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Finite Planck-scale-modified relativistic framework in Finsler geometry Iarley P. Lobo

1. Introduction

The search for quantum gravity has been one of the main research topics in the current scenario
of physics, whose experimental verification has been the goal of systematic research in recent years
[1]. Investigations into the effect of Lorentz symmetry violation/deformation on the propagation
of massless astroparticles have been one of the main sources of constraints on the parameters of
quantum gravity at the Planck scale due to the cosmological distances these particles propagate,
which works as natural amplifiers of effects that are otherwise typically on the order of the small
ratio of the particle energy to the quantum gravity energy scale parameter, where it is assumed to be
on the order of the Planck energy Ep [2—4]. Therefore, one of the greatest difficulties in the search
for quantum gravity effects is that the energy scale that expected to be relevant, is in the Planck
energy regime Ep of order 10! GeV, or respectively at a tiny distance scale of the order of the
Planck length £ of order 1073>m. In this way, the search for amplifiers plays an important role in the
development of new theories of quantum gravity. Therefore, it is important to have other types of
observables that may involve different types of messengers in order to examine the quantum gravity
scale as broadly as possible (we refer the reader to the review for a collection of proposals [1] and
to [5] for this recent review focused on multimessenger astronomy signatures).

Recently, some approaches based on Planck-scale modifications of a particle’s lifetime due to
non-commutative geometry have emerged as a signature of CPT violation [6]. In those cases, the
lifetime of accelerated particles and antiparticles would differ by an amount proportional to the
lifetime of the particle at rest and the dimensionless quantity E;l p?/m, where Ep is a quantum
gravity energy scale parameter and p and m are the particle’s momentum and mass, respectively.
Curiously, the energy dimensionful quantity that couples to the quantum gravity parameter is not
the energy of the particle, but instead is the square of its momentum divided by its mass. This
means that the lightest the particle, the more prominent is the effect. The nature of this kind of
amplifier is responsible for placing this correction just a few orders of magnitude away from Planck
scale sensitivity at an optimistic setup involving the properties of the muon in particle accelerators.

So, we wonder whether this kind of correction could emerge in other approaches to quantum
gravity and obeying a power-law correction based on the energy E and mass m of the particle as

Ep'E"/m™! (D)

The case n = 2 corresponds to the previous case, but we would like highlight that cases with
n > 3 are compelling from the experimental and theoretical sides. From the experimental point of
view, each increment in n could enhance the effect by a factor up to E/m ~ 10* (assuming energies
of 1TeV and, for instance, the muon with mass of ~ 106 MeV), without the need of going to higher
orders in the quantum gravity energy scale.! From the theoretical point of view, in this paper we
demonstrate that a case n = 3 follows from the preservation of a fundamental axiom of special and
general relativity when a particle propagates in a quantum spacetime: the clock postulate. In fact,
as we shall verify, this amplification is responsible for bringing us precisely to the Planck scale at a
very optimistic setup, but with interesting prospects for the future.

In this paper, we analyze the effects of this kind of amplifier in the framework that deforms rather
than violates Lorentz invariance, by investigating the modified kinematics of the two-body decay.

Notice that even by raising n, the parameter E;,l is still contributing linearly.
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In section 2, we review the relation between Finsler geometry and quantum gravity phenomenology,
by showing how relativistic principles can be accommodated in this formalism. In section 3, we
construct finite (in the boost parameter) Lorentz transformations between frames that are in relative
motion in 1+ 1D. In section 4, we construct the associate modified composition law in this deformed
relativistic set-up. In section 5, we derive some equations for the two-body decay. We conclude in
section 6 with some final remarks. We assume units in which ¢ =7 = 1.

