bicrossproduct basis [8].
In this basis the coproduct for the generators of time
translations is undeformed as is for our stochastic process
in Eq. (3.48), and it can be shown that such coproducts
are associated to a choice of normal ordering needed
to define the product of noncommutative plane waves on
k-Minkowski space-time where the time coordinate is
always put to the right [59]. For b = 1nstead the first line
of (3.49) reads

A

Ap; —pl®e><p[ ]+GXP {——} ® pi.  (3.51)

and, together with the undeformed coproduct for p
in (3.48), correspond to the so-called standard basis of
the x-Poincaré algebra [10] corresponding to a choice of
ordering of noncommutative plane waves where the time
coordinate is symmetrically placed both on the left and on
the right of all the spatial coordinates [59].

The fact that there exist various choices of b€ |0, 1]
corresponding to different momentum operators p raises
the question whether this choice leads to physically differ-
ent models. This question is closely related to the physical
interpretation of the choice a €0, 1] for the differential
operator d, that was addressed in previous subsection. In
the literature on Hopf algebras, the common view is that
different bases, thus different choices for b, of the kappa-
Poincaré Hopf algebra correspond to different observables
and thus different kinematical models.

The previous analysis yields the coproduct encountered
in the x-Minkowski model, making it consistent with
results of Sec. IID for this specific example. However,
this derivation relies on the direct application of Eq. (3.38),
which was derived for a pure jump process, whereas the
spatial processes in our example are continuous. One may
thus wonder whether Eq. (3.38) is still applicable in this
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case. In order to check this, one must reevaluate Eq. (3.36)
for our example. We will now show, for the illustrative case
b = 0, that this is indeed true.

It is known in the literature, cf., e.g., [50,51,55,56], that
for a smooth function f the integral

/ d.f(X)

is convergent” if X is a semimartingale with respect to
either its past (for a process evolving forward in time) or
future (for a process evolving backward in time) states. If
b =0, X is a left-continuous Poisson process, which is a
semimartingale with respect to the future states. In this
case, this integral is evaluated as

(3.52)

Jarw = [arco+ [asxax. (s

where the integrand is evaluated on its right limit.** Hence,
by imposing this convergence requirement, the differential
constructed in Eq. (3.36) should be given by

d.f(X) = Af(X) + 0:f (X, )d. X", (3.54)

We note that in order to obtain this form for the
differential, one must fix an ordering in prescription in
Eq. (3.36) and allow for a nontrivial commutator of the
form

[e4 X0 AX'00] £ (), (3.55)

The nontriviality of this commutator is related to a violation
of Fubini’s theorem, reflecting noncommutativity of the
integral operations™:

21Convergence refers to the convergence of the 1t6 sums (A17)
and (A18) that define the integral.

2A convergence requirement is that the integrand is predict-
able with respect to X when X is evolved forward in time,
predictability means that the value of f[X(¢)] can be predicted
from the knowledge of all previous states {X(7):7€0,)}. For
continuous trajectories, this is always true. However, for
discontinuous trajectories, it is only true for f(X_), as a jump
may occur at time ¢, and no information about this jump is given
by the previous states. On the other hand, when X is evolved
backward in time, as considered here, predictability means that
the value of f[X(¢)] can be predicted from the knowledge of all
future states {X(r):1€(¢,T)}. For discontinuous trajectories, it
is only true for f(X,), as a jump may occur at time 7, and no
information about this jump is given by the future states. This
enforces the projection on the right limit.

This is again related to the fact that the integral only
converges if the correct time ordering is applied: the integrand
must be projected on the right limit, whereas the integral is taken
along a left continuous process.

