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Abstract. In this work we present different results obtained, in analyzing several aspects of
gravity in non commutative space-time. We obtain generalized Euler and Pontrgajin topological
invariants, and argue the possibility of defining new topological invariants in the same manner.
Also a non commutative self dual gravity is constructed. Finally a proposal of non commutative
quantum cosmology is also given.

1. Introduction
The idea of the noncommutative nature of space-time coordinates is quite old [1]. Many authors
have extensively studied it from the mathematical [2], as well as field theorethical points of view
(for a review, see for instance [3, 4]).

Recently, noncommutative gauge theory has attracted a lot of attention. This is a consequence
of the developments in M(atrix) theory [5] and string theory [6]. In particular, Seiberg
and Witten have found noncommutativity in the description of the low energy excitations of
open strings in the presence of a NS constant background B−field, they have observed that,
depending on the regularization scheme of the two dimensional correlation functions, ordinary
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and noncommutative gauge fields can be induced from the same worldsheet action. Thus, this
procedure tells us that there is a relation of the resulting theory of noncommutative gauge fields,
deformed by the Moyal star-product, with a gauge theory in terms of usual commutative fields.
This is the Seiberg-Witten map. In string theory, gravity and gauge theories are realized in
very different ways. The gravitational interaction is associated with a massless mode of closed
strings, while Yang-Mills theories are more naturally described in open strings or in heterotic
string theory. Furthermore, as mentioned, noncommutative Yang-Mills theories should arise
from string theory. Thus the question emerges, whether a noncommutative description of
gravity would arise from it. This is a difficult question and it will not be addressed here.
There are several approaches to noncommutative gravity [7, 8], in this work we study different
aspects of noncommutative gravity, in a similar manner as is done in noncommutative Yang
Mills theory. First we present Topological Gravity, and it’s noncommutative generalization,
obtaining noncommutative versions of the Euler and Signature topological terms. Then we do
a noncommutative version of self-dual gravity, and finally we present a different approach of
noncommutativity and apply it to quantum cosmology.

2. Noncommutative Gauge Symmetry and the Seiberg-Witten Map
In this section we review the basic properties of noncommutaive field theory [3].
Noncommutative spaces can be understood as generalizations of the usual quantum mechanical
commutation relations

[x̂µ, x̂ν ] = iθµν , (1)

where x̂µ are linear operators acting on the Hilbert space L2(Rn) and θµν = −θνµ are real
numbers. The Weyl-Wigner-Moyal correspondence establishes (under certain conditions) an
isomorphic relation between A and the algebra of functions on Rn, the last with an associative
and noncommutative �-product, the Moyal product, given by

f(x) � g(x) ≡
[
exp

(
i

2
θµν ∂

∂εµ

∂

∂ην

)
f(x + ε)g(x + η)

]
ε=η=0

. (2)

In order to avoid causality problems we will take θ0ν = 0.
For nonabelian groups, we must include also matrix multiplication, so a ∗-product will be

used as the matrix multiplication with �-product. Inside integrals, this product has the property
Tr

∫
f1 ∗ f2 ∗ f3 ∗ · · · ∗ fn = Tr

∫
fn ∗ f1 ∗ f2 ∗ f3 ∗ · · · ∗ fn−1.

Let us consider a gauge theory with a hermitian connection, invariant under a symmetry Lie
group G, with gauge fields Aµ,

δλAµ = ∂µλ + i [λ, Aµ] , (3)

where λ = λiTi, and Ti are the generators of the Lie algebra G of the group G, in the adjoint
representation. These transformations are generalized for the noncommutative theory as,

δλÂµ = ∂µΛ̂ + i
[
Λ̂ ∗, Âµ

]
, (4)

where the noncommutative parameters Λ̂ have some dependence on λ and the connection A.
The commutators [A ∗, B] ≡ A ∗ B − B ∗ A have the correct derivative properties when acting
on products of noncommutative fields.

