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Abstract

This work explores the thermodynamic and geometric properties of phantom BTZ black holes
within the framework of noncommutative spacetime, where noncommutative effects are incorporated
via Lorentzian distributions for mass and charge. The resulting modifications in spacetime geometry
introduce significant alterations to horizon structures and curvature singularities. A comprehensive
and comparative thermodynamic analysis is conducted, examining the differences between phantom
and ordinary matter cases. This includes an investigation of Hawking temperature, entropy, heat
capacity, and stability criteria. Additionally, the black hole is analyzed as a thermodynamic heat
engine, with its efficiency evaluated as a function of noncommutative parameters. Our findings
highlight the profound impact of noncommutativity on the thermodynamic behavior and efficiency
of phantom BTZ black holes, revealing new insights into the interplay between quantum spacetime
effects and exotic field dynamics. The results indicate that noncommutative corrections not only
modify the stability conditions of these black holes but also play a crucial role in governing phase
transitions. Furthermore, we demonstrate that noncommutativity influences energy extraction pro-
cesses, refining our understanding of black hole thermodynamics in lower-dimensional spacetimes
and distinguishing the behavior of phantom and ordinary matter cases.

1 Introduction

The study of black holes has long captivated the scientific community, offering profound insights
into the nature of spacetime, gravity, and quantum phenomena. These enigmatic objects, predicted by
Einstein’s theory of general relativity [1], are not merely astrophysical entities but also thermodynamic
systems, as first demonstrated by Bekenstein, Bardeen, Carter, and Hawking through their pioneering
work on black hole entropy and radiation [2–4]. Their studies revealed that black holes obey laws anal-
ogous to the classical laws of thermodynamics, with entropy proportional to the event horizon area and
temperature linked to Hawking radiation. This thermodynamic perspective has since provided profound
insights into the quantum nature of spacetime, establishing black holes as pivotal in understanding grav-
ity and quantum mechanics. Among the diverse black hole solutions, the Bañados-Teitelboim-Zanelli
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(BTZ) black hole in three-dimensional spacetime with a negative cosmological constant stands out as an
elegant and analytically tractable model [5–7]. Despite its lower dimensionality, it retains essential fea-
tures of higher-dimensional black holes, such as event horizons, Hawking radiation, and thermodynamic
behavior. These attributes make the BTZ black hole a cornerstone for investigating the theoretical
foundations of black hole thermodynamics and quantum gravity [8–14].

The pursuit of a unified theory of quantum gravity has led to profound modifications of classical
spacetime concepts, particularly at the Planck scale where quantum and gravitational effects converge.
A central feature of many quantum gravity frameworks, including string theory and loop quantum grav-
ity, is the emergence of a minimal length scale, which imposes a fundamental limit on the resolution
of spacetime. This idea is formalized in the Generalized Uncertainty Principle, which introduces quan-
tum gravitational corrections to the standard uncertainty relations, predicting an inherent fuzziness
in spacetime. Extensions such as the Extended Uncertainty Principle and the Extended Generalized
Uncertainty Principle further incorporate large-scale curvature effects and unify short- and long-range
corrections. While these principles have provided valuable insights into black hole physics, particu-
larly for the BTZ black hole [15–19], noncommutative geometry offers a complementary perspective
by encoding quantum gravitational effects directly into spacetime geometry [20]. Rooted in the idea
that spacetime coordinates may no longer commute at microscopic scales, noncommutative geometry
replaces point-like structures with smeared distributions, effectively regularizing singularities and intro-
ducing new corrections to classical solutions. This framework has found applications in string theory,
quantum field theory, and cosmology, and has proven particularly insightful in black hole physics [21–30].
For BTZ black holes, noncommutative effects significantly modify their properties, such as altering the
black hole horizon [31–33] and geodesic structure [34], affecting scattering phenomena [35], influencing
thermodynamic behaviors [36–40], as well as introducing new effects like the modified Aharonov–Bohm
effect [41]. The incorporation of smeared mass and charge distributions further underscores the critical
role of noncommutative geometry in shaping the thermodynamic and dynamic properties of BTZ black
holes [42].

The concept of black holes functioning as heat engines has garnered significant attention in recent
years, offering a novel perspective on black hole thermodynamics [43–68]. Johnson pioneered this
idea by demonstrating the analogy between black holes and traditional heat engines, establishing a
framework where thermodynamic cycles could be analyzed within the context of black hole physics [43,
44]. Subsequent studies extended this framework to various black hole solutions, such as charged black
holes, rotating black holes, and those influenced by exotic fields, revealing intricate dependencies between
thermodynamic variables and the efficiency of energy extraction [45,51,56]. In particular, the BTZ black
hole has been investigated as a heat engine, providing insights into lower-dimensional thermodynamic
cycles and the role of the cosmological constant as thermodynamic pressure [46]. The effects of dark
energy [47], gravity’s rainbow [48], and massive gravity [50] have also been explored, demonstrating
how these factors impact the efficiency and stability of black hole heat engines. Furthermore, novel
configurations such as regular Bardeen black holes [57] and hairy black holes [58] have highlighted the
diverse applications of this framework. Recent works continue to refine these analyses, including studies
on modified Bardeen-AdS black holes [64], black holes in cavities [62], and accelerating black holes [55],
showcasing the universality of black hole heat engines across different models and conditions.

