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Harmonic oscillator in noncommutative two-dimensional lattice is investigated. Using the properties of non-differential
calculus and its applications to quantum mechanics, we provide the eigenvalues and eigenfunctions of the corresponding
Hamiltonian. First, we consider the case of ordinary quantum mechanics, and we point out the thermodynamic properties of
the model. Then we consider the same question when both coordinates and momenta are noncommutative.
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1 Introduction

Several experiments and theoretical results show that the
continuous space time, in the description of modern physics,
should need revision at the scale where quantum theory and
gravitation can be conciliated [1-3]. The discrete spacetime
has become a tool of choice for the investigation of physics
around this scale. It may be considered as an alternative
way to prove the existence of a minimum length (for
example [, ~ 1.6 - 10~ 3 meters required by string theory).
The idea of a discrete structure of spacetime was first
suggested by Wheeler [4] and well after by Wilson [5].
The lattice formulation in a quantum field theory (QFT)
is considered as a way of discretizing the path integral
in order to make it well-defined. On a lattice, a QFT
becomes a quantum system whose degrees of freedom
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consist of one field variable ¢(x;) at each lattice point
x; € Z%. Thereby, the lattice is a way to regularize in the
ultraviolet a QFT. The lattice structure does not violate the
quantum-mechanical structure of the theory, but does not
preserve the spacetime symmetries ( such as translations
and rotations). The numerical simulations of quantum field
theories on Euclidean lattices have proven to be a very
successful tool for studying nonperturbative phenomena.
Consequently, a lot of effort has been put into the lattice
formulation of quantum and field theories (see [6-27, 38—
42] and references therein). Hence, the discrete structure of
spacetime is inherent in many models of quantum gravity,
such as loop quantum gravity, noncommutative (NC) field
theory, spin foam, black hole physics, and random tensors
models.

Recent results obtained in the framework of nonpertur-
bative string theory and quantum Hall effect have boosted
interest in a deeper understanding of the role played by NC
geometry in different sectors of theoretical physics [10-13].
In physics, the most important achievement of NC geom-
etry was to overcome the distinction between continuous
and discrete spaces, in the same way that quantum mechan-
ics unified the concepts of waves and particles. However,
a NC space is an intriguing and revolutionary possibility
that could have important consequences in our conception
of the quantum structure of nature. The description of non-
commutativity in quantum and field theory can be achieved
by replacing the ordinary product of functions in classi-
cal theory by the so called Moyal star product. This can
also be realized by defining the field theory on a coor-
dinates operators space that are intrinsically NC, which
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satisfy the commutation relation [)A(p, )A("] = i6°9. The
simplest case corresponds to where 677 is a constant skew-
symmetric matrix. In the present investigation, we wish to
define the noncommutativity of quantum theory, in which
both coordinates and momenta are NC [28, 29], i.e.,

(X", X°] = i6"°,
[X?, P°] = ilieps8°°,
[PP, P°] = i0"°. (1)

The case 0°° = 0 = 0”° corresponds to ordinary quantum
mechanics, for which h.ry = h (the Planck constant).
In the general possible representations, one obtained, from
standard Bopp-shifts in the conventional canonical variables
XP, p”, with nonvanishing commutators [X?, p°] = i h§*,
XP = axf + b p”*, PP = cRP + d pP, where a, b,
¢, and d are constants. With these transformations, all
Hamiltonians dynamics in NC space correspond to others
problems in ordinary quantum space. As a motivating
example, one could mention that the harmonic oscillator in
NC space corresponds to the Landau problem in ordinary
quantum space [54-61]. It would therefore be interesting
to investigate the harmonic oscillator in the NC discrete
space in which the continuous variables X” and PP become
discrete with a spacing ¢. It turns out that this question
is not trivial, but may be solved in the perturbation to
e. It is important to point out that the Landau problem
on lattices has been extensively studied in the literature
see [37-42] and references therein. However, due to the
infinite order derivatives which appear in the Schrodinger
equation, numerical solutions are the most developed. The
very promising analytic approach proposed in [37] proves to
have several defects that we will explain in Section 3. In this
paper, the perturbative method is implemented to improve
these results.

Let us recall very briefly known facts about the lattice
oscillator in classical and quantum mechanics. Lattice
oscillator systems are the standard model for the vibrational
degrees of freedom, known as phonons, in crystal lattices
[23-27]. These phonons interact with the other degrees of
freedom, such as spins and electrons, in ways that often
significantly modify their behavior. The lattice quantum
theory is based on the non-differential calculus with
discrete derivatives and integrals, which has been studied
by several mathematicians and physicists [17-21], and
continues to be of interest for scientists nowadays. A
few of its applications can be seen for instance in the
study of non-local or time-dependent processes, as well
as to model phenomena involving coarsegrained, fractal
spaces and fractional systems as well as more simple
systems such as harmonic oscillator [20, 21]. Most of
the models of interacting quantum oscillators are related
with solids such as ionic crystals containing localized

light particles oscillating in the field created by heavy
ionic complexes. The energy spectrum is obtained by the
ladder operators method, similar to the quantum harmonic
oscillator problem. A lattice at a nonzero temperature has
an energy that is not constant, but fluctuates randomly
around some mean value. The thermodynamic properties
and the quantum radiation maybe also examined closely (for
a recent reviews, see [66, 67]). Henceforth, the study of the
oscillator in the lattice is a key to understand physics beyond
continuous limit. We note that, several points of view
have been developed and represented as the generalizations
of the Heisenberg algebra to a discrete space. There are
many lattice models which are reduced, classically to the
same continuum theory in the zero lattice spacing, and this
includes the g-deformations and those extensions [30—43].

Our aim in the present work is to solve the quantum
dynamics in the general NC discrete space and deter-
mine the eigenvalue problem of the corresponding oscil-
lator Hamiltonian. The paper is organized as follows: In
Section 2, we briefly review some definitions and prop-
erties concerning the discrete differential calculus and its
application to quantum mechanics. Next, we introduce the
noncommutativity in this discrete space and show how the
Heisenberg uncertainly relations are modified. Section 3 is
devoted to the study of the 2d lattice harmonic oscillator
in both commutative and NC quantum space. The corre-
sponding eigenvalue problems are solved (i.e., in these two
different cases). In this section, we also deal with the ther-
modynamic behavior. In Section 4, we make some remarks
and conclude on our work. The direct computation of the
states and energies of the oscillator in ordinary quantum
space, performed using the Ladder operator method which
appears in [37], is also discussed.