/ / F(X0, X)) AX0d X' # / / F(X°,X)d X AX.
(3.56)

One may now generalize Eq. (3.54) to a product
of functions by imposing the same time-ordering as in
Eq. (3.54). This yields

d.(fg) = F(X.)Ag+ Afg(X) + 0f (X,)d. X g(X)
+ F(X)09(X )X,

= f(X,)dog + dofg(X), (3.57)

which coincides with the one obtained for purely discrete
processes in Eq. (3.38). Hence, the given argument sug-
gests that, for b = 0, Eq. (3.46) remains valid in the given
example, such that

Pi(fg) = e/ (f)pi(g) + pi(flg.  (3.58)

IV. CONCLUSIONS

We have argued that spacetime noncommutativity is
inherently linked to a fundamental discreteness in the
evolution of physical systems on spacetime. We started,
in Sec. II, by reviewing Feynman’s argument [23] that the
noncommutativity of quantum mechanics manifests in the
path integral formulation through the nondifferentiability of
the paths that the path integral sums over. We then repeated
this argument for noncontinuous paths, and showed in
Eq. (2.32) that this discreteness can be associated to a
noncommutativity of spacetime coordinates.

In Sec. III, we provided an additional argument in
support of the relation between discreteness and spacetime
noncommutativity by showing that the study of discrete
trajectories induces a modification of the Leibniz rule as in
Eq. (3.38). This modification can be related to the deformed
Leibniz rule obtained in models of spacetime noncommu-
tativity in which the four-momentum is described by a non-
Abelian Lie group.

In both cases, we illustrated our results by focusing on a
model with a discrete time coordinate and continuous space
coordinates. Here, we assumed that the dynamics in the
time coordinate was governed by a Poisson process with
jump size k. In this example, we were able to mimic the
properties of the x-Minkowski noncommutative space-
time. In Sec. II, we saw that the noncommutativity relation
of this model could be obtained in this specific example.
Then, in Sec. III we saw that various deformations of the
Leibniz rule could be obtained depending on whether the
trajectory was assumed to be left- or right-continuous. We
then pointed out that this choice for the left or right limit
corresponds to a choice of basis for the x-Poincaré algebra.
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We note that, as shown by Egs. (2.32) and (3.38), the
noncommutative features that were obtained in this work
arise due to the discreteness of the model. In the examples,
the discreteness was imposed in a stochastic way using a
Poisson process, as this provides a natural way to imple-
ment the required discreteness. Moreover, from the sto-
chastic analysis perspective, it has the advantage of being a
semimartingale, such that one can integrate along the
process, with a quadratic variation given by the suggestive
structure relation d[x,x] = «~'dx. It remains an open
question, however, whether the implementation using a
Poisson process is essential for recovering the models of
spacetime noncommutativity studied in the literature.

The implementation of the discreteness using a stochas-
tic model has the advantage that the discreteness, and thus
the noncommutativity, may appear for any value of the
proper time 7z, whereas a deterministic implementation
would predetermine the times z; at which the discreteness
occurs. As the dynamics is continuous in between these
points, the noncommutativity only occurs at these pre-
determined points. Moreover, the choice for a Poisson
process, may not only be argued by the fact that it is one of
the most elementary discrete-time stochastic processes, but
also by the fact that the Poisson process allows for a
Lorentz invariant embedding in the spacetime, as pointed
out within the causal sets program [60,61].

In relation to the exploration of different discrete models,
one may wonder whether other types of spacetime non-
commutativity can be obtained using similar methods. We
emphasize that the analysis in this work, in particular
Eq. (2.32), implies a Lie algebra valued type of noncommu-
tativity, where commutators are of the form [x/, x/] = C}/x*.
This leaves the question whether the argument can
be generalized to obtain other types of spacetime non-
commutativity, such as the Moyal type with commutator
[x',x/] = BU. A starting point for such a study could be the
observation that the Heisenberg commutation relations can
be related to a discontinuity of the paths of a Wiener process
when analyzed in phase space. Itis important to keep in mind,
however, that we arrived at the Lie algebra valued type of
noncommutativity by implicitly assuming that the discrete-
ness of the paths was such that it satisfies the Holder
condition, cf. Sec. III B, for all @ < 0. This distinguishes
our analysis from a phase space formulation of the paths of
the Wiener process. In the latter case, the canonical type
X, p] = A; is obtained, but the paths associated to the
position have Holder parameter a < 1/2, whereas the paths
associated to momentum have holder parameter @ < —1/2,
cf., e.g., [62]. This suggests that the type of noncommuta-
tivity is related to the degree of regularity of the paths that are
being studied. Clearly, more work is needed to make this
observation precise, which we will leave for future work.