On the other hand, the study of phantom fields has emerged as a significant area in black hole
physics, providing deep insights into the interplay between exotic matter and spacetime geometry [69].
Phantom fields, characterized by violating the null energy condition, introduce negative energy densities
and repulsive gravitational effects [70]. This behavior fundamentally alters the spacetime geometry,
leading to scenarios such as horizon merging, shifts, or the formation of naked singularities. The
Einstein-(anti)Maxwell-(anti)Dilaton theory provides a foundational framework for understanding these
phenomena [71], wherein the coupling of scalar fields—either dilatonic or phantom—with Maxwell fields
generates solutions exhibiting distinct thermodynamic and stability characteristics [72, 73]. Such fields
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have been extensively studied, with notable examples including the Gibbons-Rasheed solutions [74],
their higher-dimensional generalizations, and related works exploring phantom contributions in various
geometries. Despite concerns about potential quantum instabilities associated with phantom fields,
subsequent analyses [75,76] have suggested that such issues can be mitigated, enhancing their theoretical
viability. Furthermore, cosmological evidence, such as the accelerated expansion of the universe driven
by an exotic fluid with negative pressure that may possess a phantom nature [77, 78], highlights the
importance of phantom fields [79]. These findings underscore their relevance in cosmological and black
hole physics, inspiring methodologies for analyzing their thermodynamic properties and stability [80–82].

In the context of BTZ black holes, the inclusion of phantom energy introduces significant deviations
from classical thermodynamic predictions [83]. Entropy no longer strictly adheres to the area law, while
specific heat analysis reveals unconventional stability regimes. Furthermore, the interplay between
phantom energy and phase transitions reshapes the thermodynamic landscape, with critical points
governed by the unique properties of phantom fields. These modifications extend beyond classical
physics, influencing quantum corrections such as Hawking radiation spectra and entanglement entropy
[83]. Phantom BTZ black holes also provide a robust framework for exploring exotic states in dual field
theories, highlighting their utility in understanding deviations from classical gravitational dynamics and
enriching our understanding of quantum gravity in lower-dimensional spacetimes. Motivated by these
advancements, this work investigates the thermodynamic and geometric properties of phantom BTZ
black holes within the framework of noncommutative geometry. By introducing Lorentzian distributions
for mass and charge, we derive a modified metric that encapsulates the effects of non-commutativity.
This approach not only removes point-like singularities but also reveals new features in the spacetime
structure, such as altered curvature profiles and horizon dynamics. Through a detailed thermodynamic
analysis, we examine key quantities including the Hawking temperature, entropy, and heat capacity,
elucidating the stability and phase transition behavior of these black holes. Furthermore, we analyze
the black hole’s performance as a thermodynamic heat engine, highlighting the sensitivity of energy
extraction efficiency to variations in noncommutative parameters. This study explores the intricate
interplay between non-commutativity and phantom fields, aiming to shed light on the quantum aspects
of gravitational systems.

This study is organized as follows: Section 2 delves into the geometry of the noncommutative phan-
tom BTZ black hole. Section 3 provides a comprehensive thermodynamic analysis, including calculations
of the Hawking temperature, entropy, and heat capacity, as well as an exploration of stability criteria.
In Section 4, the black hole is treated as a heat engine, and its efficiency is analyzed, with particular
emphasis on the role of noncommutative parameters in optimizing energy extraction. Finally, Section
5 summarizes our findings and discusses their potential implications for future research.

2 Phantom BTZ black holes in noncommutative space

In a noncommutative spacetime, non-commutativity is introduced in the Cartesian coordinate system
through the following commutation relations:

[xµ, xν ] = iΘµν . (1)

Here, Θµν is a constant, antisymmetric tensor with dimensions of (length)2. The effects of non-
commutativity gradually diminish and vanish as the noncommutative parameter Θ approaches zero.

Non-commutativity of spacetime eliminates point-like sources by spreading an object over space
[20], thereby affecting the propagation of its energy and momentum [84]. This spacetime fuzziness
results in significant changes to the distributions of a particle’s mass and charge. To account for these
modifications, the metric of the noncommutative phantom BTZ black hole is derived by replacing
Dirac’s point-like mass and charge distributions with a distribution function of minimal width

√
Θ.
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Following [42], we consider the mass and charge distributions that are described by Lorentzian functions
in (2 + 1) dimensions:

ρmatt (r,Θ) =
M

√
Θ

2π (r2 +Θ)3/2
, (2)

ρel (r,Θ) =
q
√
Θ

2π (r2 +Θ)3/2
, (3)

where M and q denote the mass and charge of the black hole, respectively. The action governing
phantom BTZ black holes in three-dimensional spacetime is given by [83]:

I =
1

16πG

∫

d3x
√
−g (R + 2Λ + ηF) . (4)

Here, R represents the Ricci scalar, Λ denotes the cosmological constant, and F = FµνF
µν corresponds

to the Maxwell invariant. The parameter η distinguishes between the Maxwell field (η = 1) and the
phantom field (η = −1). Now, we apply the variational principle from Eq. (4) to derive the Einstein
equations:

Rµν −
1

2
gµνR + Λgµν = π

(

Tµν |matt + η Tµν |el
)

, (5)

1√−g
∂µ
(√

−gF µν
)

= Jν , (6)

where Tµν |matt is given as in [85]:

T ν
µ

∣

∣

matt
= diag

(

−ρmatt pr pt
)

, (7)

with the radial and tangential pressures defined as pr = −ρmatt and pt = −ρmatt − r∂ρmatt. The
electromagnetic stress-energy tensor is expressed in the standard form:

Tµν |el = − 1

4π

(

Fµαg
αβFβν −

1

4
gµνFσαg

αβFβρg
ρσ

)

. (8)

The charge distribution is assumed to be static, with the current density Jν being nonzero only in the
time direction:

Jν = ρel(r,Θ)δν
0
. (9)

The nonzero components of the field strength are:

F r0 = −F 0r = E(r,Θ). (10)

Substituting Eqs. (9) and (10) into Eq. (6) and solving the Maxwell equation, the electric field is obtained
as:

E(r,Θ) =
q

2πr

(

1−
√
Θ√

r2 +Θ

)

. (11)

We consider a three-dimensional static spacetime described by the line element:

ds2 = −f(r)dt2 +
1

f(r)
dr2 + r2dϕ2, (12)

where the metric function f(r) is defined as:

f(r) = Ψ(r,Θ)− Λr2. (13)
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To determine f(r), we use the time component of Eq. (5), yielding:

∂

∂r
Ψ(r,Θ) +





M
√
Θ

(r2 +Θ)3/2
r +

η

4

q2

4π2r

(

1−
√
Θ√

r2 +Θ

)2


 = 0. (14)

Integrating this equation, we find:

Ψ(r,Θ) = c1 +

√
ΘM

π
√
Θ+ r2

− ηq2

8π2

[

log
(√

Θ+
√
Θ+ r2

)

− 1

4
log
(

Θ+ r2
)

]

. (15)

Substituting Eq. (15) into Eq. (13), the metric function for the phantom BTZ black hole in noncommu-
tative geometry is:

f(r) = −M +

√
ΘM

π
√
Θ+ r2

− ηq2

8π2

[

log
(√

Θ+
√
Θ+ r2

)

− 1

4
log
(

Θ+ r2
)

]

− Λr2. (16)

Figure 1 presents the metric functions for both the standard (panel (a)) and phantom (panel (b)) BTZ
black holes in noncommutative spacetime.

0 1 2 3 4 5
-0.10

-0.05

0.00

0.05

0.10

(a) η = 1

0 1 2 3 4 5
-0.10

-0.05

0.00

0.05

0.10

0.15

(b) η = −1

Figure 1: Variation of the metric function with respect to the event horizon radius rH for Λ = −10−2,
M = 0.1 and q = π

2
.

In both cases, noncommutativity corrections primarily affect the small-r region while leaving the asymp-
totic structure unchanged. For the standard BTZ black hole, increasing Θ slightly modifies the near-
horizon behavior, suggesting a regularization effect that may influence thermodynamic properties such
as temperature and entropy. In contrast, the phantom BTZ case exhibits a more pronounced deviation,
particularly in the slope of the metric function near r = 0, indicating stronger alterations in the causal
structure. The presence of exotic matter in the phantom scenario, combined with NC effects, could
lead to significant changes in horizon structure and stability. In particular, a greater noncommutativity
parameter leads to a reduced horizon radius. In both cases, the close agreement of the curves at large
r confirms that noncommutativity introduces only localized modifications, affecting the short-distance
properties of the black hole without altering its asymptotic behavior. These findings highlight the role
of noncommutativity in modifying the inner geometry of BTZ black holes, with potential implications
for their thermodynamics and singularity structure.

Expanding Eq. (16) to the first order in Θ, the metric function becomes:

f(r) = −M

(

1−
√
Θ

πr

)

− ηq2

8π2

[

1

2
log

(

r

r0

)

+

√
Θ

r
− Θ

4r2

]

− Λr2. (17)
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To analyze the geometrical structure of these solutions, we begin by examining the presence of essential
singularities through the computation of the Ricci and Kretschmann scalars. These scalars are derived
and expressed as follows:

R = 6Λ +
ηq2 (r2 −Θ)

16π2r4
, (18)

K = 12Λ
2
+

3q4

256π4r4
+

ηΛq2

4π2r2
+

√
Θ

ηq2

2π3r5

(

M − ηq2

8π

)

+
Θ

π2r2

(

6M2

r4
− ηΛq2

4r2
− 3Mηq2

2πr4
+

17q4

128π2r4

)

. (19)

Both the Ricci scalar R and the Kretschmann scalar K exhibit divergences at the origin, indicating the
presence of a curvature singularity:

lim
r→0

R = ∞, (20)

lim
r→0

K = ∞. (21)

Thus, a curvature singularity exists at r = 0. For large radial distances (r → ∞), the scalars simplify
to:

lim
r→∞

R = 6Λ, (22)

lim
r→∞

K = 12Λ2. (23)

This behavior indicates that the spacetime becomes independent of the parameters (η,Θ) at large
distances and is asymptotically anti-de Sitter (AdS).