2. Finsler geometry, modified dispersion relations and deformed relativity

Finsler geometry emerges naturally when we seek to describe modified relativistic kinematics
in terms of the configuration space of particle that obeys a modified dispersion relation [7]. When
we perform a transformation from Hamiltonian to Lagrangian formalism, it is verified that the
trajectories of these massive particles are defined from the extremization of a functional that
generalizes the one that describes the propagation in a Riemannian spacetime

S[x] = mfF(x,)'c)du, )

where m is the particle’s mass, ¢ = dx“/du and F is a 1-homogeneous function of x. In fact, a
modified dispersion relation is perturbatively defined as

H(x,p) = g (X)papp + €1 (X) Py Pay -Payys 3)

where g% is a Riemannian metric, p, is the particle’s momentum, A2+ are parameters that
describe the specific MDR and € is an inverse n-th power of energy parameter. Following the
prescription of [8, 9], when transforming from the action in the Hamiltonian formalism to the
Lagrangian one, we find functional (2), with

E— n=lp X) X4 3% | x4n
F(x, )C) _ gabfc“fcb _ 61’)12 alag...an( ) — ) (4)

[gabxaxb] ni

When € — 0, we recover the usual result of general relativity regarding the propagation of

particles in a curved spacetime. The curves that extremize functionals of the form (2) have been
analyzed in some recent papers [10, 11], which show that these particles follow geodesic equations
of a non-Riemannian geometry, a Finsler spacetime, whose metric is determined when one defines
the arc-length functional of this geometry as s[x] = S[x]/m from Eq.(2), which allows us to identify
the Finsler metric from the Hessian of the function F(x, X). These geodesic equations are of the

form
d*x¢ LT ( _)dxb dx¢
X, X)—
ds? be ds ds

where I'; - are Christoffel symbols of the Finsler metric, s is the arc-length parameter, and these

=0, )

curves are a generalization of the Riemannian geodesics.

Since it is the arc-length parameter which shall be extremized in order to furnish the trajectories
and it is also the one in which the geodesic equation assumes the usual sourceless form given by
Eq.(5), it seems natural to extend one of the most fundamental axioms upon which special and
general relativity are based:
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* Clock postulate:

The proper time an observer, or massive particle, experiences between events A and B along
a time-like curve (her worldline) in a Finsler spacetime (M, F) is the length of this curve

between events A and B: s
Atap = m™! f F(x,x)du . (6)

HA
If an unstable particle is created at an event A and decays at an event B, At4p shall be a measure
of its lifetime as if it were at rest, since the proper time is a measure of time lapse in a reference
frame that is comoving to the propagating particle. As we shall see, the dilation of particles lifetimes
can be expressed from (6). Besides that, as we want to study the decay of fundamental particles in
accelerators, we can disregard the pure gravitational effects, and analyze the Finsler deformations
of Minkowski spacetime, since it is possible to mathematically justify the existence of special
coordinates, which allow us to neglect the effects of curvature at small coordinate distances around
each point and a given direction in Finsler spacetimes [12]. Thus, for zero order, we consider the
Riemannian g(x, x) in Eq.(4) as the usual Minkowski metric, which we label (%, x). In Cartesian
coordinates we simply write

n(x, %) = (1) = 6;; () (). (7

Now, knowing that the arc length is invariant by reparametrization, we can perform transforma-
tions on the parameter y for the coordinate time of the laboratory frame, X0 = 7in (6). Using (4) we
have the following modification of the proper time between the events with parameters (x%)4 = f4
to (x%) = 15 (we omit the label “AB” in Atap):

's € dx9  dx™
At = dt|[y' = -m" 2y 'h 8
T f,A [7 2" Mavean T gy ®)
where, we introduced for convenience the usual velocity Lorentz factor
1
)

Y= ——
V1 -2

with vi=dx'/dt and v? = 6,~jvivj.

We can now make some assumptions about the lifetime dilated of fundamental particulars
accelerated in LHC or FCC accelerators. In this case, the three-dimensional velocity norm v? is
approximately a constant, which allows for a simplification of the above expression. Next, At will
be the time measured in the laboratory reference frame in which the particle is accelerated, while
At is the proper time experienced by the particle, respectively measured by a comoving observer

to the particle.