Due to noncommutativity, commutators like
[
Λ̂ ∗, Âµ

]
take values in the enveloping algebra

of G in the adjoint representation, U(G, ad). Therefore, Λ̂ and the gauge fields Âµ will also
take values in this algebra. In general, for some representation R, we will denote U(G, R) the
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corresponding section of the enveloping algebra U(G). Let us write for instance Λ̂ = Λ̂ITI and
Â = ÂITI , then, [

Λ̂ ∗, Âµ

]
=

{
Λ̂I ∗, ÂJ

µ

}
[TI , TJ ] +

[
Λ̂I ∗, ÂJ

µ

]
{TI , TJ} , (5)

where {A ∗, B} ≡ A ∗B + B ∗A is the noncommutative anti-commutator. Thus all the products
of the generators TI will be needed in order to close the algebra U(G, ad). Its structure can be
obtained by successive computation of commutators and anti-commutators starting from the
generators of G, until it closes,

[TI , TJ ] = ifIJ
KTK , {TI , TJ} = dIJ

KTK . (6)

The field strength is defined as F̂µν = ∂µÂν − ∂νÂµ − i[Âµ
∗, Âν ], hence it takes also values

in U(G, ad). From Eq. (4) it turns out that,

δλF̂µν = i
(
Λ̂ ∗ F̂µν − F̂µν ∗ Λ̂

)
. (7)

We see that these transformation rules can be obtained from the commutative ones, just by
replacing the ordinary product of smooth functions by the Moyal product, with a suitable
product ordering. This allows constructing in a simple way invariant quantities.

The fact that the observed world is (up to the present experimental evidence) commutative,
means that there must be possible to obtain it from the noncommutative one by taking the limit
θ → 0. Thus the noncommutative fields Â are given by a power series expansion on θ, starting
from the commutative ones A,

Â = A + θµνA(1)
µν + θµνθρσA(2)

µνρσ + · · · . (8)

The terms of this expansion are determined by the Seiberg-Witten map, which states that the
symmetry transformations of (8), given by (4), are induced by the symmetry transformations of
the commutative fields (3). In order that these transformations be consistent, the transformation
parameter Λ̂ must satisfy [10],

δλΛ̂(η) − δηΛ̂(λ) − i[Λ̂(λ) ∗, Λ̂(η)] = Λ̂(−i[λ, η]). (9)

Similarly, the terms in Eq. (8) are functions of the commutative fields and their derivatives,
and are determined by the requirement that Â transforms as (4).

In order to obtain the Seiberg-Witten map to first order, the noncommutative parameters
are first obtained from Eq. (9) [6, 9, 10, 11],

Λ̂ (λ, A) = λ +
1
4
θµν {∂µλ, Aν} + O

(
θ2

)
. (10)

Then, from Eqs. (4) and (8), the following solution is given

Âµ (A) = Aµ − 1
4
θρσ {Aρ, ∂σAµ + Fσµ} + O

(
θ2

)
, (11)

and for the field strength it turns out that,

F̂µν = Fµν +
1
4
θρσ

(
2 {Fµρ, Fνσ} − {Aρ, DσFµν + ∂σFµν}

)
+ O

(
θ2

)
. (12)

The higher terms in Eq. (8) can be obtained from the observation that the Seiberg-
Witten map preserves the operations of the commutative function algebra, hence the following
differential equation can be written [6],

δθµν ∂

∂θµν
Â(θ) = δθµνÂ

(1)
µν (θ), (13)
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where Â
(1)
µν is obtained from A

(1)
µν in Eq. (8), by substituting the commutative fields by the

noncommutative ones under the ∗-product.
If we have a group with real parameters and hermitian generators, with a hermitian connection,
then the noncommutative connection and the noncommutative field strength will be also
hermitian.

3. Noncommutative Topological Gravity
In this section we present a noncommutative formulation of topological gravity [12]. We briefly
review four-dimensional topological gravity. We start from the following SO(3, 1) invariant
action

ITOP =
ΘP

G

2π
Tr

∫
X

R ∧ R + i
ΘE

G

2π
Tr

∫
X

R ∧ R̃, (14)

where R is the field strength, corresponding to a SO(3, 1) connection ω

R ab
µν = ∂µω ab

ν − ∂νω
ab

µ + ω ac
µ ω b

ν c − ω bc
µ ω a

ν c , (15)

X is a four dimensional closed pseudo-Riemannian manifold and R̃ ab
µν = − i

2εab
cdRµν

cd is the
dual with respect to the group.