3 Thermodynamic Analysis

In this section, we investigate the thermodynamic properties of phantom BTZ black holes within the
framework of noncommutative geometry. To achieve this, we express the black hole mass M n terms
of the event horizon radius rH , the cosmological constant Λ, the charge q, and the noncommutative
parameter Θ, by imposing the condition f (rH) = 0. he mass is then given by the following expression:

M = − ηq2

16π2
log
(rH
r0

)

− Λr2H −
√
Θ

πrH

(

Λr2H +
ηq2

8π
+

ηq2

16π2
log
(rH
r0

)

)

+
Θ

π2r2H

(

(π − 4)ηq2

32π
− Λr2H − ηq2

16π2
log
(rH
r0

)

)

. (24)

This expression incorporates first-order corrections in the noncommutative parameter Θ, which intro-
duces modifications to the classical behavior of the black hole mass.
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Figure 2: BTZ black hole mass M as a function of the event horizon radius rH for η = 1 and q = π
2
.

Panel (a) corresponds to Λ = −10−2, and panel (b) corresponds to Λ = −10−3.

Figure 2 presents the BTZ black hole mass M as a function of the event horizon radius rH in noncom-
mutative spacetime for Λ = −10−2 (panel (a)) and Λ = −10−3 (panel (b)). In both cases, noncom-
mutativity, parameterized by Θ, introduces deviations in the small-rH regime, with larger Θ leading
to more pronounced corrections. These effects are more noticeable for smaller Λ, as seen in panel (b),
where the slower variation of M with rH enhances the visibility of NC corrections. At large rH , all
curves converge, confirming that noncommutativity primarily affects the near-horizon structure while
preserving the asymptotic behavior. The observed modifications suggest potential implications for the
thermodynamic properties and stability of the black hole, particularly in the small-rH region.
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(a) Λ = −10−2
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(b) Λ = −10−3

Figure 3: BTZ black hole mass M as a function of the event horizon radius rH for η = −1 and q = π
2
.

Panel (a) corresponds to Λ = −10−2, and panel (b) corresponds to Λ = −10−3.

Figure 3 depicts the dependence of the phantom BTZ black hole mass on the event horizon radius
for different values of the noncommutative deformation parameter. The phantom nature implies that
the mass function can take negative values, contrasting with the standard BTZ case. The undeformed
solution Θ = 0 serves as a baseline, while noncommutative effects Θ > 0 introduce deviations that
are more pronounced for small rH . These corrections suggest that noncommutativity alters the near-
horizon geometry, potentially modifying the causal structure. At larger rH , the mass asymptotically
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approaches the undeformed behavior, indicating that noncommutative effects are localized near the
event horizon. A smaller absolute value of the cosmological constant (panel b) results in a less steep
mass function, reflecting the suppression of AdS curvature effects. The results highlight that in the
phantom BTZ scenario, noncommutative corrections become significant in the deep infrared regime,
possibly influencing the stability and thermodynamic properties of the black hole.

Based on the given metric, we now calculate the Hawking temperature using the following relation:

T =
1

4π

d

dr
f (r)

∣

∣

∣

∣

r=rH

. (25)

By substituting the black hole mass (24) into the metric function (17) and evaluating Eq. (25), the
Hawking temperature is calculated as:

T = − ηq2

32π3rH
− ΛrH

π
+

√
Θ

2π2r2H

(

ηq2

8π
+ Λr2H +

ηq2

16π2
log
(rH
r0

)

)

+
Θ

2π3r3H

(

Λr2H − (π − 2)ηq2

16π
+

ηq2

16π2
log
(rH
r0

)

)

. (26)

To qualitatively analyze the effect of noncommutative corrections, we plot the Hawking temperature as
a function of the event horizon radius. The resulting plots are shown in Figure 4 and Figure 5.
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� 	
� 2.0 2.5
-0.005
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�
�	�

(a) Λ = −10−2

0  2 3 4

-����

0.000

����
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0.003
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(b) Λ = −10−3

Figure 4: Hawking temperature T as a function of the event horizon radius rH for η = 1 and q = π
2
.

Panel (a) corresponds to Λ = −10−2, and panel (b) corresponds to Λ = −10−3.

For the case η = 1 (normal case), in the commutative space limit (i.e., Θ = 0), the Hawking temper-
ature T increases monotonically with the event horizon radius rH , consistent with classical thermody-
namics of BTZ black holes. However, in the noncommutative case (i.e., Θ 6= 0), this monotonic increase
is modified. For relatively smaller BTZ black holes, noncommutative corrections cause the temperature
T to exhibit a non-monotonic behavior, including the appearance of a dip or a plateau at small rH
before eventually increasing at larger rH . This deviation from monotonicity becomes more pronounced
as the noncommutative parameter Θ increases, reflecting the significant influence of noncommutativity
on the thermodynamics of small black holes. Physically, this behavior suggests that noncommutativity
introduces a stabilizing effect, potentially preventing divergences in T for small horizon radii while also
altering the thermodynamic profile of the black hole. For larger black holes (larger rH), the influence of
noncommutativity diminishes, and T approaches the classical behavior seen in the commutative limit.
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Figure 5: Hawking temperature T as a function of the event horizon radius rH for η = −1 and q = π
2
.