2.1 The Finsler version of bicrossproduc basis of «-Poincaré

The first order correction that arises from the GR Finsler quadratic function is a polynomial of
degree n = 3. We consider as our working case the so called x-Poincaré dispersion relation on the
bicrossproduct basis [13]

m* = pg — 6 pip; = pod pip;. (10)
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0 6F(:5rl ﬂ:sljs jonstruction, the symbols g, 4,4, read hg gya; = —%(6216ij6;26£3 + 62261-1-6216'23 +
a3?%ii%a1%a2/"

It is expected that the quantum gravitational corrections occur close to the Planck energy scale,
which indicates that the parameter € is in the order of the inverse of the energy scale. However, in
the context of x-Poincaré algebra, we generally denote € as the deformation parameter «~!, which
leads us to make the following definition £ = € = x~!, where « is expected to be of the order
the Planck energy E,, ~ 1.2 X 10'°GeV. The lifetime of a fundamental particle propagating in a
Finsler spacetime induced by the bicrossproduct basis of x-Poincaré dispersion relation can then be
expressed as being (we define At=tp —£4)

At
At = —

1+ gmy(yz - 1)] . (11)

This result gives us the proper time that a particle experiences and is related to the time spent
in the laboratory, relative to which the particle is accelerated. Thus, it is possible to relate the
measured lifetime of a particle in the laboratory, denoted by A¢, with the particle’s own lifetime AT,
depending on its coordinate velocity v by the factor y. For the first order ¢, we find for the lifetime
of the particle’s laboratory frame

At = yAT [1 - gmy(yz— 1)]. (12)

As we wish to compare this result with the data from particle accelerators, the lifetime obtained
must be expressed in terms of the velocity y factor defined in (9), as well as in terms of the energy
po and mass m of the particles. For this, we derive the 4-momentum of the particles, which
automatically satisfy the MDR:

0 4
po=m—F(x,x) = my - =m*(y> = 1)(2y* - 1), (13)
0x0 2
0
pi = ma .iF(x, X) = —-viym+ fmzviy4, (14)
X

2
and solving the first relation for y as a function of py yields y = % + gm (1 - 3% + 2%). We
get the lifetime as a function of pg by substituting this result in (12)

At =2Ar
m

£ 2 3
12 [ —2po + 22 )| = ypsrar, (15)
2\ po m?

where At corresponds to the lifetime a fundamental particle in its rest frame. An important point
is the definition of the modified Lorentz factor, which is derived from the geometric clock defined
by the Finsler function (4). This result has an impact when analysing the effects of the Finsler
deformed relativistic approach on the phenomenology of time dilation of accelerated particles.
Another important point is to reaffirm the type of correction initially proposed in (1) in which
considering Eq.(12) and that the particles are accelerated to close to the speed of light (y > 1) and
realizing that the energy of the particle can be read directly from the Finsler function (and is related
to the velocity Lorentz factor) as pg = mdF/0x° ~ my — tm?y*. This implies that the dilated
lifetime of special relativity Atsg = ATpo/m is modified by the quantum gravity parameter ¢ as

3
14 Lpo” (16)

At ~ Atgr |
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Exemplifying this result, if we consider as hypothetical input the optimal energy scale results
of the LHC (pg ~ 6.5 TeV) and muons (m =~ 106 MeV) as our test particles, we find that we would
be able to constrain the £ parameter with Planck scale sensitivity if a measurement of the dilated
muon lifetime were made at the LHC with a relative uncertainty ~ 107, which lies within the
precision of this measurement for low energy muons [14]:

> Eplanck = 1.22 x 10" GeV. (17)

o=

We should stress that this approach opens up the possibility for phenomenological investigations
based on different kinds of particles, like pions, whose mass is ~ 30% larger than the muon’s, which
could facilitate the detection of their decays in accelerators (without much loss in the necessary
precision to reach the Planck scale). This also allows one to investigate the decay of particles in
atmospheric showers initiated by cosmic rays. Besides that, different deformations could arise from
alternative approaches to quantum gravity that could give rise to other kinds of contributions, as
further discussed in [9].

However, if one aims to extend this approach to the study of cosmic rays, for instance, it
becomes of paramount importance to properly describe the decay of particle in modified relativity,
and to get there, it is necessary to obtain the expression of the deformed Lorentz transformations in
terms between frames that move relative to the other with arbitrary finite velocity v.