The observation that the regularity of the paths is key to
understanding the divergent structure of quantum theories
in the path integral formulation is not new. For example, in

Ref. [63], it was suggested that the divergences in quantum
theories could be tamed by regularizing the paths in the
path integral. Interestingly, this also led to modified
uncertainty principles, which have also been associated
to spacetime noncommutativity, e.g., [64]. In contrast, in
this work, we considered paths that have less regularity
than the ones in the standard quantum mechanical path
integral. The lack of regularity was then associated to a
noncommutativity of spacetime, where the cutoff scale «
corresponds to the size of the jumps in the paths. As
discussed in the Introduction, this cutoff scale could also be
used to regularize quantum theories.

Our study opens several avenues for further investiga-
tion. For instance, exploring additional models of Lie-
algebra type space-time noncommutativity, like the
8[(2,R) noncommutativity describing quantum particles
coupled to 2 + 1-dimensional gravity [18] or the so-called
p-Minkowski noncommutative spacetime [65]. In that case
it is known that time has a discrete spectrum [22], but it
would be interesting to check if they admit a similar
stochastic interpretation as presented in this work.
Another important task would be to attempt at establishing
an explicit dictionary between stochastic and noncommu-
tative differential calculus, both in the x-Minkowski case
we considered in the present work [66,67] and in other
relevant noncommutative models. Finally, the potential
relevance of nontrivial coproducts for the generators of
translations in models of deformed kinematics associated to
polymer quantization [21] suggests that this popular model,
used to study effective models of quantum gravitational
effect, might also admit a description in terms of funda-
mental stochastic structure.

More broadly, the argument presented in this work
suggests that stochastic structures could provide rigorous
mathematical tools to model space-time discreteness and
thus provide valuable insights for a variety of approaches to
quantum gravity.
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APPENDIX: THE WIENER PROCESS

In this appendix, we recall some properties of the Wiener
process. Here, we focus on the properties that are essential
for our discussion on phase space noncommutativity. For a
more detailed discussion of the Wiener process we refer to
textbooks such as [42,50,53,68,69].

We start by introducing the Wiener process as the limit of
a scaled random walk. Thus, we will consider a discrete
time parameter k € N,, and we define a coin toss experi-
ment with sample space Q = {H,T}, sigma algebra
2(Q) ={@.Q,{H},{T}} and a probability measure
P:X(Q) — [0,1] generated by P({H}) =1

We introduce such a coin toss experiment for every / €N
andi € {1, ..., n}, and we assume that all these experiments
are mutually independent. We can now introduce the
random variables Ji: Qf — {-1,+1}, such that

) +1 if a)} =H,
Ji= o (A1)
-1 ifw;=T.
In addition, we define the sum
Wi =Wj+> 1. (A2)
=1

where W, €Z" denotes the initial position. Then, the
collection of random variables W = {W;|k € Ny} denotes
an n-dimensional random walk W: Ny x Q — Z" with
sample space Q = T IT, ¢\ QL.

In order to construct a continuum limit of this process,
we define a continuous version, W: R, x Q — R", of the
discrete process by linear interpolation. Thus, we define

Wi(t) = Wi, + J’m(t —[1]). (A3)
This allows to introduce the scaled random walk: for any
N eN, we define

a
X (1) = \fNW(Nt), (A4)
where a € [0, o). The limiting process
X(1) = lim X (1) (AS)

N—oco

is a Wiener process with diffusion constant a and initial
position X(0).

The Wiener process itself is defined within this con-
tinuum limit. By definition, a continuous R”-valued con-
tinuous time stochastic process is a function X: R, X
(Q,Z,P) - (R", B(R"), where R, represents the time
interval and B(R") is the Borel sigma algebra on R”".
Moreover, (Q,X,P) is a probability space, such that for

every w € Q X(-,w):R, — R”" is a continuous trajectory,
and the probability for selecting this path is given by the
probability measure P:X — [0, 1]. Using this terminology,
we can now provide the definition of the Wiener process.