Panel (a) corresponds to Λ = −10−2, and panel (b) corresponds to Λ = −10−3.

For the case η = −1 (phantom case), the thermodynamic behavior of the Hawking temperature T is
significantly influenced by both phantom energy and noncommutative corrections. In the commutative
space limit (i.e., Θ = 0), the temperature T does not exhibit a clear monotonic increase with the event
horizon radius rH . Instead, T shows non-monotonic behavior, potentially involving a dip or plateau at
small rH , reflecting the influence of phantom energy on the thermodynamic properties of the black hole.
When noncommutative corrections are introduced (i.e., Θ 6= 0), this non-monotonic behavior is further
modified. For small rH , T can become negative, indicating thermodynamic instability induced by the
combined effects of phantom energy and noncommutativity. This negative temperature regime becomes
more pronounced as Θ increases, highlighting the destabilizing role of noncommutative corrections
for small BTZ black holes. For larger rH , however, T recovers to positive values and asymptotically
approaches classical behavior as the influence of noncommutativity diminishes. These results illustrate
how noncommutativity amplifies the exotic thermodynamic features of phantom energy at small scales
while stabilizing the system at larger scales.

Next, we apply the first law of black hole thermodynamics,

dS =
1

T

∂M

∂rH
drH , (27)

to derive the Bekenstein entropy. Utilizing Eqs. (24) and (26), the entropy is expressed as:

S = πrH + 2
√
Θ log

(rH
r0

)

− 2Θ

πrH
, (28)

or equivalently,

S = S + 2
√
Θ log

( S

S0

)

− 2Θ

S
. (29)

where S = πrH . This result demonstrates that the Bekenstein entropy is modified by the noncom-
mutative parameter, while the entropy remains identical for both phantom and Maxwell black holes.
Building on this, we turn our attention to another key thermodynamic quantity—the heat capacity—
which provides critical insights into the stability and phase transitions of the black hole system. The
heat capacity C is defined as

C = T

(

∂S
∂T

)

q

. (30)
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Using Eqs. (26) and (28), the heat capacity can be explicitly calculated as:

C = 2πrH

(

Λr2H + ηq2

32π2

)

(

Λr2H − ηq2

32π2

)

−
√
Θ

(

Λr2H − ηq2

32π2

)2

[

q4

256π3
+

3ηq2

16π2

(

ηq2

96π2
+ Λr2H

)

log
(rH
r0

)

+
3(4π − 1)

32π2
ηΛq2r2H − Λ2r4H

]

+
3

(32π2)2 πr
(

Λr2H − ηq2

32π2

)3

[

q4
(

ηq2

96π2
+ Λr2H

)

log2
(rH
r0

)

− 32π2ηq2
(

− q4

768π3
+

(1− 12π)

96π2
ηΛq2r2H + Λ2r4H

)

log
(rH
r0

)

+
256π4

3

(

3ηq6

8192π4
+

(11π − 2)

256π3
Λq4r2H +

(5− 24π + 8π2)

32π2
ηΛ2q2r4H − Λ3r6H

)

]

. (31)

The heat capacity plays a pivotal role in determining the local thermodynamic stability of the black
hole. When C > 0, the black hole is locally stable, whereas C < 0 indicates thermodynamic instability.
Additionally, the heat capacity diverges at points where its denominator vanishes, signaling phase
transitions. Specifically, the heat capacity becomes infinite at:

rH =

√

ηq2

32Λπ2
, (32)

indicating the presence of a critical radius where a phase transition occurs.
The behavior of the heat capacity as a function of the event horizon radius rH is illustrated in

Figures 6 and 7.
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Figure 6: Heat capacity C as a function of the event horizon radius rH for η = 1 and and q = π
2
.

For the normal matter case, the heat capacity exhibits a divergence at a critical radius, marking
the occurrence of a phase transition. For rH smaller than the critical radius, the heat capacity is
negative, indicating thermodynamic instability. However, for horizon that are larger than the critical
value, the heat capacity becomes positive, suggesting a stable thermodynamic regime. The magnitude
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of C increases with rH , reflecting the growing thermal capacity of the black hole as the event horizon
expands. The effects of Λ are apparent, with smaller values of Λ as shown in panel (b), resulting in
a gentler divergence and broader stability regimes compared to larger cosmological constant values, as
given in panel (a).
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Figure 7: Heat capacity C as a function of the event horizon radius rH for η = −1 and and q = π
2
.

For the phantom matter case, the heat capacity displays more pronounced instabilities compared
to the normal matter case. A divergence at the critical radius again signifies a phase transition. For
small event horizons, the heat capacity is highly negative, reflecting enhanced thermodynamic instability
induced by the phantom field. Beyond the critical radius, the heat capacity becomes positive, indicating
the stabilization of the black hole for larger event horizons. The presence of phantom matter amplifies
the divergence near the critical point, as evident in the steeper curves compared to the normal case.
Additionally, as the cosmological constant decreases (panel (b)), the transition becomes more gradual,
with a broader range of stability observed at larger horizons.