3. Finite boost transformation between arbitrary momenta

To continue with our investigation, let us consider two inertial frames, S and S, which move
with relative velocity v and, for simplicity, we assume spacetime in 1 + 1 dimensions. We also
assume that each observer assigns momenta p, and p, to a particle. For this configuration, we
observe that in first order in £, the most general deformed transformations connecting these p,, — p,,
momenta should be as follows

~ 1
Po =¥(po=vp1) + € | Apop1 + Bpi = 5p5(y* = D2y* = D , (18)
B1 = y(p1 = vpo) + L(pvy* + Fpop1 + Gpy), (19

where A, B, F, G are general functions of v. For dimensional reasons, the terms that multiply the
perturbation parameter £ must be quadratic in momenta. Applying the MDR (10) invariance, to
then derive a deformed symmetry transformation, we find the following necessary conditions for
these functions:

A (1-v¥)3¥2_y2_1

SRR T P S e
F=_4 @)
v

B v[2v? — (1 —v?)3/?]
2(1 —v2)2 ’

(22)
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Setting A = 0, for simplicity, we find the following set of DSR transformations

Po=y(po-vp) +5 [Ply2y* -y -1 =R P - D2y - 1],

~ 2.4 p12 3 (23)
pr=vy(p1—vpo) +vlpgy” — 5v2y’ =2y - 1)].

[AW. Py = Pu =

It is important to note, that in this notation, we are referring to [A(v, p)], as the transformed
p—component of momenta “p” using the boost parameter “v”’. We notice that theses equations are
dominated by the term y* when y > 1. The emergence of the term y* becomes the window for the
possibility of detecting new effects, working as an amplifier to Planck scale effects. This form of
the finite transformation has not been yet considered in the x-Poincaré literature. On the other hand,
the infinitesimal (in v) version of this transformation coincides with the usual ones of k-Poincaré

[10, 15, 16]. They are given by (we also replace v — —v):
Po =~ po+vpi, (24)

2
_ p
P~ pi+vpo— v (p?) + ?1) : (25)

4. Modified composition law

Continuing in the solving this puzzle, another important piece for the elaboration of deformed
relativistic kinematics is the formulation of a modified energy/momentum conservation law. In
this way, we guarantee that inertial observers agree on the existence or prohibition of interactions
between elementary particles.

Taking dimensionality into account, the most general form of the composition law in first-order
perturbation is?

(P® q)o = po+ qo+ (apogo + Bp1g1 + wpoq1 + Np19o), (26a)
(Pp®q)1 =p1+q1+E(6p1go + €poqr + Ap1g1 + poqo) (26b)

where (a, B, w, 1, 9, €, A, u) are dimensionless parameters yet to be determined. In order for us
to have a deformed relativistic compatibility, the action of the Lorentz transformation (23) in the
compound momenta must fulfill a relation of the form:

AW, p®q) = Avg,p) & A(vp, q), (27)

generally, the boost parameters v,, and v,, which appear on the right side of this relationship, may
be dependent on the moment p and g respectively. An observation that was initially proposed in
[17] indicates that these elements, known as "back-reaction", are a necessity to assure the relativistic
nature of the law of composition of the x-Poincaré algebra on the bicrossproduct basis.

Here, the most general “back-reaction” parameters for first order deformations that we can use
in the boosted composition law (27) are

vg=v+{l(Hgyo+Jq1), (28a)
vp =v+{(Mpo+ Rpy) . (28b)

2This law satisfies p® 0 =pand 0 ® p = p.
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The presence of the "back-reaction" in both entries of the composition law has already been
considered in [10], for instance. Here we implement it completely in this article and analyze its
phenomenological consequences. The imposition of the relativistic condition on each component
of (27) from Eqgs. (23) and (26) give the following set of conditions between the composition law
parameters and those of the back-reaction:

a=0=2, (29a)
3 _ 4 _ 2 _
ﬁ=_2+y(J+R 2)+4y" =y [4+J+R vy(H+M)]’ (29b)
20y -1
2 _ 3 _ _

6:_7{1+y (R-1)+2y v(2+ R vyM)}’ (29¢)
2(y -1

e=06(R—>J; M- H), (29d)

_ 2 1) —

w = _y{My(y D+vyl2y" +y(R-D - 11} (29)
2(y-1)

n=w(R—-J; M- H), (29f)

{(2+y?2Q+J+R) +4y> +y[J+ R—4+vy(H + M)])
u= > . (292)

Note that the above expressions are not supposed to be seen as if the composition law parameters
depended on v; instead, these expressions describe inverse functions between the back-reaction pa-
rameters and v and the composition law parameters, i.e., (H, J, M, R) are functions of (v, @, 3, 6, ...).
Obviously, some ambiguities will emerge and some conditions will have to be fixed as we analyze
in the following.