2 Discrete Differential Calculus and Lattice
Quantum Mechanics

In this section, we review some basis properties of the
differential calculus on a 2d lattice (in particular, we
consider the case where d = 1). It is based on the work
in [3]. For more details, one could also read [1, 2] and
the references therein. A lattice is a subset I' = ([0, £] x
[0, £]) N Z3) of the plane R? endowed with the discrete
points M, ,, := M (x,, ym) such that the coordinates {x,},
and {ymu}m, n,m € N are spacing by ¢ << 1 and ¢ have
the dimension of Planck length: [[e]] = [[I,]]. We write
X, = ne and y,, = me (see Fig. 1). We simplify the notation
by setting x, := x and y,, := y. Note that the discretization
of space variables leads to a breaking of both translational
and rotational invariances, which are restored at the limit
& — 0. It is also possible to define the discrete translation
as x;, = x, £ ke, y,, = yn £ ke, k € Z and such that
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yA and such that t{ f(x,y) = f(x + ¢, y) and r;’ff(x, y) =
f(x, y + €). We get the followings identities, for j = x, y:
Ym 1 1
+ _ - & _ - _ _ —& _
dj = g <Tj ﬂ)’ d; = e (rj ]1>' M

,j+1

€
I /Mi—l,j | Mi-i—l,j\

X

I~ | ]
yl ©

0 >
y xO T ? ...... Tn €T

Fig.1 Two-dimensional lattice and the representation of the subset X
which gives the interactions of the point M; ; with his neighbors

the translation symmetry on the lattice is preserved. The
same procedure can be done in the case of space rotation. In
conclusion, instead of continuous Lorentz, translation, and
rotation symmetry, we have the discrete symmetries of the
lattice. This need not be a problem, since we can recover the
continuous symmetries at low energies.

The most obvious choice to discretize the continuous
derivatives is to use the discrete symmetric derivative:
Naturally, the derivatives 9, := % and 9, := % are
replaced by the forward and backward difference operators
d;.r and d;, J = x,y, also called the left and right non-
differential operators acting on the two variables dependent
function f(x, y) as

A S = LG e~ FE ], @
A Fe) = TG~ fle e, G)
dy f(x,y) = é[f(x,y +e) = f(, 1, @)
A F00 ) = TIF ) — flxy =l ©

Observe that, at the limit ¢ — 0, df = d; = 9, and
d;‘ = dj = 9,. All the computations performed here can
be generalized to arbitrary dimensions d > 1. The operators
df, di,d}, dj arerelated to the translation operators in
the x and y dlrectlons denoted by 7y and 7y with group
parameter € as

8 =, 18 =, (6)
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The following generalized Leibnitz rules hold:

1
di (fe) = . (rffffg - fg)
= gdf f+ fdJF g+ gdj fdjg, (®)
;79 = = (Fg =17 %)
= gdjf+fdjg—ed;fd;g, ®

and they are reduced to usual Leibnitz rules as ¢ — 0. One
can also define the discrete Laplacian as

2 — —
d? = dfd; +djd;

% [cosh(gdy) + cosh(gdy) — 2]. (10)

This quantity plays an important role when defining the
kinetic part of the Hamiltonian both in the classical and
quantum descrlptlon of dynamic systems on the 2d lattice
ie. H = —Qd? + V(x,y), Q@ € R where V(x, y) is the
interaction potential.

We are now ready to define the relation between non
differential geometry and quantum mechanics on the lattice
(for more details, see [1-3]). Let us consider the Hilbert
space H endowed with the Hermitian structure

(flg) =& f*(x, »gx, ). (11)

X,y

Consider the subset Hg of H in which the states f(x, y) can
be decomposed into f1(x)® f2(y). Then Hg = Hx @H, =
L*(R, dx) & L%(RR, dx) and the tensors product operators
d¥ = df ® df and d” = di ® dj acting on Hg are
not Hermitian. We find that (id*)T = id~. However the
operators d~d* = dtd™, which corresponds to the fact
that the laplacian (10) is Hermitian. Now let us consider the
positions and momenta operators x* and y*, defined by the
eigen-equations

REf) e,y =xfx,y), (°F) x,y) =yfx,y) (12

and the momentum p§ and pj as

(Brf) x.y) = —@ (A +d5) f@x.y)

- —?hsinh(eax)f(x,y), (13)
(5r) o = =50 (a5 +y)

- —;hsinh(eay)f(x,y)- (14)
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The operators (13) and (14) are Hermitian and have the
nonvanish commutation relations:

[#°. 5°] = ificosh (edy) . [98 ﬁ;] = ihcosh (2dy) . (15)

Observe that in the Eqgs. 13, 14, and 15 we have used the
following definitions:

. eg jfg_ J
, sinh(£9;) 1= ———,

j=x,y.

£d; | —&€d;
cosh(gd;) =

Using the Taylor expansion of these two operators
functions, the commutation relations (15), which are a
consequence of the definitions (12), (13), and (14), are
nothing but the sum of polynomial operators depending on
the ordinary momenta p, = —ihd, and p, = —ihd,,
such that the limit as ¢ — 0 is well given as canonical
commutation relations between coordinates and momenta
(see relations (20) for more details.)

As a quantum system the space of states of a physical
model defined with the Hamiltonian H = ‘p l + V(%))
should then provide a linear representatlon space of the
generalized Heisenberg algebra, equipped with the Hermi-
tian inner product (11) for which these two operators be
self-adjoint. The uncertainly relation is now generalized as

z ot ()6
51 G ()

where py = —ihdy, py = —ihd, correspond to the
momentum operators in ordinary quantum mechanics, the
first order expansion of the relations (16) gives

h
AXx? Apx_ 7

; (16)

AVEAPE >

- (17)

h er
A8 A AE 2 2
ARPAPE >= 2 (l + 2h2|(Px>| + O(e )>, (18)
enne D e?
AV Ay == 3 <1 + —|<Py>| + 0(82)) (19)

The relations (18) and (19) correspond to the uncertainty
relations predicted by string theory as a correction of the
usual uncertainty relations between coordinates and momenta.
It is probably one of the greatest interests in the study of
the minimum length quantum theory [47-53], (see also [14,
15]). This implies the following commutation relation

[£°, px]—ih(l th( )2+0(82)>’
2
[5°, pﬂ-lh(l—i—ﬁ ;)2+O(82)). (20)

The parameter ¢ is chosen such that the corresponding
uncertainty relations (18) and (19) imply a finite minimal
uncertainty Axg > 0 and Ayg > 0.

Recall that we are interested in investigating the behavior
of the oscillator model in noncommutative space. For this
purpose, we have to determine the energy spectrum of
the Hamiltonian for the small value of the spacing e¢.
We use the “capital” notation to specify the NC quantum
operators, such as coordinates and momenta. Suppose that
the NC variables are related to the commutative coordinates
operators by the relations:

0 A 0
S:’\e__’\é" Yé‘_’\é‘ _’\ 21
=Py Yot 5P 21
DE Ag 6 hE ~E 9 ae
szpx‘i‘ﬁy, Py=l?y—%x (22)

The commutation relations between coordinates and
momenta are then taken to be:

[x ?6] TV [ﬁf, ﬁ;] =0,

%0, Bp] = indy, [, By | = ind5, (23)

where the operators I, [ s IA2€ are given by

A 1

1§ = 3 [cosh (€0y) + cosh (¢0,)], (24)
06

I1 = cosh (¢0y) + — 12 cosh (ga}) 25)

. 06

I, = cosh (83y) + 2 cosh (g0y) . (26)

The followings uncertainly relations are well satisfied:

0 00 2n
AXFAY > Z (‘;n)' (<a§"> + <a§”>) , 27)
e e 9_ - 82” 2n 2n

APLAPS = Z e (<ax )+ (02 >) (28)

e e h = 8211 2n 0— 2n
AXEAP? > 3 Z T ((8x T )) .9

Il e (66

AYEAPS > > Z (;n)! (m<8§”>+<a§”>)' (30)

The first order perturbation gives

A N 0
INONER [ Ly py):| G31)

P ] &2

&2 06
o) (P2 + Wpi)} . (33)

06 &2 ([, 60 ,
[”W‘z—ﬁz@ﬁml’xﬂ Gd
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which corresponds to the generalization of the uncertainty
relation for physics at the Planck scale predicted by the
string theory and given in Egs. 18 and 19. Let us mention
that for a sufficiently small constant %, the correction
term in the uncertainty relations are negligible at present
day experimentally accessible scales. By choosing this
parameter appropriately, we obtain a cutoff at the string
or at the Planck scales. This type of ultraviolet cutoff was
introduced into quantum field theory in [45] and then into
inflationary cosmology in [46]. As readily checked, this
implies a minimal uncertainly in the positions AX¢ and
AY* namely A)A(g and A)A’(f which are given by

AXE = AYE cce =1, (35)

However, we have a maximal dispersion for the momenta
APE = APE o (36)
x0 y0 £ «/E,

which is infinite in the continuum limit. One can also
remark that the noncommutativity of the coordinates
operators X° and Y® will not be necessary for the
appearance of a finite minimal uncertainty AX{ and AY(:
See [44—48] for more details.

3 Perturbation Method for the Harmonic
Oscillator on a Lattice

In this section, the low energy approximation is given for the
harmonic oscillator. First, we examinate the case of ordinary
quantum space defined with the commutation relation (15).
The next part is devoted to the same computation where
we have to consider noncommutativity in general case
given in Eq. 23.

3.1 Harmonic Oscillator in the Ordinary Quantum
Space Lattice

Consider the subset X of the lattice given in Fig. 1, in
which the point M ; interact with the four neighbors
Myi1,j, Mi—1,j, Mg j+1, Mg j—1. These interactions are
supposed to be harmonic and the Hamiltonian becomes

. 1 [, e \2] meo? [, .2 )2
feas = 5y | 6507+ (55) ]+ 75 @00+ (5]
(37
The total Hamiltonian that describes the oscillation of all
points of the lattice is
Hy =" Heyj € L(Hg), (38)
{k,j}

where L(Hg) is the set of linear operators on the Hilbert
space Hg. For simplicity, the sum in expression (38) will
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not be written. Then, using Eqgs. 13 and 14, expression (38)
becomes
2

h
He =~

— [sinhz(sax) + sinhz(say)]

2
mo £e\2 5€\2
+- (@92 + 6] (39)

Let us turn now to the solution of the eigenvalues problem
by using the corresponding partial differential equation,
which is explicitly given in [37]:

Hepn(x,y) = Engn(x, y). (40)

Now, we consider the wave function in the Fourier space.
The coordinates and momenta operators are given by

h h
po = —sin(eky), 13; = —sin(eky), 41
e e
0 d
e 9 e 0 4
T %% Y T 2)
where k,, ky, taken on the Brillouin zone ]— %, %] are called

the quasi-momenta.

3.1.1 Discussion About the Difficulties to Provide Algebraic
Solution

In this subsection, we give in detail the set of difficulties that
come in trying to determine the spectrum of the Hamiltonian
(39) or in the search of the solution of Eq. 40. It is based
on the work given in reference [37] from which the author
provide one alternative way to solve (40). We will show
the non-consistency of this method and propose to use
perturbative solution. Let us define the lattice analogue
of the harmonic oscillator “annihilation and creation”
operators as

1
ay = (mwx® +ipy), (43)
g 2hmw Px
AT ~g . Ag
a (mwx™ —ip)) (44)
* 2hmw Px
1
ay = (mwy® +ipy), (45)
2hmw
At ae . Ag
al = (mwy® —ip)), (46)
Y 2hmw Y Py

which are supposed to diagonalize the Hamiltonian H, =
Hy ¢ + Hy ¢ only in the continuous limit ¢ — 0, with

Aen2 20612
mw=(x
Hy. = (py) n (x°) ’ @7
2m 2
(ﬁ;)z maw?*(y%)?
H, .= . 48
= o T2 (48)

Before we start our discussion to elucidate the problems
that arise when we want to solve the eigenvalue problem of
the Hamiltonian (47) and (48), and why we need to provide
new method, let us remark that the so called annihilation
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and creation operators given in Eqs. 43—46 do not satisfy the
usual canonical commutation relation due to the presence
of the lattice spacing . We get [dy, &;] = cos(ky¢) and
[ay, &;] = cos(kye), such that the limit ¢ — 0 leads to
[&x7&1:]g~>0 = 1, [ay,dyle—~0 = 1 The operators &x,&i
and ay, &; are therefore not the Ladder operators. Now
let us use the following approximation ¢ — 0, and from
which we can consider the operators (43)—(46) as the Ladder
operators. Let ¢g = ¢ox ® ¢oy be the fundamental eigen-

state such that a, ® ay(¢ox ® ¢oy) = axPpox @ dydoy = 0.
It leads to the solution

$ox = Cx exp [ 3 COS(Skx):| , (49)
mws
h

B0y = Cyexp [W cos(sky)} , (50)

where the constants C, and C,, are given, using the
normalization condition

+m/e ) +m/e )

—m/e —m/e
2ih \°2
C,=Cy=|2nJp 5 , 5D
mwe
such that
2ih \1! h
dolky, ky) = |27 Jy 3 exp 3 cos(eky)
mwe mawe
h
Q exp [—2 cos(sky)] (52)
mwe

where Jy stands for the first kind Bessel function. Remark
that in our solution (52), the limit &¢ — 0 is not well defined
(i.e., limg 0 ¢o(kx, ky) = 00). The same pathology appears
in the reference [37] after computing the normalization
constant. Replacing the solution (52) in the eigenvalue (40),
the fundamental energy becomes

Eo(ky, ky) = hTw(cos(skx) + cos(eky)). (53)

The others states may be determined order by order using
the creation operators @, ® ay. Let us now comment this
result. First of all, recall that the limit & — 0 is not well
defined using Eq. 52. Also, the energy Eg(ky, ky) depends
on ky and ky, which means that after the inverse Fourier
transformation we get

1 5.
Eo(x,y) = T / ) ¢! Bx i) By (ky, ky)dkydky
hw (
iy e (x, y) +x(y, X)), (54)
T
where
x sin(wrx/¢e) sin(mwy/¢e)
k(x,y) = )

y(e? — x?)

which depends on the coordinates functions x and y. It
should also be noted that the continuous limit is given by

limO Eo(x, y) = hawd(x)8(y), (55)

which is also not well defined at the ground state energy of
the harmonic oscillator, owing to the presence of the Dirac
delta function. All these pathologies are a consequence of
the treatment we have done with the definition of lattice
analogue of the annihilation and creation operators (43)-
(46). In attempting to fill these gaps, we will consider the
perturbation method to derived the eigenvalue (40).