To examine the global thermodynamic stability, we now analyze the Gibbs free energy. Within the
framework of the canonical ensemble with a fixed charge, the potential, which is also the free energy
of the system, presents the thermodynamic behavior of a system in a conventional manner. Using the
first law of black hole thermodynamics and interpreting the black hole mass as the black hole enthalpy,
the Gibbs free energy of the black hole is given by:

G = M − TS. (33)

Substituting Eqs. (24), (26), and (28) in (33), the Gibbs free energy is expressed as:

G =
ηq2

16π2
− ηq2

16π2
log
(rH
r0

)

+ Λr2H − 2
√
Θ

πr

[

ηq2

8π
+ Λr2H −

(

Λr2H − ηq2

32π2

)

log
(rH
r0

)

]

+
Θ

π2r2H

[

(3π2 − 8π − 2)

32π2
ηq2 −

(

(1 + π)ηq2

8π2
+ Λr2H

)

log
(rH
r0

)

− ηq2

16π2
log2

(rH
r0

)

− 4Λr2H

]

.(34)

Figures 8 and 9 illustrate the variation of the Gibbs free energy as a function of the event horizon radius
for both normal and phantom cases under different values of the cosmological constant.
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Figure 8: Gibbs free energy G as a function of the event horizon radius rH for η = 1 and q = π
2
.

For the normal matter case, the Gibbs free energy exhibits characteristics indicative of first-order
phase transitions. For smaller black holes (G > 0), the system is thermodynamically unstable, while
larger black holes (G < 0) achieve stability. The critical radius, where G = 0, shifts with the cosmological
constant and the noncommutative parameter. A smaller cosmological constant results in a smoother
transition and a larger critical radius, while increasing Θ moves the transition point to higher rH .
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Figure 9: Gibbs free energy G as a function of the event horizon radius rH for η = −1 and q = 3π
2

.

In Figure 9, for the phantom matter case, the behavior of Gibbs free energy is significantly altered
by the exotic properties of phantom energy. The plot reveals a turning point, marked by the condition
∂G/∂rH = 0. Panel (a), corresponding to Λ = −10−2, shows that increasing Θ shifts the turning points
of G to larger rH values and reduces the magnitude of the local extrema, indicating a weakening of the
thermodynamic stability for smaller black holes. In panel (b), with Λ = −10−3, the variations in G
become smoother, and the impact of Θ on the stability is less pronounced compared to panel (a). The
comparison highlights that a smaller cosmological constant diminishes the effects of non-commutativity
while influencing the overall thermodynamic behavior, as reflected in the shifts and smoothness of the
curves.

Let us assume that, within the framework of black hole chemistry, the pressure p is related to the
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cosmological constant through the following relation:

p = − Λ

8π
. (35)

Under this assumption, the black hole mass can be expressed as:

M = − ηq2

16π2
log
(rH
r0

)

+
r2H
8πp

−
√
Θ

πrH

(

ηq2

8π
+

ηq2

16π2
log
(rH
r0

)

− r2H
8πp

)

+
Θ

π2r2H

(

(π − 4)ηq2

32π
+

r2H
8πp

− ηq2

16π2
log
(rH
r0

)

)

. (36)

The thermodynamic volume V , conjugate to the pressure p, is derived from Eq. (36) as:

V =
∂M

∂p
= 8πr2H + 8

√
ΘrH +

8Θ

π
. (37)

The Hawking temperature, previously expressed in Eq. (26), can now be rewritten as a function of
pressure p:

T = 8prH − ηq2

32π3rH
+

√
Θ

2π2r2H

[

ηq2

8π
− 8πpr2H +

ηq2

16π2
log
(rH
r0

)

]

+
Θ

2π3r3H

[

(2− π)
ηq2

16π
− 8πpr2H +

ηq2

16π2
log
(rH
r0

)

]

. (38)

From this, the equation of state for the system is derived as:

p =
ηq2

256π3r2H
+

T

8rH
+

√
Θ

16π2r3H

[

πrHT − ηq2

8π
+

ηq2

32π2
− ηq2

16π2
log
(rH
r0

)

]

+
Θ

32π3r4H

[

3πrHT +
(4π2 − 12π + 3)ηq2

32π2
− 6ηq2

32π2
log
(rH
r0

)

]

. (39)

To determine the critical points, the following conditions must be satisfied:
(

∂p

∂rH

)

T

∣

∣

∣

∣

rH=rc

= 0, (40)

(

∂2p

∂r2H

)

T

∣

∣

∣

∣

rH=rc

= 0. (41)

Eqs. (39) and (40) represent the conditions for phase coexistence. By solving Eq. (40), the critical
temperature Tc is obtained as:

Tc = − ηq2

16π3rc
−

√
Θηq2

64π4r2c

[

1− 12π − 6 log
(rc
r0

)

+

]

+
Θηq2

64π5r3c

[

1− 8π2 + 12π + 6 log
(rc
r0

)

]

. (42)

Similarly, the critical pressure pc is given by:

pc = − ηq2

256π3r2c
+

√
Θηq2

256π4r3c

[

4π − 1 + 2 log
(rc
r0

)