4.1 Parity-invariant composition law

As can be seen from (10), the 3 + 1-dimensional case is invariant under parity transformations

(ko — ko, k — —k, where k describes momenta p, q and p @ q). For this reason, we implement

this symmetry also in the 1 + 1-dimensional case under consideration, so that the results could be

translated to the general one. In order to have this property, we require w = n = p = 0 (the term

A is null due to (29a)). This gives the following set of conditions on the back-reaction parameters
found from Egs. (292)—(29g)

jo Hv Lay-272 M=-RY _ai2y). 30)

1+y 0% v—-1

This leads to two cases to analyze that arise from this restriction. They are the cases of

undeformed momentum and undeformed energy composition.

4.1.1 Undeformed spatial momentum conservation

The first case, whose importance is significant because it allows applications in the study of
the decay of one particle into two others, when the analysis is performed in the frame of the rest of
the parent particle. This procedure is done when we choose 6 =0 =€in (26)tow =77 = u=0.

It implies for the back-reaction parameters (30)

1
R=J=—-y, H=M=-vy, 31)
Y
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which also leads to S = 1. This way, the composition law reads

P®q)0=po+tqo+Ltpiqr,
pPe&gPr=p1+q,

(32)

which is compatible with deformed Lorentz transformations A(v, p) given by Eq. (23) for the
back-reacting parameter

Vi =v+{

1
(— - y) ki — vyko] , (33)
Y

where k refers to momenta p or g. In this case, the back-reaction acts equally on the first and second
argument of the composition law. One can also check this result by a straightforward calculation
considering the infinitesimal transformations (24) and (25) and infinitesimal back-reacting parameter
vi = v(1 = Cko).

4.1.2 Undeformed energy conservation

The next case consists of preserving the conservation of energy, as it will be the last one in
the recovery of the known addition of momenta that is defined by the coproduct structure of the
bicrossproduct basis of k- Poincaré algebra. In fact, this condition is fulfilled by requiring 8 = 0 in
(26). This provides the following conditions:

_v[Y2(1+ R) 1]

, (34)
y(y -1
which implies in the following composition law
®q)o = po + 4o,
(P @) =po+qo 35)
(P®q)1 =p1+q1+E(6pigo + €poqi),
where 5 5 5
+ Ry -1 + Ry” -1
sy Ry 2D Yy ARy -1 (36)

vy-1 vy—-1
Choosing R = y~! — y, we obtain further simplifications for our general case which turn the
composition law into the one from the bicrossproduct x-Poincaré coproduct structure, [18],

P®q)0=potqo,
PO P1=p1+q —L€poqr .

(37)

This law is compatible with deformed Lorentz transformations A(v, p) given by Eq. (23) for the
back-reaction parameters

2.1 1
Vg :v—f[v(y )qO+(7——2)41] ) (38)
Y Y

1
Vp =v—€[vypo+(7—;)p1], (39)

where we can see different types of reverse reaction parameters. It is possible to verify this result
by a direct calculation considering the infinitesimal transformations (24) and (25) and infinitesimal
inverse reaction parameters v, = v and v, = v(1 — £py), which coincides with the inverse reaction
of the deformed infinitesimal Lorentz transformation extensively studied in the literature [17, 18].
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5. Signatures for two-body decays

The framework constructed so far can be applied to the study of the equations that govern
particle decays in cosmic-ray showers. This is possible because these calculations are performed
by comparing the rest frame of the decaying particle with the laboratory frame. Moreover, the
composition of the momenta is an essential piece of information to describe the spectrum of the
particles produced. In this section, we study the case of a mother particle of mass M decaying
into two offspring particles, m, and m,, with momentum p and g respectively. We continue
considering the cases described in the previous section: undeformed moment and undeformed
energy conservation. For other cases, the procedure discussed here can be applied. Consider the

deformed conservation law P, = (p ® q),. In the following subsection, we refer to frame *“*” as
the one in which the parent particle (the one with momenta P,,) is at rest.