3.1.2 Perturbation Method and Solution
Considering the Taylor expansion of sinh?(¢d;) + sinh?

(£dy), the first order expansion to &2 of the Hamiltonian H,
takes the form

. 72 r. .
Ao = =5 (2 +00) + =5 [ @) + 6]
e2n? 4 4 2
o (o1 98) w00
= Hy+ W + O(&?). (56)

Hy corresponds to the harmonic oscillator Hamiltonian in
ordinary space and W is considered to be the perturbation
term. Thus, we can introduce the new annihilation and
creation operators defined in the limit ¢ = 0 as:

N 1
by =——(ip x¢) = lim a,, 57
* v 2hmw (lpx Hmox ) sl—rf%)ax 57
P (—ipx +moxf) = lim a;, (58)
* 2hmw e—0 ¥
b ! (i py + mwy*) = lim a (59)
Y 2hmw y e—0
N 1
bl = —ipy $¢) = lim al, 60
y 2hma)( ipy +mawy®) i ay (60)
such that the canonical commutation relation
13»,13"?] = 15, . o ) .
[ P "7 is well satisfied, and in these new coordi-
nates Hy and W take the form
Ay = ho (szch +b,b] — 1) , 61)
2
A mw N A N s g
W= -2 ((bx—bx*) + (by — b7) ) (62)
One constructs the Fock states as {|ny,ny;0) = |ny) @

|ny) € $, ny,ny € IN} such that the followings relations
hold:

by ® bylny, ny; 0) = ymylng — Lny —1;0),  (63)

bl ®b]Ing. ny: 0)=\/(ny + D(ny + Diny + 1,ny + 1; 0).

(64)
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and such that l;x ® l;yIO, 0; 0) = 0. The eigen-equation
Hylny,ny; 0) = E,?X,ny|nx,ny;0), gives ny + ny + 1
degenerate states such that E,?X,nv = hw(ny +ny +1). We

denote these degenerate states as [ny, n1y; 0)f , such that for
n=ny+ny:

|n)C1ny;O>j:{|n_j7j;0>;j=07]127""n}' (65)

Consider now the vector |[N) = Z'}:O cjlny, ny; 0y +
e2|ny, ny; 1) + O(e?) and the energy Ee¢ .0, = E,?X’ny +
1»32E,ix’nv + 0(82), which solve the eigen-problem ﬁg |IN) =
E¢pon,IN),and c; € C,j = 0,1,---,n. We have the

) t i
(

orthogonality relation Z;l':o cj 0;ny,ny)ng, ny; 0/ =

8/% and the first order correction of the energy, i.e., E,ix’nv
is determined by the following linear homogeneous system

n

ch k(O; nx,ny| W‘nx,ny;O)J = E,llx’nyck. (66)
Jj=0
While the above system is completely determine by the
matrix G such thatdetG =0

Grr = *(0; ny, ny|Winy, ny; 0)F — E}

G ) : B en)
Gyj = <O;nx»ny|W|nXany;O)J for k#j

A few computation shows that G is diagonal matrix and the
diagonal elements Gy are given by
2

maw 2 1
G = =" (nn+ D) = 2kn + 22 + 1) =} (68)
where E! = E]

n,.ny» Satisfies the following equation

n 2
I1 [—ﬂ <n2 (1 —2k) + 262 + 1) - E},k} =0
4
k=0
(69)

The index “k” in E,llk is used to specify the degeneracy, such
that

ma)282

EX, = ho(n+1)— [n2+n(1—2k)+2k2+1]

+0(&?). (70)

|nx,ny; 1) can be computed in the same manner. Let D =
{n—j; 0<j=<ntand D ={j; 0 < j <n}, weget

. c; (W)
e nyi )==3 Y 2o g Ime my; 0) =0.

=0 my,my " Mx,ny Ny, My
my¢D
my¢D’

(71)

where (W), = (0; my, my|Wny, ny; 0)/.

Let us now deal with the thermodynamic behavior of the
oscillator model. First let us recall that the thermodynamic
behavior of the harmonic oscillator is extensively studied in
the literature. In the case of the NC space, see [62—67] for
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the recent works. The useful ingredient for this study in the
partition function Z¥ (T, &) depending with the degeneracy
index k as

2K, e) =3 o+ De P, = (72)

s kgT

kp is the Boltzmann constant. The full partition function
is the sum under all degeneracies terms as Z(7,&) =
ZZ:O zk (T, e). From statistical mechanics point of view,
the probability p(i, j) of finding a system in a state |7, j) is
given by the Boltzmann formula [68]:

e PEEAG))

pQ, j) = W (73)

Thereby the others thermodynamic quantities such as the
free enery F = —% log Z(T, ¢), the entropy S = —g—; , the

internal energy U = —2 (1;;32 , the heat capacity Cy = % are

given in the table built in Fig. 2.

We give the asymptotic behavior of the various functions
at low temperatures 7 << hw. First, let us remark that if T
is very small and goes to absolute 0, we get

2 ( Bh
1 N ﬂ coth (Tw) o /3
sinh (@) sinh (@) eﬁhTm

Then the partition function Z (T, ) goes to zero. This result
is identical to what we obtain in the continuous space. On
the other hand, for very high temperature and for a small
value of the parameter ¢, Z(T, ¢) > Z(T,0). The variation
AZ = Z(T,e) — Z(T, 0) characterize the correction due
to the discretization of the space. As an example, let fix the
constants m, w, and % to the unit. then for 7 = 10°K and
e = 10~ 'meter, we get AZ = 0.05.
The free energy and the internal energy is reduced to

- 0. (74

ma)282

F(T << hw,&e) =U(T << hw, &) ~ hw —

. (75)

Remark that in the thermodynamic equilibrium applied to
the harmonic oscillator, the free energy and internal energy
are given by

Bhw

2 .
F(T,0) = E log |:2 sinh <T):| , (76)

U(T, 0) = hw coth (@) . (77)

The limit T << hw of these two quantities are reduced
to F(0,0) = hw and U (0, 0) = hw, which corresponds to
the ground state energy of 2D quantum harmonic oscillator
and is in adequacy with thermodynamic equilibrium energy
[62—-67]. Therefore, the result (75) is very close to what
is obtained in thermodynamic quantum mechanics of the
harmonic oscillator for the small value of ¢ due to the fact
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Quantities

Formulas

Z(T,¢) = 1

Partition function

4 sinh (ﬂf%)

(1 + m“’ffz’@ coth? (62“’)) + 0(e?)

Free energy

F(T,e) = %bg [ZSinh (%)] _ %

> coth? (w%) +0(e?)

Entropy

S(T,e) = —2kgp log (2 sinh(ﬁ%)) + kphwB coth(22) + Lmkphe® B2

5 cosh( ﬂg“’)

sinh®(2h)

+0(e?)

Internal energy

U(T,e) = hw coth(%) [1 — #(% coth(ﬁgw) +

m

sinhfz@) )] + 0

B2

OT.) =~k (i
2

Heat capacity

)2 [1 +mw?e?B — (1 —

1mw?e?B) cosh(ﬁwﬁ)] + 0(e?)