]

+
Θηq2

512π5r4c

[

6 log
(rc
r0

)

− 6π2 + 12π − 1

]

. (43)

The critical radius rc satisfies the following equation:

2π2r2c − 6πrc
√
Θ

(

2π − 1 + log
(rc
r0

)

)

+Θ

(

12π2 − 30π + 10− 15 log
(rc
r0

)

)

= 0. (44)
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Due to the influence of the logarithmic term log (rc/r0), it is generally not feasible to determine the
critical points analytically. To address this challenge, numerical computations are employed to evaluate
the critical thermodynamic quantities for various values of the noncommutative parameter in both the
Maxwell and phantom scenarios. The results for the critical thermodynamic quantities under different
Θ values are summarized in Tables 1 and 2.

Θ rc Tc pc
pcrc
Tc

0.3 0.390283 2.04167×10−2 0.948005×10−2 0.181 22
0.4 0.424061 1.96779×10−2 0.869447×10−2 0.187 37
0.5 0.452517 1.85648×10−2 0.806325×10−2 0.196 54
0.6 0.477323 1.73270×10−2 0.754339×10−2 0.207 80
0.7 0.499442 1.60607×10−2 0.710545×10−2 0.220 96
0.8 0.519487 1.48072×10−2 0.672962×10−2 0.236 10
0.9 0.537875 1.35850×10−2 0.640218×10−2 0.253 48

Table 1: Behavior of the critical parameters rc, Tc, pc and pcrc
Tc

different values of the noncommutative
parameter in the Maxwell case for and q = π

2

Increasing the noncommutative parameter leads to a larger critical radius rc, a cooling effect with
decreasing critical temperature Tc, and weaker pressure conditions as indicated by the decline in pc. The
ratio pcrc

Tc
increases consistently, reflecting a steady thermodynamic trend influenced by noncommutative

geometry.

Θ rc Tc pc
pcrc
Tc

0.3 3.31602 0.601952×10−2 0.0730214×10−3 0.0402 26
0.4 3.95094 0.507873×10−2 0.0518237×10−3 0.0403 16
0.5 4.52150 0.445444×10−2 0.0397798×10−3 0.0403 79
0.6 5.04534 0.400336×10−2 0.0320773×10−3 0.0404 26
0.7 5.53318 0.365876×10−2 0.0267567×10−3 0.0404 64
0.8 5.99211 0.338497×10−2 0.0228761×10−3 0.0404 96
0.9 6.42713 0.316096×10−2 0.0199293×10−3 0.0405 22

Table 2: Behavior of the critical parameters rc, Tc, pc and pcrc
Tc

different values of the noncommutative
parameter in the phantom case for and q = π

2
.

In the phantom case, the critical radius rc grows significantly with Θ, while both Tc and pc decrease
more prominently than in the Maxwell case. The ratio pcrc

Tc
remains nearly constant, showcasing stable

thermodynamic behavior despite the extreme effects of phantom energy and noncommutativity.
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4 Black hole as heat engine

Now, we analyze the black hole as a thermo-gravitational heat engine. A heat engine operates
in a closed cycle within the p − V plane, absorbing heat energy QH from a high-temperature source,
converting part of this energy into work W , and transferring the remaining heat QC to a low-temperature
reservoir. The efficiency Γ of such an engine is defined as the ratio of the work performed to the heat
absorbed, expressed as:

Γ =
W

QH

= 1− QC

QH

. (45)

The theoretical upper limit for efficiency is achieved by the Carnot engine, which follows an ideal cycle
consisting of two isothermal and two adiabatic processes. The efficiency for this idealized cycle is given
by:

Γ = 1− TC

TH
, (46)

where TC and TH denote the temperatures of the cold and hot reservoirs, respectively.
To model the NC Phantom BTZ black hole as a heat engine, we consider a rectangular thermody-

namic cycle in the P − V plane, consisting of two isobaric and two isochoric processes, as illustrated in
Figure 10.

2 2

34

Figure 10: Schematic representation of the heat engine cycle in the P − V plane.

The work performed by the heat engine is represented by the area enclosed by the rectangular cycle.
For the transitions 1 → 2 and 3 → 4, the total work done is:

W = W1→2 +W3→4 = p1(V2 − V1) + p4(V4 − V3), (47)

which, using entropy-volume relations for the BTZ black hole, can be rewritten as:

W =
8

π
(p1 − p4)

(

S2

2
− S2

1

)

+
8

π

√
Θ(p1 − p4) (S2 − S1) . (48)
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For isochoric processes, the heat capacity at constant volume, CV , is zero, implying that no heat
exchange occurs during these transitions. Consequently, the heat absorbed, QH , is determined along
the isobaric path 1 → 2. The corresponding calculation for QH is given by:

QH =

∫ T2

T1

CpdT = M2 −M1, (49)

where

M2 −M1 = − ηq2

16π2
log
(S2

S1

)

+
S2

2
− S2

1

8π3p1

−
√
Θ

[

ηq2

8π

(

1

S2

− 1

S1

)

+
ηq2

16π2

(

1

S2

log
(S2

S0

)

− 1

S1

log
(S1

S0

)

)

− S2 − S1

8π3p1

]

+ Θ

[

(π − 4)ηq2

32π

(

1

S2

2

− 1

S2

1

)

− ηq2

16π2

(

1

S2

2

log
(S2

S0

)

− 1

S2

1

log
(S1

S0

)

)]

. (50)

Here, M1 and M2 represent the black hole masses at states 1 and 2, respectively, and are related to
the black hole’s thermodynamic properties, including the noncommutative parameter, pressure, and
entropy.