5.1 Conservation of undeformed space momentum in particle decay

From the rest frame condition and the composition law we find 0 = P{ = (p] + ¢{), and thus
p] = —q;- Then, the modified dispersion relation (10 ) and de composition law (32) imply

M?* = (P5)? = (py + g5 — (DD = () + (@) +2(p)(qy) = 26(p)*[py + 5] (40)

Further, p and ¢ themselves satisfy the MDR (10), and thus one can replace py and gg as function
of pi, i, mp and m,. After this substitution, (40) can be solved for p* = |pj| = |¢;| and we find

\/M“ —2M2(m3 + m2) + (m3 — m2)?

p = M . (41)

The result obtained indicates that the composition law exactly compensates for the effects of

the MDR, providing the same expression that would be found in the framework of Special Relativity
(SR).

An interesting application that can be done is the analysis of the decay of a particle into
a massless and a massive one. What we get is m, = 0, and since this law of composition is
commutative we would have found the same result if we set m, = 0. The result we get based on
the previous equation is the momentum of the massive and massless particles produced in the rest

2
LM m
ng(l—ﬁg). (42)

frame of the parent particle

5.2 Conservation of undeformed energy in particle decay

The next step is to analyze the case that coincides with the composition law that follows from
the structure of the coproduct of the bicrossproduct base k-Poincaré, given by Eq. (37). Again, we
define P,, = (p® q),, and consider the rest frame *“*” of the parent particle with momenta P,,. Now,
from P} = 0, we find a non-trivial relation between the momenta of the descendant particles 1 and

2. In fact, assuming on-shell particles dispersion relation (10) and the first order in £ approach, we

Py = —q; + (g (py) = =7 + L(g))mp + (P})? ~ =g} + L(q)*Jmp + (). (43)

10

deduce
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Using the MDR (10) for the momenta p and ¢ and P;, i.e. the equation (Pa‘)2 =M? = (pz;)2 +
(‘18)2 +2(p,)(q;) we can write the energies py, g, as a function of the spatial momenta pj, g; and
the masses m;, and m,,. In addition, with Eq. (43) we can finally express pj, g; as functions of the
masses alone

MY =202+ ) + (3 — ) | L2+ mp - mg)

2M 2M

Ip1l" = (44a)

M* = 2M2 (2, + ) + (o — )2
. _ , 44b
g1 i (44b)

We find corrections only for the first momentum in this composition law. In fact, since the
composition law is non-commutative, we can have two distinct cases depending on the order in
which the particles’ momenta “enter” the deformed sum. To illustrate this issue, let us once again
consider the case of the decay into a massive and a massless particle. If the massless particle is the
first one in the composition law p @ ¢, i.e., if m;, = 0, we find the following relations:

* mg £
pil = 4 (1= 5 ) [1 - s> = md)]

my, =0= ) 45)
anl =4 (1-5%) -
On the other hand, if the massless one is the second particle, m, = 0, we find
2
IpiI" =4 (1 - m—') 1 -5 (M? +m?)|,
my=0= ? e ) |1 - 2 2l (46)

2
il =% (1-35) .

So, for instance, consider a pion decaying into a muon and a neutrino 7% — u* + v, (v,), (for
simplicity we shall refer these processes simply as 7 — u + v). If we have the composition law
of the form p, = p, ® p,, where p., p, and p, refer to the energy/momentum of each of these
particles, then the spatial momenta of the muon and the neutrino are given by the first and second
expressions of (46), respectively. This means that only the relation between the momentum of the
muon, its mass, and the pion mass gets corrected in this frame. On the other hand, if we express
the conservation law of this decay as p, = p, ® py, then the spatial momenta of the neutrino and
the muon are given by the first and second expressions of (45), respectively. This means that only
the relation between the momentum of the neutrino, the mass of the muon, and the pion mass gets
corrected in this frame. Such situation does not happen in the previous subsection (undeformed
momentum conservation) due to the commutativity of that composition law.