Fig.2 The thermodynamic quantities of the lattice oscillator

mw282

that ’"“’ ¢ temains small. The contribution appears
as the flrst order correction of the lattice. On the other hand,
a divergence appears at high temperatures 7 >> hw. This
behavior is illustrated in Figs. 3 and 4. The same analysis
can be performed for the entropy S and the heat capacity C,.

3.2 Harmonic Oscillator in a Noncommutative Lattice

In this subsection, we consider the case where both
momenta and coordinates are noncommutative, as presented
in Eq. 23. We will show that in particular case where § =
—m?w?0, the eigenvalue problem can be determined as in
the previous section. One of the most ambiguous aspects,
namely in the case where 6 % —m’w?0, is also considered
and studied. The Hamiltonian of the oscillator

b= [B02 w02+ S[dn0o]. aw)

in the first order of &7 is split into:

He = Ho + W + O(e?) (79)
Z(T,€)
100+
— Z(T,0.01)
80| Z(T,0.001)
— Z(T,0)
60
40+
20+
: : : : =T
20 40 60 80 100

Fig. 3 Plot of the partition function for different values of the lattice
spacing €

where f)o is assumed to be the nonperturbative Hamiltonian
and 20 stands for the perturbation:

: mao? Q% (oo 2
$o = (px+py)+T<(x) +(?)
+— ()A’Eﬁx - faﬁy)’ (80)
W= - [+ )+ QG P - P ] @D
F(T,€)
2‘0 4‘0 66 8‘0 160 7
-200r
- 400}
- 6001
— F(T,0.01)
- 800+ F(T,0.001)
— F(T,0)
- 1000
U(T,€)
200
— U(T,0.01)
150
U(T,0.001)
100 | — U(T,0)
50
26 4‘0 6‘0 8‘0 160 !
-50F
- 100}

Fig. 4 Plot of the free energy and the internal energy for different
values of the lattice spacing ¢. We find that for low temperatures, Ve
small the thermodynamic quantities coincide with the expected values
when ¢ = 0 (the continuum limit). The divergence appears for the high
temperatures as we can easily see on these figures
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The parameters 2, 2, Q are given by

5 m?w?6?
Q=14 (82)
= 92
W= ®
~ 0 m?w?6

Q=+ (84)

The more general result concerning the eigenvalues problem
of the Hamiltonian (80) can be obtained essentially by using
the method described in the previous section. We construct
the annihilation and creation operators (6 and BT) as follows:

by = m (iQ2px + moQi*), (85)
bf = m (—iQpx + mwQi*) (86)
by = \/ﬁ (iQpy + moQ*) . (87)
bl = m (—iQpy + moQ3*). (88)
They satisfy the canonical commutation relation

e T
[bx’ bx] - ]Al - [by’ by], and according to which the
Hamiltonian $)g can be factorized as follows:

550=Qszhw(b;cbx+bj,by+]1)—i?<bxb;—biby).
(89)

which corresponds to the Hamiltonian of two-dimensional
Landau problem in the symmetric gauge on NC space.
Equivalently, the presence of magnetic fields in this
relation also suggest a NC structure for the spacetime. The
perturbation term is

- Qo - PO A~
W= -2 [ 20mo (6. - 6D* + 6, - b])*)
+ Sy +B1) (b, —b1)° — i, + 61)(6y—6;)3] .

(90)

For some purposes, it is useful to point out that the states
of the form |ny, ny; 0) defined in Eq. 65 may diagonalyze
the Hamiltonian (89). Aiming at including the perturbation
term W in our diagonalization procedure, let us consider the
new operators:

by = (Bx +i6y), b, =

(b —ib,). B =

(61 —i6}). oD

b = (Ai n ifa;). (92)

Sl-5-
Sl-5-

@ Springer

Here also, the canonical commutation relation is well satis-

TS B P
fied, i.e., [b+’ b+] =l= [b*’ b—]
9o and 2T become

. Then the Hamiltonian

Ho = QS (Sin +o+ 11) _ fh (9%, - ﬁg) 93)

m
% = —996—‘;2 [QQma) (A4 + B4) + 8 (Ac3 + BD3)],
94
where
A=by—bl +6_—b", B=b,+06 —b_—56" (95
C=b, — bl —b_+b", D=b,+0b +b_+06" (96)

—+
o

and ‘ft+ = 6164_ and M_ = b b_ are the number
operators. Let {|n4,n_;0) = |ny) ® |n_), n_,ny € N} be
a set of Fock vectors such that

b ny,n_;0) = /ny + 1ng +1,n_;0), 97)
b Inp,n_;0) = /n_+ lny,n_+1;0) (98)
Then we get

Nylng,n_;0) =nylng, n_;0),

and

N_|ny,n_;0) =n_|ny,n_;0).

The states |n4, n_; 0) solve the eigenvalue problem
Holn 15 0) = Eony n_Iny,n_; 0) (99)

with corresponding energies

- Qh
80,)’l+,n_ = QQhw (n+ +n_+ 1) — ? (n7 — n+)

- Qh
= QQwm+1) — —. (100)

m
where n = ny +n_ and j = n_ — ny. Concerning the
perturbation 20, it seems that the states |14, n_; 0) form
a diagonalyzed basis, in the case where 6 = —mzwzé,

which refers to the solvable condition of the harmonic
oscillator in noncommutative space when both momentum
and coordinates are suppose to satisfy the nonvanish
commutation relations. The Hamiltonian f)o and 20 become

$o = Q*Hy, W=*W (101)
where H and W are defined in Eq. 56. Then, we find that
the eigen-energy of ) is

2.2
g, = [éon - ma;s (n2 ol —2k) + 2K + 1)} .
(102)

with 8_0,, = hwo(n + 1) and k = 0, 1, ..., n are the order
of degeneracy. Let us note that all the thermodynamic
properties derived in the last subsection can also be
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performed using the spectrum (102) and we arrive at the Z C: ] I+ ¢ ( ink grli . ) =0, (103)
same conclusion.
Now we will focus on the case of arbitrary positive values J#k
of”Ehe paramet.ers 6 and 6. The f.irst order correction energy where the matrix elements kcin)j = k0 np,n_ |QAU|
5n+ ,,_ 1s obtained by the following system ny,n_; 0) are explicitly given by
@Lma ((n 4 1)(n +2) + 2kn — 2k2) — L1 4 1y(n —2k), j =k,
A Zma? — - — —
ko)) = 8 e Jktk—Dm—k+1D(n —k+2), ]_k 2, (104)
’”“’ JE+FDE+2)n—k—1Dn—k), j=k+2,
0 otherw1se

Our interest is the determinant of the matrix (&) similar to
expression (67):

Grp = — 219 (0 4 1)(n + 2) + 2%kn — 2k2) — L2201 4 1y(n — 2k) — EMX,

02 2

Gppr = — 20 ik —Dn—k+ D(n —k 2,
(6) . k,k—2 Qzﬁlsz/ ( )(n + )(I’l + ) (105)