In this action, the connection satisfies the first Cartan structure equation, which relates it to
a given tetrad. This action can be written as the integral of a divergence, and a variation of it
with respect to the tetrad vanishes, hence it is metric independent, and therefore topological.

The action (14) can be rewritten in terms of the self-dual and anti-self-dual parts (as in [13]),
R± = 1

2(R ± R̃), of the Riemann tensor as follows:

ITOP = Tr
∫

X

(
τR+ ∧ R+ + τR− ∧ R−)

= Tr
∫

X

(
τR+ ∧ R+ + τR+ ∧ R+

)
, (16)

where τ =
(

1
2π

) (
ΘE

G + iΘP
G

)
, and the bar denotes complex conjugation. In local coordinates

on X, this action can be rewritten as

ITOP = 2Re

(
τ

∫
X

d4x εµνρσR+
µν

ab
R+

ρσab

)
. (17)

Therefore, it is enough to study the complex action,

I =
∫

X
d4x εµνρσR+

µν
ab

R+
ρσab, (18)

after some manipulations it can be written as

I = Tr
∫

X
d4x εµνρσRµν(ω)Rρσ(ω), (19)

where, Rµν = ∂µων − ∂νωµ − i[ωµ, ων ] is the field strength. This action is invariant under the
SL(2,C) transformations, δλωµ = ∂µλ + i[λ, ωµ].

In the case of a Riemannian manifold X, the signature and the Euler topological invariants
of X, are the real and imaginary parts of (19)

σ(X) = − 1
24π2

Re
(

Tr
∫

X
d4x εµνρσRµν(ω)Rρσ(ω)

)
, (20)

χ(X) =
1

32π2
Im

(
Tr

∫
X

d4x εµνρσRµν(ω)Rρσ(ω)
)

. (21)
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We wish to have a noncommutative formulation of the SO(3, 1) action (14). Its first term,
can be straightforwardly made noncommutative, in the same way as for usual Yang-Mills theory,

Tr
∫

X
R̂ ∧ R̂. (22)

Instead, for the second term of (14) such an action cannot be written, because it involves
the Levi-Civita symbol, an invariant Lorentz tensor, but which is not invariant under the full
enveloping algebra. However, as mentioned at the end of the preceding section, this term can
be obtained from Eq. (19).

Thus, in general we will consider as the noncommutative topological action of gravity, the
SL(2,C) invariant action,

Î = Tr
∫

X
d4x εµνρσR̂µνR̂ρσ, (23)

where R̂µν = ∂µω̂ν − ∂νω̂µ − i[ω̂µ
∗, ω̂ν ], is the SL(2,C) noncommutative field strength. This

action does not depend on the metric of X. Indeed, as well as the commutative one, it is given
by a divergence,

Î = Tr
∫

X
d4x εµνρσ∂µ

(
ω̂ν ∗ ∂ρω̂σ +

2
3
ω̂ν ∗ ω̂ρ ∗ ω̂σ

)
. (24)

Thus, a variation of (23) with respect to the noncommutative connection, will vanish identically
because of the noncommutative Bianchi identities,

δω̂ Î = 8Tr
∫

εµνρσδω̂µ ∗ D̂µR̂ρσ ≡ 0, (25)

where D̂µ is the noncommutative covariant derivative.
Further, from the first Cartan structure equation, the SO(3,1) connection, and thus its

SL(2,C) projection ω i
µ , can be written in terms of the tetrad and the torsion. Furthermore,

from the Seiberg-Witten map, the noncommutative connection can be written as well as ω̂(e).
Therefore, a variation of the action (23) with respect to the tetrad of the action, can be written
as

δeÎ = 8Tr
∫

εµνρσδeω̂µ(e) ∗ D̂µR̂ρσ ≡ 0, (26)

hence it is topological, as the commutative one.
Thus, we see from (23) that, in a θ−power expansion of the action, each one of the

resulting terms will be independent of the metric, as well as they will be given by a divergence.
Thus, unless these terms vanish identically, they will be topological. Furthermore, the whole
noncommutative action, expressed in terms of the commutative fields by the Seiberg-Witten
map, is invariant under the SO(3,1) transformations. Thus, each term of the expansion will be
also invariant. Thus these terms will be topological invariants.