6. Conclusion

As seen in the previous article [9], a finite deformed Lorentz symmetry connecting the rest
frame and the lab frames emerged from Finsler geometry, containing an amplification factor that
can lead to observations of the Planck scale sensitivity. Here, we continue this two-step analysis:

11
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* First we generalized the results inspired by k-Poincaré from [9] by constructing finite deformed
Lorentz transformations that connect the momenta of particles in two different frames (in
1 + 1D) that move relative to each other. Together with the construction of the general law of
composition of the moment that is compatible with this finite transformation of the first order
in the deformation scale, in which it was necessary to introduce the back-reaction acting on
both “inputs” of the composition law, such a condition guarantees that all inertial observers
agree on the nature of the vertices of interactions between fundamental particles.

* The second stage was to apply the entire framework (modified dispersion relation, deformed
Lorentz transformation compatible with Finsler and composition law with back-reaction) to
consider the decay of a massive parent particle into two descendants. We derived kinematic
equations that can be used to deduce the corrections in equations that shall be considered in
the near future.

This paper is part of a larger project that aims to implement Planck-scale-deformed relativistic
kinematics in the phenomenological equations of particle decays in cosmic-ray showers. The
case of «x-Poincaré was considered as a first approach to this problem, in which we are learning
important lessons to be implemented in the future. The steps followed here can also be generalized
to allow the exploration of higher orders of perturbation in the Planck scale from the analysis of
very-high-energy particles, which complement and expand the studies started in [19].

Acknowledgments

C.P. was funded by the Deutsche Forschungsgemeinschaft (DFG, German Research Founda-
tion) - Project Number 420243324. 1. P. L. was partially supported by the National Council for
Scientific and Technological Development - CNPq grant 306414/2020-1. R. A. B. is funded by the
“la Caixa” Foundation (ID 100010434) and the European Union’s Horizon 2020 research and in-
novation program under the Marie Sktodowska-Curie grant agreement No 847648, fellowship code
LCF/BQ/PI21/11830030. V. B. B. was partially supported by the National Council for Scientific
and Technological Development - CNPq grant 307211/2020-7. P. H. M. thanks Coordenacao de
Aperfeicoamento de Pessoal de Nivel Superior - Brazil (CAPES) - Finance Code 001 for financial
support. The authors would like to acknowledge networking support by the COST Action QGMM
(CA18108), supported by COST (European Cooperation in Science and Technology).

References

[1] G. Amelino-Camelia, Are we at the dawn of quantum gravity phenomenology?, Lect. Notes
Phys. 541 (2000) 1 [gr-qc/9910089].

[2] G. Amelino-Camelia, J. R. Ellis, N. E. Mavromatos, D. V. Nanopoulos and S. Sarkar, Tests of
quantum gravity from observations of gamma-ray bursts, Nature 393 (1998) 763
[astro-ph/9712103].

[3] Ferm1i GBM/LAT collaboration, A limit on the variation of the speed of light arising from
quantum gravity effects, Nature 462 (2009) 331 [0908.1832].

12


https://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/9910089
https://doi.org/10.1038/31647
https://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/9712103
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature08574
https://arxiv.org/abs/0908.1832

Finite Planck-scale-modified relativistic framework in Finsler geometry larley P. Lobo

[4]

[5]

[6]

[7]

[8]

[9]

[10]

[11]

[12]

[13]

[14]

[15]

[16]

[17]

MAGIC, ARMENIAN CoNSORTIUM: ICRANET-ARMENIA AT NAS RA, A. ALIKHANYAN
NaTtioNAL LABORATORY, FINNISH MAGIC ConsorTiUM: FINNISH CENTRE OF ASTRONOMY
witH ESO collaboration, Bounds on Lorentz invariance violation from MAGIC observation
of GRB 190114C, Phys. Rev. Lett. 125 (2020) 021301 [2001.09728].

A. Addazi et al., Quantum gravity phenomenology at the dawn of the multi-messenger era —
A review, 2111.05659.

M. Arzano, J. Kowalski-Glikman and W. Wislicki, A bound on Planck-scale deformations of
CPT from muon lifetime, Phys. Lett. B'794 (2019) 41 [1904.06754].