Op 2 = — gV Kk + DKk +2)(n —k — D(n — k),

0 otherwise
The matrix & is not diagonal but symmetric, i.e., & k42 = el — _3@mw’ mw + foler)
B+2.kx. The solution of equation det® = 0 can no longer " = 1: 5110 _ szwz gﬁ‘éfw (107)
be obtained by direct calculation for arbitrary value of the 1 4 s
integer n. We provide here this solution order by order to
this quantuntl nurrtl)ber n. So the first order corrections of the < 212 _ 3szm o % SO L P mia?
energy spectrum become =

£y Sp o n=2": g%lz_w (108)
n=0: &0= —Q# (106) E0= _3me’ _ 0@ /o0 4 Q202 m20?
£l = —29222 ;gflﬁz;"zw Qf;\/4sz2 +2Q00mo + Q2Q2m
12 _ w+ mw* w 2 202

s &= 0\ /402 — 2QQ0mo + Q2Q2m (109)

1Q
511 _ 28001100 me?
= __4i __

Qo \/492 +2QQ0mo + Q2Q2m 2a)2

10 _ 2QQw+112Q%mw” Qw B
&3 aQ - 2Q ‘/49

—2QQQmw + Q2Q2m2w?

For n > 4 the computation of the determinant of & leads
to the mixing of real and complex values as solutions
of Eq. 103. The complex energies cannot be taking into
account in our analysis. Moreover, for the moment, we have

|n+an—v go _50
— ] =0 £+Z ny,n_

£+¢D

(_¢D

" N )
(0; £, £_|W|ny,n_;0)/
Z Y ej—— L [y, £ 0),

no method to classify these solutions. Then we consider
only the quantum numbers n = 0, 1,2, 3 as given above.
The correction of the states |N) namely |ny,n_; 1) are
given using the first order perturbation equation:

(110)

@ Springer



468

Braz J Phys (2019) 49:458-470

where D ={ny +n_—j, 0<j<ny+n_}, D
{/; 0= <ny+n_} Let (0; £y, £_|Wlny,n_;0)) =

(QAﬁ)in we can determine |n4, n_; 1) by replacing in Eq. 110
the following relation

szwzwu—l)(n—n(n—j—n o =j-2%t=n—j-2
— 2o SR VGFDGH 20—+ Dl = j+2) =j+20y=n—j+2
(QQ“’(n 2) 4+ B0 () GO —J T D le=j Ll =n—j+]1
iyl = (QS'Z":; %fé’)w FDTFDGHI0 =] C=j43it=n—j-l a
(—502) +( mo? 4 Q8o /7= )) C=j—Lity=n—j—1
(92 gi}‘;mu S VEINTEERY Co=j—=3li=n—j+1
(Q"’wz + SN GF D= N —j—Dn—j—2) b =j+ 1ty =n—j—3
(e @ 4 Q80 S T D= D -3 le=j—Lily=n—j+3
Forn = 0, we get
1 4
0,0; 1) = ﬁu, 2;0) — ﬁ“’ 1;0). (112)
Forn =1, we get
g n_;1) = c0|: S V313,2;0) — QQ’"“’JE6QQZ"12“’2«/§|2, 1;0)
8h(2QQmw + Qn_) 16Q1(Q2Q2mw + Qn_)
B 2Q0 m?w? +~§~2§_2ma) J510.3: O):| e |: Q?mla? J312.3:0)
48QR(QQMw + Qn_ — 2)) T 8h2QQmw + Qn_ — 1)) T
B —QQmo + 6Q~S_sz2a)2 3I1.2:0) — 2Q02m2w? +~S~2S_Zma) JBP3.0; 0)j| (113)
16QR(QQmo + Qn_ — 1)) o 48QI(QQmew + Q(n_ + 1)) T
where ny = landn_ = Qorny = O0andn_ = 1. The  quantum mechanics. We showed that the direct computa-

constants co and c; are determined using the normalization
conditions (1; 1,0]1,0; 1) = 1 and (1; 0, 110, 1; 1) = 1.

Let us now discuss the consistency of our result. First of
all, we show the difficulties around the direct computation
of the eigen-equation of the harmonic oscillator in 2D lattice
not only in ordinary space but also in NC space. These
difficulties come from the fact that the corresponding lattice
analogue of creation and annihilation operators are not
Ladder operators. We provide using perturbative method,
the solution of this complicate differential equation. Despite
this very promising result, the case of NC space need to
be revisited by defined the new basis which can help to
diagonalize the matrix (&) of expression (105) similar to
expression (67). Finally, the general solution, i.e., the case
where 0 #* —m2w?0, need to be also scrutinized.

4 Conclusion and Remarks

In this paper, we have solved the harmonic oscillator in the
2d lattice. First, we have considered the case of ordinary

@ Springer

tion of the eigenvalues by using the analogue of Ladder
operator is not satisfactory as far as the physical rele-
vance is concerned, due to the appearance of coordinates
dependency in the energies. Also the continuous limit, i.e.,
& = 0 is not well satisfied. The first-order approximation
of the lattice spacing ¢ has been considered and the per-
turbation computation of the energy spectrum given. The
statistical thermodynamic properties of the model have
also been given. On the other hand, the same question is
addressed for general noncommutativity between coordi-
nates and momenta. We have come to the conclusion that
the eigenvalue problem may be solved in the case where
6 = —m’w?0. The more general case where this relation
is not satisfied has also been examined. We hope that it
will be possible to construct a new Fock states in which the
matrix 20 maybe diagonalizable. This question deserve to
be addressed and will be considered in forthcoming work.

Acknowledgments D.O.S research at the Max-Planck Institute is
supported by the Alexander von Humboldt foundation. S.L.G thanks
the Max-Planck Institute for the invitation and financial support.



Braz J Phys (2019) 49:458-470

469

References

L.

2.

3.

10.

11.
12.

13.

14.

16.

17.

18.

19.
20.

21.

22.

23.

24.

25.

26.

217.

28.

29.

30.

P. Jizba, H. Kleinert, F. Scardigli, J. Phys. Conf. Ser 306, 012026
(2011). https://doi.org/10.1088/1742-6596/306/1/012026

P. Jizba, H. Kleinert, F. Scardigli, AIP Conf. Proc 1446, 181
(2012). https://doi.org/10.1063/1.4727995

P. Jizba, H. Kleinert, F. Scardigli, Phys. Rev. D 81, 084030 (2010).
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.81.084030. arXiv:0912.2253
[hep-th]

. J.LA. Wheeler, K.W. Ford, (New York, W W Norton and Co Inc.,

2018)

. K.G. Wilson, Phys. Rev, D 10, 2445 (1974). https://doi.org/10.

1103/PhysRevD.10.2445

. A. Amador, J.S. Hoye, K. Olaussen, arXiv:1610.05284 [hep-th]
. M.R. Douglas, N.A. Nekrasov, Rev. Mod. Phys 73, 977 (2001).

https://doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.73.977 [hep-th/0106048]

. N. Seiberg, E. Witten, JHEP 9909, 032 (1999). https://doi.org/10.

1088/1126-6708/1999/09/032 [hep-th/9908142]

. RJ. Szabo, Phys. Rept 378, 207 (2003). https://doi.org/10.