Definition (Wiener process a.k.a. Brownian Motion). A
stochastic process X: R, x (Q,2,P) — (R", B(R")) is a
Wiener process with diffusion constant a € (0, o), if it is
almost surely continuous and has independent normally
distributed increments, i.e.,

(1) P(hms—>t ||XS _Xt” - O) = 1;

() V<th<ty<teR,,(X,-X,)LL(X,-X,);
(111) v Hh<nhe R+, (th —th) ""N(O, (X(Sij(tz — tl))’
where N'(u, 6?) denotes the normal distribution with mean

u €R" and covariance matrix 6> € R"™",

The proof that the scaled random walk converges to this
process is a result of the central limit theorem. As this proof
can be found in many textbooks on Brownian motion,
e.g., [68], we will not discuss it in detail here. We point out,
however, that the scaled random walk, as discussed above,
is not the only process that converges to the Wiener
process. One can construct other discrete time processes
that converge to a Wiener process in their respective
continuum limits.

1. Velocity

Having introduced the Wiener process, we discuss the
notion of velocity for this process. In this subsection, we will
provide a heuristic overview, which suffices to support the
arguments in Sec. II B. For a more rigorous construction of
the velocity of a Wiener process, which exists as a distri-
bution in the Holder space C~1/2 we refer to, e.g., [62].

We start by considering the scaled random walk,
X V) * R, x Q — R", for which we can define two differ-
ent velocities, which we call the forward and backward
velocities

X (t+e) =X, (1)
; . N N
Viny () = lim ™) w7

e—>0" €
X (1) =Xt (t—¢)
; . N N
Vi)-(1) = lim ——— L% (A6)
Evaluating these expressions yields
. \/ocNJ"[Nﬂ if Nte R, \N,
V(N) ()= : . (A7)
VaNJy, , if NteN,
and
, \/OtNJ"[Nﬂ if Nte R, \N,
Vig_ (1) = | (A8)
vaNJy, if NteN,.

Let us make two remarks:

(i) V r€R, V. €{+VaN,—VaN};

025010-14



STOCHASTIC ORIGIN OF SPACETIME NONCOMMUTATIVITY

PHYS. REV. D 111, 025010 (2025)

(ii) The definition of velocity is unambiguous, i.e.
Viny+ = V(n)-, on the open intervals t€ (£, 5
for every k € Ny. However, it may be ambiguous at
the isolated points 7 € {£ |k €Ny}
Furthermore, we note that any linear combination of the
form

Viva =aVy + (1 —a)Vn)- (A9)

with a €0, 1] provides a notion of velocity for the scaled
random walk. This is particularly true for the case a =1

2
which can be written as

Xt +€) =Xy (1 =€)
e—0" 2e ’

(A10)

In the continuum limit, one can use Eq. (A6) to define a
velocity of the form

Vi(f) = lim lim X +6) = X
* =0t Nooo € ’
Vi(f) = lim lim X = Xim (1 =€)

=0T N=>oo €

(Al1)

However, Eqs. (A7) and (AS8) cannot be used, as these
expressions only hold for finite N. Nevertheless, if we
naively swap the limit, we can apply these results and find

lim |V2N)i(t)| = co.

N—>oco

(A12)

Moreover, the size of the intervals on which the velocity is
unambiguously defined tends to 0, which implies that the
set of isolated points at which the velocity is ambiguous,
becomes dense in R, . These two facts reflect the difficulty
in defining a velocity for a Wiener process. Moreover, they
are the source of the phase-space noncommutativity gen-
erated by the Wiener process, as discussed in Sec. 11 C.

As suggested by this naive analysis, it is indeed true that
there is no well-defined notion of velocity for the Wiener
process. More precisely, the limits

lim X UH) =Xy g X=X =) 5
e—~>0" € e—0" €

are ill defined for every € R [42]. However, by averaging
over all paths, one can construct well-defined forward and
backward velocity fields [25]. These are given by the
conditional expectations

v(60) = lnE {w X(t) = x} ,
v_(x,1) = lir(g[E {w X(1) = x} (A14)

These fields are not equal to each other, which reflects the
fact that for every™* w € Q the sample path X(-, w): R, —
R" of the Wiener process X: R, x (Q,%,P) — (R", B(R"))
is continuous for every r € R, but nowhere differentiable.