Action (23) is not real, as well as the limiting commutative action. Hence, it is not obvious
that the signature (22) will be precisely its real part. In this case we could neither say that
χ̂(X) is given by its imaginary part. In fact we can only say that χ̂(X) could be obtained from
the difference of (23) and (22). However, the real and the imaginary parts of (25) are invariant
under SL(2,C) and consequently under SO(3,1), and thus they are the natural candidates for
σ̂(X) and χ̂(X), as in (20) and (21).

In order to write down the θ expansion of these noncommutative actions, we will take the
fundamental representation of SL(2,C), with generators given by the Pauli matrices. In this
case, to second order in θ, the Seiberg-Witten map for the Lie algebra valued commutative field
strength Rµν = Ri

µν(ω)σi, is given by

R̂µν = Rµν + θαβR(1)
µναβ + θαβθγδR(2)

µναβγδ + · · · , (27)
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therefore the action (23) will be given by,

Î = Tr
∫

X
d4x εµνρσ

[
RµνRρσ + 2θτϑRµνR(1)

ρστϑ

+ θτθθϑζ
(
2RµνR(2)

ρστθϑζ + R(1)
µντθR

(1)
ρσϑζ

)]
+ O(θ3). (28)

Taking into account (28) and calculating R(1) and R(2) using (12) we finally get,

Î =
∫

X
d4x εµνρσ

{
2Ri

µνRρσi +
1
4
θτθθϑζ

[
− εijkRi

µν

[
∂ϑRj

ρτ∂ζRk
σθ

−∂ϑωj
τ∂ζ(∂θ + Dθ)Rk

ρσ

]
+ [Ri

µτRνθi −
1
2
ωi

τ (∂θ + Dθ)Riµν ][Rj
ρϑRσζj

−1
2
ωj

ϑ(∂ζ + Dζ)Rρσj ] + Ri
µν{Riσθ[2Rj

ρϑRτζj − ωj
ϑ(∂ζ + Dζ)Rρτj ]

+
1
4
(∂θ + Dθ)Rρσiω

j
ϑ(∂ζωτj + Rζτj) + ωθi[∂τ (Rj

ρϑRσζj) −
1
2
∂τω

j
ϑ(∂ζ

+Dζ)Rρσj ]} −
1
2
Ri

µνωτi∂ϑωj
θ∂ζRρσj

]}
+ O(θ4), (29)

where the second order correction does not identically vanish because R(2) is proportional to σi.
Finally it seems that all its odd order terms vanish.
We could apply this procedure and deform other topological invariants, and see if they are
noncommutative topological invariants.

4. Noncommutative Self-dual Gravity
In this section we present a noncommutative version of gravity, we start by writing down, self
dual gravity and finally writing down the noncommutative version [15]. Let us take the self-dual
SO(3,1) BF action, defined on a (3 + 1)-dimensional pseudo-riemannian manifold (X, gµν),

I = iTr
∫

X
Σ+ ∧ R+ = i

∫
X

εµνρσΣ+ ab
µν R+

ρσab(ω)d4x, (30)

where R+
ρσab = Π+cd

ab Rρσcd, is the self-dual SO(3,1) field strength tensor. This action can be
rewritten as

I =
1
2

∫
X

εµνρσ
(

iΣ ab
µν Rρσab +

1
2
εabcdΣ ab

µν R cd
ρσ

)
d4x. (31)

If we take the solution of the constraints on Σ, which we can write as

Σ ab
µν = e a

µ e b
ν − e b

µ e a
ν , (32)

then
I =

∫
X

(det eR + iεµνρσRµνρσ)d4x. (33)

The real and imaginary parts of this action must be variated independently because the fields
are real. The first part represents Einstein action in the Palatini formalism, from which, after
variation of the Lorentz connection, a vanishing torsion T a

µν = 0 turns out. As a consequence,
the second term vanishes due to Bianchi identities.