C. Pfeifer, Finsler spacetime geometry in Physics, Int. J. Geom. Meth. Mod. Phys. 16 (2019)
1941004 [1903.10185].

F. Girelli, S. Liberati and L. Sindoni, Planck-scale modified dispersion relations and Finsler
geometry, Phys. Rev. D 75 (2007) 064015 [gr-qc/0611024].

I. P. Lobo and C. Pfeifer, Reaching the Planck scale with muon lifetime measurements, Phys.
Rev. D 103 (2021) 106025 [2011.10069].

G. Amelino-Camelia, L. Barcaroli, G. Gubitosi, S. Liberati and N. Loret, Realization of
doubly special relativistic symmetries in Finsler geometries, Phys. Rev. D 90 (2014) 125030
[1407.8143].

1. P. Lobo, N. Loret and F. Nettel, Investigation of Finsler geometry as a generalization to
curved spacetime of Planck-scale-deformed relativity in the de Sitter case, Phys. Rev. D 95
(2017) 046015 [1611.04995].

C. Pfeifer, The tangent bundle exponential map and locally autoparallel coordinates for
general connections on the tangent bundle with application to Finsler geometry, Int. J.
Geom. Meth. Mod. Phys. 13 (2016) 1650023 [1406.5413].

S. Majid and H. Ruegg, Bicrossproduct structure of kappa Poincare group and
noncommutative geometry, Phys. Lett. B 334 (1994) 348 [hep-th/9405107].

MuLAN collaboration, Detailed Report of the MuLan Measurement of the Positive Muon
Lifetime and Determination of the Fermi Constant, Phys. Rev. D 87 (2013) 052003
[1211.0960].

G. Amelino-Camelia, Doubly-Special Relativity: Facts, Myths and Some Key Open Issues,
Symmetry 2 (2010) 230 [1003.3942].

N. Jafari and M. R. R. Good, Dispersion relations in finite-boost DSR, Phys. Lett. B (2020)
135735 [2009.06096].

S. Majid, Algebraic approach to quantum gravity. Il. Noncommutative spacetime,
hep-th/0604130.

13


https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.125.021301
https://arxiv.org/abs/2001.09728
https://arxiv.org/abs/2111.05659
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2019.05.025
https://arxiv.org/abs/1904.06754
https://doi.org/10.1142/S0219887819410044
https://doi.org/10.1142/S0219887819410044
https://arxiv.org/abs/1903.10185
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.75.064015
https://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/0611024
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.103.106025
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.103.106025
https://arxiv.org/abs/2011.10069
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.90.125030
https://arxiv.org/abs/1407.8143
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.95.046015
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.95.046015
https://arxiv.org/abs/1611.04995
https://doi.org/10.1142/S0219887816500237
https://doi.org/10.1142/S0219887816500237
https://arxiv.org/abs/1406.5413
https://doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(94)90699-8
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9405107
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.87.052003
https://arxiv.org/abs/1211.0960
https://doi.org/10.3390/sym2010230
https://arxiv.org/abs/1003.3942
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2020.135735
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2020.135735
https://arxiv.org/abs/2009.06096
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0604130

Finite Planck-scale-modified relativistic framework in Finsler geometry larley P. Lobo

[18] G. Gubitosi and F. Mercati, Relative Locality in x-Poincaré, Class. Quant. Grav. 30 (2013)
145002 [1106.5710].

[19] J. Carmona, J. Cortes and J. Relancio, Beyond Special Relativity at second order, Phys. Rev.
D 94 (2016) 084008 [1609.01347].

14


https://doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/30/14/145002
https://doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/30/14/145002
https://arxiv.org/abs/1106.5710
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.94.084008
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.94.084008
https://arxiv.org/abs/1609.01347

	Introduction
	Finsler geometry, modified dispersion relations and deformed relativity
	The Finsler version of bicrossproduc basis of TEXT-Poincaré

	Finite boost transformation between arbitrary momenta
	Modified composition law
	Parity-invariant composition law
	Undeformed spatial momentum conservation
	Undeformed energy conservation


	Signatures for two-body decays
	Conservation of undeformed space momentum in particle decay
	Conservation of undeformed energy in particle decay

	Conclusion