The efficiency of the heat engine, Γ, can be compared with the efficiency of the Carnot engine, ΓC .
By associating the higher temperature TH with T2 and the lower temperature TC with T4 in Eq. (46),
the Carnot efficiency is given as:

ΓC = 1− T4(p4, S1)

T2(p1, S2)
. (51)

Employing Eqs. (45), (48), and (49), the black hole heat engine efficiency Γ is plotted as a function of
entropy S2 in Figure 11, while the ratio Γ/ΓC is depicted as a function of entropy S2 in Figure 12.
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Figure 11: Plots of the heat engine efficiency Γ as a function of entropy S2 for the noncommutative
Maxwell (η = 1) and noncommutative phantom (η = −1) BTZ black holes.

As shown in Figure 11, the heat engine efficiency of the noncommutative Maxwell BTZ black hole
decreases monotonically with increasing entropy S2 (corresponding to the volume V2) for all values of
the noncommutative parameter. This behavior indicates that a larger volume difference between the
small black hole V1 and the large black hole V2 leads to reduced efficiency. The rate of decrease slows
progressively as the volume difference grows, eventually approaching a constant value. Additionally,
for a fixed S2, the efficiency decreases as the noncommutative parameter increases. In contrast, for the
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noncommutative phantom BTZ black hole, the heat engine efficiency increases monotonically with S2,
indicating that a larger volume difference between the small black hole and the large black hole enhances
the efficiency. Additionally, the efficiency exhibits a rapid initial increase with S2, followed by a more
gradual growth as the volume becomes larger. For a fixed volume, the efficiency grows with increasing
values of Θ.
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Figure 12: Plots of the ratio Γ/ΓC as a function of entropy S2 for the noncommutative Maxwell (η = 1)
and noncommutative phantom (η = −1) BTZ black holes.

The plots in Figure 12 illustrate the ratio of the efficiency Γ to the Carnot efficiency ΓC as a function
of entropy S2 for noncommutative BTZ black holes under both Maxwell and phantom scenarios. In
both cases, it is observed that the efficiency ratio Γ/ΓC decreases monotonically with increasing entropy
S2, indicating that larger entropies, corresponding to larger horizon areas or volumes, result in reduced
thermodynamic efficiency relative to the Carnot limit. The noncommutative parameter introduces a
noticeable effect on the efficiency ratio, with larger values of Θ (e.g., Θ = 0.1) causing a slight suppression
of Γ/ΓC . This behavior is consistent across both Maxwell and phantom cases, though the suppression
effect is more pronounced for η = −1, which is associated with the repulsive gravitational effects of
phantom energy. These results highlight the influence of noncommutative geometry and exotic matter
fields on the thermodynamic performance of black hole heat engines.

5 Conclusion

In this work, we have explored the thermodynamic and geometric properties of phantom BTZ black
holes within the framework of noncommutative geometry. By incorporating Lorentzian distributions
for mass and charge, we derived a modified metric that encapsulates the effects of non-commutativity
on the spacetime structure. The analysis revealed significant alterations in horizon configurations,
curvature singularities, and thermodynamic quantities due to the interplay between non-commutativity
and phantom field dynamics.

Through a detailed and comparative thermodynamic investigation, we calculated key quantities
such as the Hawking temperature, entropy, and heat capacity. The results indicate that noncommu-
tative corrections profoundly influence the stability and phase transition behavior of phantom BTZ
black holes. Notably, the noncommutative parameter introduces additional contributions to entropy
and modifies the stability conditions, reflecting the impact of spacetime fuzziness on black hole thermo-
dynamics. Furthermore, the investigation of the heat capacity revealed critical points associated with
phase transitions, providing insights into the local and global stability of these systems.
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The study also evaluated the black hole’s performance as a thermodynamic heat engine, highlighting
the intricate role of noncommutative corrections in determining its efficiency. The findings demonstrate
that the energy extraction potential of the black hole is sensitive to variations in the noncommutative
parameter, which can enhance or suppress its efficiency. This analysis underscores the broader impli-
cations of noncommutative geometry for practical thermodynamic systems, offering a novel perspective
on the interplay between quantum spacetime effects and gravitational thermodynamics.

Overall, this work emphasizes the significant role of noncommutative geometry in shaping the phys-
ical and thermodynamic properties of black holes, particularly when coupled with exotic fields. Future
research could extend these findings by exploring higher-dimensional analogs of noncommutative phan-
tom black holes or by incorporating additional fields to examine their combined effects. Moreover,
numerical simulations of critical phenomena and the development of experimental analogs may provide
valuable insights into the observable consequences of noncommutative geometry and exotic matter in
gravitational systems.
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