¿From the decomposition SO(3,1)=SL(2,C)×SL(2,C), it turns out that ω i
µ = ω+0i

µ is a
SL(2,C) connection. Further, if we take into account self-duality, ε ab

cd ω+cd
µ = 2iω+ab

µ , we get
ω+ij

µ = −iεij
kω

k
µ . Then the action (30) can be written as a SL(2,C) BF -action

I = i

∫
X

εµνρσ
[
Σ+ 0i

µν Rρσ0i(ω+) + Σ+ ij
µν Rρσij(ω+)

]
d4x = −4i

∫
X

εµνρσΣ i
µνRρσi(ω)d4x. (34)
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Therefore, if we choose the algebra s
(2,C) to satisfy [Ti, Tj ] = −2ε k
ij Tk and Tr(TiTj) = −2δij ,

we have that (30) can be rewritten as the self-dual action [14],

I = 2iTr
∫

X
Σ ∧ R, (35)

which is invariant under the SL(2,C) transformations δλωµ = ∂µλ + i[λ, ωµ] and δλΣµν =
i[λ, Σµν ].

If the variation of this action with respect to the SL(2,C) connection ω is set to zero, we get
the equations

Ψµ i = εµνρσDνΣ i
ρσ = εµνρσ

(
∂νΣ i

ρσ + 2iεi
jkω

j
ν Σ k

ρσ

)
= 0, (36)

wich after puting in terms of the SO(3,1) connection and using (32), can be written as

εµνρσ(∂νe
a

ρ e b
σ − ∂νe

b
ρ e a

σ + ω ac
ν eρce

b
σ − ω bc

ν eρce
a

σ ) = εµνρσ(T a
νρ e b

σ − T b
νρ e a

σ ) = 0. (37)

¿From which the vanishing torsion condition once more turns out.
For the noncommutative case we start with SL(2,C) invariant action (35). From it, the

noncommutative action can be obtained straightforwardly as

Î = 2iTr
∫

X
Σ̂ ∧ R̂. (38)

This action is invariant under the noncommutative SL(2,C) transformations

δ
λ̂
ω̂µ = ∂µλ̂ + i[λ̂ ∗, ω̂µ], (39)

δ
λ̂
Σ̂µν = i[λ̂ ∗, Σ̂µν ]. (40)

Actually, in order to obtain the noncommutative generalization of the Einstein equation, we
could consider the real part of (38),

ÎE = −iTr
∫

X

[
Σ̂ ∧ R̂ − (Σ̂ ∧ R̂)†

]
, (41)

which is also invariant under (39) and (40).
In order to obtain the corresponding to the torsion condition, a ω variation of (38) must be

done. Thus we write,

δω̂ Î = 8iTr
∫

X
εµνρσ

(
∂ρΣ̂µν − i[ω̂ρ

∗, Σ̂µν ]
)
∗ δω̂σ = 0, (42)

from which we obtain the noncommutative version of (36)

Ψ̂µ = εµνρσD̂νΣ̂ρσ = 0. (43)

These equations are covariant under the noncommutative transformations (39) and (40),
which means that their Seiberg-Witten expansion should be similar to the one of a matter field
in the adjoint representation. Thus, we could expect that a solution to Eq. (43) would be
given by the solution of the commutative equation Ψµ = 0. Making use of the ambiguity of the
Seiberg-Witten map, we make the following choice for Σ̂,

Σ̂µν = Σµν − 1
4
θρσ ({ωρ, (Dσ + ∂σ)Σµν} − {Rµν , Σρσ}) + O

(
θ2

)
, (44)
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from which it turns out that,

Ψ̂µ = Ψµ − 1
4
θνρ

(
{ων , (Dρ + ∂ρ)Ψµ} − {Rνρ, Ψµ} − 2δµ

ν εστθζDσ {Rτθ, Σρζ}
)

+ O
(
θ2

)
. (45)