1016/S0370-1573(03)00059-0 [hep-th/0109162]

S. Hellerman, M. Van Raamsdonk, JHEP 0110, 039 (2001).
https://doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2001/10/039 [hep-th/0103179]
P.A. Horvathy, hep-th/0307175

O.F. Dayi, A. Jellal, J. Math. Phys. 43, 4592 (2002). https://doi.
org/10.1063/1.1504484 [hep-th/0111267]

F.G. Scholtz, B. Chakraborty, S. Gangopadhyay, J. Govaerts,
J. Phys. A 38, 9849 (2005). https://doi.org/10.1088/0305-4470/
38/45/008 [cond-mat/0509331 [cond-mat.mes-hall]]

S. Doplicher, K. Fredenhagen, J.E. Roberts, Commun. Math.
Phys. 172, 187 (1995). [hep-th/0303037]

. DJ. Gross, PF. Mende, Nucl. Phys. B 303, 407 (1988).

https://doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(88)90390-2

E.M.FE. Curado, M.A. Rego-Monteiro, H.N. Nazareno, Phys.
Rev. A 64, 012105 (2001). https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.64.
012105 [hep-th/0012244]

V.E. Tarasov, J. Phys. A 47, 355204
https://doi.org/10.1088/1751-8113/47/35/355204

T.G. Dedovich, M.V. Tokarev, Phys. Part. Nucl. Lett 13(2), 169
(2016). https://doi.org/10.1134/S1547477116020060

J. Thurigen, arXiv:1510.08706 [gr-qc]

J.H. He, Int. J. Theor. Phys 53(11), 3698 (2014). https://doi.org/10.
1007/s10773-014-2123-8

M.N. Chernodub, S. Ouvry, Phys. Rev. E 92(4), 042102 (2015).
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevE.92.042102. arXiv:1504.02269
[cond-mat.stat-mech]

J. Jurkiewicz, J. Wosiek, Nucl. Phys. B 135, 416 (1978).
https://doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(78)90346-2

S.D. Drell, M. Weinstein, S. Yankielowicz, Phys. Rev. D 16, 1769
(1977). https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.16.1769

C. Bastos, A.E. Bernardini, O. Bertolami, N. Costa Dias, J. Nuno
Prata, Phys. Rev. D 93(10), 104055 (2016). arXiv:1512.03792
[quant-ph]

J. Jurkiewicz, J. Wosiek, Nucl. Phys. B 145, 445 (1978).
https://doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(78)90095-0

J. Zak, Phys. Rev. B 21, 3345 (1980). https://doi.org/10.1103/
PhysRevB.21.3345

M.C. Gutzwiller, Annals Phys 133, 304 (1981). https://doi.org/10.
1016/0003-4916(81)90253-0

H.S. Snyder, Phys. Rev 71, 38 (1947). https://doi.org/10.1103/
PhysRev.71.38

C.N. Yang, Phys. Rev 72, 874 (1947). https://doi.org/10.1103/
PhysRev.72.874

C.P. Sun, H.C. Fu, J. Phys. A 22, 1.983 (1989). https://doi.org/10.
1088/0305-4470/22/21/001

(2014).

31.

32.

33.

34.

35.

36.

37.

38.

39.

40.

41.

42.

43.

44.

45.

46.

47.

48.
49.

50.

51

52.

53.

54.

55.

56.

57.

E.G. Floratos, Nucl. Phys. Proc. Suppl 22A, 144 (1991).
https://doi.org/10.1016/0920-5632(91)90361-H

M. Chaichian, D. Ellinas, P. Kulish, Phys. Rev. Lett 65, 980
(1990). https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.65.980

E. Celeghini, T.D. Palev, M. Tarlini, Mod. Phys. Lett. B 5, 187
(1991). https://doi.org/10.1142/S021798499100023X

W.B. Schmidke, J. Wess, B. Zumino, Z. Phys. C 52, 471 (1991).
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF01559443

D. Ellinas, Phys. Rev. A 45, 3358 (1992). https://doi.org/10.1103/
PhysRevA.45.3358

D.V. Boulatov, Int.J. Mod, Phys. A 8, 3139 (1993). https://doi.
org/10.1142/S0217751X93001259 [hep-th/9210032]

M. Valiente, J. Phys. A 44, 465303 (2011). https://doi.org/10.
1088/1751-8113/44/46/465303

D. Mehta, A. Sternbeck, L. von Smekal, A.G. Williams, PoS QCD
-TNTO09, 025. arXiv:0912.0450 [hep-lat] (2009)

D. Mehta, M. Kastner, Annals Phys 326, 1425 (2011). https://doi.
org/10.1016/j.a0p.2010.12.016. arXiv:1010.5335 [cond-mat.stat-
mech]

Y. Li, Phys. Rev. B 91(19), 195133 (2015). https://doi.org/10.
1103/PhysRevB.91.195133. arXiv:1410.6189 [cond-mat.str-el]
H. Atakis, M.O. Oktel, Phys. Rev. A 88, 033612 (2013).
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.88.033612

A. Cucchieri, T. Mendes, Phys. Rev. D 88, 114501 (2013).
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.88.114501. arXiv:1308.1283
[hep-lat]

M. Bhatia, PN. Swamy, Int. J. Theor. Phys 50, 1687 (2011).
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10773-011-0677-2. arXiv:1011.2544
[quant-ph]

M. Bojowald, A. Kempf, Phys. Rev. D 86, 085017 (2012).
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.86.085017.  arXiv:1112.0994
[hep-th]

A. Kempf, J. Math. Phys 38, 1347 (1997). https://doi.org/10.
1063/1.531814 [hep-th/9602085]

A. Kempf, Phys. Rev. D 63, 083514 (2001). https://doi.org/10.
1103/PhysRevD.63.083514 [astro-ph/0009209]

A. Kempf, I.LN. *Erice, From the Planck length to the Hubble
radius* 613-622 [hep-th/9810215] (1998)

A. Kempf, hep-th/9612082

A. Kempf, G. Mangano, Phys. Rev. D 55, 7909 (1997).
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.55.7909 [hep-th/9612084]

A. Kempf, J. Phys. A 30, 2093 (1997). https://doi.org/10.1088/
0305-4470/30/6/030 [hep-th/9604045]

C. Bastos, A.E. Bernardini, O. Bertolami, N. Costa Dias, J. Nuno
Prata, J. Phys. Conf. Ser. 626(1), 012050 (2015). https://doi.org/
10.1088/1742-6596/626/1/012050. arXiv:1411.2146 [quant-ph]
C. Bastos, A. Bernardini, O. Bertolami, N. Costa Dias, J. Nuno
Prata, Phys. Rev. D 90(4), 045023 (2014). https://doi.org/10.
1103/PhysRevD.90.045023. arXiv:1406.0740 [quant-ph]

C. Bastos, A.E. Bernardini, O. Bertolami, N. Costa Dias, J.
Nuno Prata, Phys. Rev. A 89(4), 042112 (2014). https://doi.
org/10.1103/PhysRevA.89.042112. arXiv:1310.4762 [quant-ph]
J. Gamboa, M. Loewe, F. Mendez, J.C. Rojas, Mod. Phys. Lett.
A 16, 2075 (2001). https://doi.org/10.1142/S0217732301005345
[hep-th/0104224]