More generally, any linear combination of the form
ve=av,+ (1 —a)v_ (A15)

with a €0, 1] defines a velocity of the process. As in
Eq. (A10), we denote the special case a = 1/2 by

L, et (A16)
2

The existence of the two linearly independent velocity
fields allows to construct two velocity processes in terms of
an integral expression. This requires an It6 integral: given a
differential form w € T*R", and a Wiener process X, the It0
integral over @ along X is given by

/ " (X (1), 04, X1 (1)
0
N-1
= lim > (X (0, 1)K (101) = Xi(1)], (A17)

N
T %=0

where {0 =1y <t; <... <ty =T} is an arbitrary parti-
tion of [0,7]. Similarly, the backward It6 integral is
given by

/ " (X (1), 0)d_X (1)
0

= lim Za)i(x(tk>vtk>[xi(tk) - X)), (AL8)

Using the existence of the It0 integral, one can now define
velocity processes V.. as processes satisfying

[E[ATw[(X(t),t)V;(t)dt] - [EMTw,.(x(g,t)dixf(t) .
(A19)

We summarize by noting that the velocity V. of the Wiener
process X (1), which was naively defined in Eq. (A13), is ill
defined, as reflected by Eq. (A12). Nevertheless, we have
found various properties of this process:
(1) Its first moment is given by Eq.
E[V.(1)|X(1)] = v (X (). 1):
(i1) it has an action with respect to integration as given
in Eq. (A19).

(A14):

24Up to a set A C Q with vanishing measure, i.e., P(A) = 0.
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2. Quadratic variation

An important concept in the study of stochastic proc-
esses is the notion of quadratic variation. For a discrete time
process W: Ny x Q — R” it is defined by the square
bracket

k
W W=D (Wi=Wi_)(W]=Wi_).  (A20)

For the random walk this can be evaluated, yielding

k if i = j,

. (A21)
k—2L ifi# ],

wew, = {
where L ~ Bin(k, 1) is binomially distributed.
The definition can easily be extended to the scaled

random walk X(y). Indeed, for every 1, = % €R, with
k€N, we can define the quadratic variation as

Xl = Xy

=1

)(tl 1]

X X (1) = X{y) (0121)]- (A22)
This expression can be evaluated, which yields
; j atk if i = j,
[X(N)’X(N)](tk) = (tk _ 4) if i # j, (A23)

where L ~ Bin(k, 1) is again binomially distributed.

More generally, for a continuous time stochastic process
X: R, xQ — R", one can define, for every bilinear form
heT?(T*R"), the integral over h along the quadratic

variation of X as

A "y (X(1). 0d[X X7 (1)

~ lim Sy (XG0, 1)
X [X'(trq1) = X (60)][X (t1) = X7 ()], (A24)

where {0 =1y <t; <... <ty =T} is an arbitrary parti-
tion of the interval [0, T]. Thus, for a continuous time
stochastic process the quadratic variation is given by

X7, X7 (1) = / "X X9 (s). (A25)

0

For the Wiener process, one can calculate this quadratic
variation by taking the continuum limit of the scaled
random walk. Using Eq. (A23), it is easy to see that
the diagonal elements converge to at, while the off-
diagonal elements converge to the delta distribution, as
limy_, N (0.%) = 6(0), by the central limit theorem.
Therefore,

X', X7)(1) = adiit, (A26)

such that

d[X', X/|(t) = ad'dt. (A27)
We note that the last expression allows to define a second
order velocity given by

dix. X7 X1+ e) = X'(D][X
dt e—0 €

Véj: j(t+€)—Xj(t)]‘

(A28)

Furthermore, we note that the integral over quadratic
variation can be expressed in terms of the Itd integrals
(A17) and (A18) as

/ d[X’, X7)(r)

Z (i) = X ()] [X7 (1141) — X7 (1)
e

X' (1) (X (1) — X (141)]
1

2»—1
85

2

-1

- XU(t)[X (tyyr) — Xj(tk>]}
=0

- / X (£)d_X0 (1) — / Xi(1)d, X (1), (A29)
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