Hence if the zeroth order terms vanish, Ψµ = 0, then the first two terms in (45) will vanish.
These equations Ψµ = 0 are equivalent to set the commutative torsion equal to zero, that is,
after the substitution Σµν

ab = eµ
aeν

b − eν
aeµ

b, their solution is given by,

ω ab
µ = −1

2
eaνebρ

[
eµc(∂νe

c
ρ − ∂ρe

c
ν ) − eνc(∂ρe

c
µ − ∂µe c

ρ ) − eρc(∂µe c
ν − ∂νe

c
µ )

]
. (46)

Furthermore, at first order, a computation of the last term in (45) shows that it is proportional
to θµν∂ρ(e−1G ρ

ν ), where Gµν is the Einstein tensor. If we now substitute (46) back into the
action (41), the equations of motion to zeroth order will give the vanishing of the Einstein tensor,
and the last term in (45) will be automatically fulfilled. With these in mind, the corrections to
the noncommutative action (41) can be computed as follows. First we write the Seiberg-Witten
expansion of the SL(2,C) fields Σ̂ and ω̂. Furthermore, the commutative SL(2,C) fields are
written by means of the self-dual SO(3,1) fields, ω i

µ = ω+0i
µ and Σ i

µν = Σ+ 0i
µν . Then, decompose

these self-dual fields into the real ones ω ab
µ and Σ ab

µν , and then substitute Σµν
ab = eµ

aeν
b−eν

aeµ
b

and write the connection as in (46). In this case we will have a noncommutative action, which
will depend only on the tetrad.

If we consider the real part, as in (41), the first order correction vanishes, and, after a lengthy
calculation, the second order one turns out to be, already written in terms of commutative
SO(3,1) fields,

Îθ2 =
1
24

θγδθτξ
∫

dx4
{

4e
[
4R ρ

δ (R ab
ρτ Rγξab − ω ab

τ ∂ξRργab) + ω ρσ
γ ∂τω

ab
δ ∂ξRρσab

+ R∂δ(ω ab
τ (∂ξωγab + Rγξab)) + 2ω ρσ

γ ∂δ(R ab
ρτ Rσξab − ω ab

τ ∂ξRρσab)
]

+ εµνρσ
{
4e

[
εγδαβR αβ

ρσ (R ab
µτ Rνξab − ω ab

τ ∂ξRµνab) + 2ετξαβR ab
µν RρσabR

αβ
γδ

]
+ εabcd

[
4Rρσγδ(R ab

µτ R cd
νξ − ω ab

τ ∂ξR
cd

µν ) + 4R ab
µν R cd

ρσ (2Rγδτξ − ωτef∂ξ(e e
γ e f

δ ))

− 2ωγµν∂δ(R ab
ρτ R cd

σξ − ω ab
τ ∂ξR

cd
ρσ ) − 2ω ef

γ Rρσef∂δ(2R ab
µν e c

τ e d
ξ − ω ab

τ ∂ξ(e c
µ e d

ν ))

− 2ω ab
γ R cd

ρσ ∂δ(2Rµντξ − ωτef∂ξ(e e
µ e f

ν )) − ωγµν∂τω
ab

δ ∂ξR
cd

ρσ − ω ef
γ Rρσef∂τω

ab
δ ∂ξ(e c

µ e d
ν )

− ω ab
γ R cd

ρσ ∂τωδef∂ξ(e e
µ e f

ν ) − 4R ef
µν Rρσefω ab

τ ∂ξ(e c
γ e d

δ )
]}}

, (47)

where the connection ω ab
µ is given by (46).

5. Noncommutative Quantum Cosmology
In the previous section we have defined noncommutative gravity, unfortunately because of the
complexity of the resulting action it is difficult to analyze even the simplest cosmological models.
So in this section we do an alternate proposal [16]. The noncommutativity we propose can be
reformulated in terms of a Moyal deformation of the Wheeler-DeWitt equation, similar to the
case of the noncommutative Schrödinger equation [17]. As an example we will consider the
cosmological model of the Kantowski-Sachs metric. In the parametrization due to Misner, this
metric looks like:

ds2 = −N2dt2 + e2
√

3βdr2 + e−2
√

3βe−2
√

3Ω(dθ2 + sin2θdϕ2). (48)
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The corresponding Wheeler-DeWitt equation, in a particular factor ordering, can be written as

exp(
√

3β + 2
√

3Ω)[−P 2
Ω + P 2

β − 48exp(−2
√

3Ω)]ψ(Ω, β) = 0, (49)

where PΩ = −i ∂
∂Ω and Pβ = −i ∂

∂β . Thus, in this parametrization the Wheeler-DeWitt equation
has a simple form, which can be formally identified with usual quantum mechanics in cartesian
coordinates.