A. Hatzinikitas, I. Smyrnakis, J. Math. Phys 43, 113 (2002).
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.1416196 [hep-th/0103074]

V.P. Nair, A.P. Polychronakos, Phys. Lett. B 505, 267
(2001). https://doi.org/10.1016/S0370-2693(01)00339-2  [hep-
th/0011172]

M. Maceda, A. Macias, Phys. Rev. D 79, 087703 (2009).
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.79.087703

. A.E. Bernardini, Eur. Phys. J. C 46, 113 (2006). https://doi.

org/10.1140/epjc/s2006-02502-2 [hep-th/0606240]

@ Springer


https://doi.org/10.1088/1742-6596/306/1/012026
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.4727995
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.81.084030
http://arxiv.org/abs/0912.2253
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.10.2445
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.10.2445
http://arxiv.org/abs/1610.05284
https://doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.73.977
https://doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/1999/09/032
https://doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/1999/09/032
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0370-1573(03)00059-0
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0370-1573(03)00059-0
https://doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2001/10/039
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.1504484
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.1504484
https://doi.org/10.1088/0305-4470/38/45/008
https://doi.org/10.1088/0305-4470/38/45/008
https://doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(88)90390-2
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.64.012105
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.64.012105
https://doi.org/10.1088/1751-8113/47/35/355204
https://doi.org/10.1134/S1547477116020060
http://arxiv.org/abs/1510.08706
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10773-014-2123-8
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10773-014-2123-8
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevE.92.042102
http://arxiv.org/abs/1504.02269
https://doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(78)90346-2
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.16.1769
http://arxiv.org/abs/1512.03792
https://doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(78)90095-0
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.21.3345
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.21.3345
https://doi.org/10.1016/0003-4916(81)90253-0
https://doi.org/10.1016/0003-4916(81)90253-0
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRev.71.38
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRev.71.38
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRev.72.874
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRev.72.874
https://doi.org/10.1088/0305-4470/22/21/001
https://doi.org/10.1088/0305-4470/22/21/001
https://doi.org/10.1016/0920-5632(91)90361-H
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.65.980
https://doi.org/10.1142/S021798499100023X
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF01559443
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.45.3358
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.45.3358
https://doi.org/10.1142/S0217751X93001259
https://doi.org/10.1142/S0217751X93001259
https://doi.org/10.1088/1751-8113/44/46/465303
https://doi.org/10.1088/1751-8113/44/46/465303
http://arxiv.org/abs/0912.0450
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aop.2010.12.016
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aop.2010.12.016
http://arxiv.org/abs/1010.5335
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.91.195133
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.91.195133
http://arxiv.org/abs/1410.6189
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.88.033612
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.88.114501
http://arxiv.org/abs/1308.1283
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10773-011-0677-2
http://arxiv.org/abs/1011.2544
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.86.085017
http://arxiv.org/abs/1112.0994
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.531814
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.531814
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.63.083514
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.63.083514
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.55.7909
https://doi.org/10.1088/0305-4470/30/6/030
https://doi.org/10.1088/0305-4470/30/6/030
https://doi.org/10.1088/1742-6596/626/1/012050
https://doi.org/10.1088/1742-6596/626/1/012050
http://arxiv.org/abs/1411.2146
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.90.045023
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.90.045023
http://arxiv.org/abs/1406.0740
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.89.042112
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.89.042112
http://arxiv.org/abs/1310.4762
https://doi.org/10.1142/S0217732301005345
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.1416196
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0370-2693(01)00339-2
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.79.087703
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s2006-02502-2
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s2006-02502-2

470

Braz J Phys (2019) 49:458-470

59.

60.

61.

62.

63.

64.

C. Bastos, A.E. Bernardini, O. Bertolami, N. Costa Dias, J. Nuno
Prata, Phys. Rev. D 88(8), 085013 (2013). https://doi.org/10.
1103/PhysRevD.88.085013. arXiv:1305.5792 [quant-ph]

P.R. Giri, P. Roy, Eur. Phys. J. C 57, 835 (2008). https://doi.org/10.
1140/epjc/s10052-008-0705-4. arXiv:0803.4090 [hep-th]

S. Dulat, K. Li, Chin. Phys. C 32, 92 (2008). https://doi.org/10.
1088/1674-1137/32/2/003. arXiv:0802.1118 [math-ph]

A. Halder, S. Gangopadhyay, Int. J. Theor. Phys 56(6), 1831
(2017). arXiv:1609.06580 [hep-th]

JLEG. Santos, A.E. Bernardini, C. Bastos, Physica 438, 340
(2015). https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physa.2015.07.009. arXiv:1411.
2941 [quant-ph]

J.EG. Santos, A.E. Bernardini, Eur. Phys. J. Plus 132(6), 260
(2017). https://doi.org/10.1140/epjp/i2017-11538-1. arXiv:1606.
05592 [quant-ph]

@ Springer

65.

66.

67.
68.

A.E. Bernardini, O. Bertolami, Phys. Rev. A 88(1),
012101 (2013). https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.88.012101.
arXiv:1303.0685 [quant-ph]

I. Jabbari, A. Jahan, Z. Riazi, Turk. J. Phys. 33, 149 (2009).
arXiv:1201.0827 [hep-th]

A. Jahan, Braz. J. Phys 38, 144 (2008). arXiv:1208.0137 [hep-th]
J.M. Seddon, J.D. Gale, Thermodynamics and statistical mechan-
ics (Royal Society of Chemistry, Cambridge CB4OWF, 2001)

Publisher’s Note Springer Nature remains neutral with regard to
jurisdictional claims in published maps and institutional affiliations.


https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.88.085013
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.88.085013
http://arxiv.org/abs/1305.5792
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-008-0705-4
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-008-0705-4
http://arxiv.org/abs/0803.4090
https://doi.org/10.1088/1674-1137/32/2/003
https://doi.org/10.1088/1674-1137/32/2/003
http://arxiv.org/abs/0802.1118
http://arxiv.org/abs/1609.06580
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physa.2015.07.009
http://arxiv.org/abs/1411.2941
http://arxiv.org/abs/1411.2941
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjp/i2017-11538-1
http://arxiv.org/abs/1606.05592
http://arxiv.org/abs/1606.05592
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.88.012101
http://arxiv.org/abs/1303.0685
http://arxiv.org/abs/1201.0827
http://arxiv.org/abs/1208.0137

	Lattice Oscillator Model on Noncommutative Space: Eigenvalues Problem for the Perturbation Theory
	Abstract
	Introduction
	Discrete Differential Calculus and Lattice Quantum Mechanics
	Perturbation Method for the Harmonic Oscillator on a Lattice
	Harmonic Oscillator in the Ordinary Quantum Space Lattice
	Discussion About the Difficulties to Provide Algebraic Solution
	Perturbation Method and Solution

	Harmonic Oscillator in a Noncommutative Lattice

	 Conclusion and Remarks
	Acknowledgments
	References
	Publisher's Note