The solutions to this Wheeler-DeWitt equation are given by

ψ±
ν (β, Ω) = e±iν

√
3βKiν(4e−

√
3Ω), (50)

where Kiν is the modified Bessel function. Wave packets of these solutions have been
constructed as superpositions of these solutions. Summing over eiν

√
3β and e−iν

√
3β to make

real trigonometric functions, the “Gaussian” state

Ψ(β, Ω) = 2iN
∫ ∞

0
ν

[
ψ+

ν (β, Ω) − ψ−
ν (β, Ω)

]
dν

= N e−
√

3Ωsinh(
√

3β)exp[−2
√

3e−
√

3Ωcosh(
√

3β)], (51)

has been obtained [18]. For the noncommutative case, we will assume that the “cartesian
coordinates” Ω and β of the Kantowski-Sachs minisuperspace obey a kind of commutation
relation, like the ones in noncommutative quantum mechanics [17]

[Ω, β] = iθ. (52)

The relation with other minisuperspace coordinates would follow in a similar way as in
standard spacetime.

As usual, this deformation can be reformulated in terms of a noncommutativity of
minisuperspace functions, with the Moyal product, now our noncommutative Wheeler-DeWitt
equation will be

exp(
√

3β + 2
√

3Ω) ∗ [−P 2
Ω + P 2

β − 48exp(−2
√

3Ω)] ∗ ψ(Ω.β) = 0. (53)

Then, as is well known in noncommutative quantum mechanics [17], the original phase-
space, as well as its symplectic structure, is modified. It is possible to reformulate it in terms of
commutative variables and the ordinary product of functions, if new variables are introduced,
Ω → Ω − 1

2θPβ and β → β − 1
2θPΩ, the momenta remain the same. As a consequence, the

original equation changes, with a potential modified due to these new coordinates.

V (Ω, β) ∗ ψ(Ω, β) = V (Ω − 1
2
θPβ , β − 1

2
θPΩ)ψ(Ω, β). (54)

Thus, we get

[− ∂2

∂Ω2
+

∂2

∂β2
+ 48exp(−2

√
3Ω +

√
3θPβ)]ψ(Ω, β) = 0. (55)

Assuming a separation of variables with the ansatz

ψ(Ω, β) = exp(
√

3νβ)χ(Ω), (56)

we observe that the operator Pβ in the exponential in (55) will shift the wave function by a
factor
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ψ(Ω, β − i
√

3θ) = exp(−3iνθ)ψ(Ω, β), (57)

thus χ(Ω) must satisfy the equation[
− d2

dΩ2
+ 48exp(−3iνθ)exp(−2

√
3Ω) + 3ν2

]
χ(Ω) = 0. (58)

This equation can be solved, in the same manner as in the commutative case. Therefore the
wave function will be given by

ψ±
ν (Ω, β) = e±i

√
3νβKiν

{
4exp

[
−
√

3

(
Ω ∓

√
3

2
νθ

)]}
. (59)

These are the solutions to the Wheeler-DeWitt equation (55). Note that noncommutativity
induces a difference of the arguments of the Bessel functions in these solutions. Moreover, from
its form, we can expect that the noncommutativity effects are enhanced for ψ+. Thus, for the
particular model we have chosen, the solution (59) allows an exact analysis, without the need
of a θ expansion.

6. Conclusions and Outlook
We have presented different approaches and results in noncommutative gravity in particular in
relation to topological gravity, self-dual gravity, and quantum cosmology. This results can be
applied to other gravitational systems. These kind of ideas are being applied in connection to
BF theories [19], topological invariants, and black hole thermodynamics [20], with the hope of
better understanding the quantum behavior.
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