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A sem iclassical reasoning leads to the non-com m utativity of the space and tim e coordinates
near the horizon of Schwarzschild black hole. T hisnon-com m utativity In tum provides a m echanisn
to interpret the brick wallthickness hypothesis in "t H coft’sbrick wallm odelaswellas the boundary
condition im posed for the eld considered. For concreteness, we consider a noncom m utative scalar

eld m odelnear the horizon and derive the e ective m etric via the equation ofm otion of noncom -
m utative scalar eld. Thism etric digplays a new horizon In addition to the original one associated
w ith the Schwarzschild black hole. The In nite red-shifting of the scalar eld on the new horizon
determ ines the range of the noncom m utativ space and explains the relevant boundary condition for
the eld. This range enables us to calculate the entropy ofblack hole as proportional to the area of
its original horizon along the sam e line as in "t Hooft’s m odel, and the thickness of the brick wall
is found to be proportional to the them al average of the noncom m utative space-tin e range. The
study here represents an attem pt to reveal som e physics beyond the brick wallm odel.

The brick wallm odel proposed by "t Hooft has been used for the purpose of deriving the entropy of black hole
and other quantities [1] R], and hasbeen extensively studied (an incom plete list, see Refs. B] B]). In the m odel, the
thickness of the brick wall near the horizon of Schw arzschild black hole was set to be
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where ry is the radius at which the horizon is located, L, = pE (in this letterh = ¢= 1) the P lanck length and N 0
the num ber of the m ultiplet of the quantum eld in them odel. Eq.(l) is a prior hypothesis of the brick wallm odel.
A ctually, only under this hypothesis, the them odynam ic properties of a black hole can be reproduced correctly.
N am ely, thism odel can lead to the correct B ekenstein-H aw king entropy form ula
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where Sp g isBekenstein-H aw king entropy B] [6] and A is the horizon area . In this letter, we try to derive the brick
wall thickness by a sam iclassical argum ent and to reveal som e underlying physics related to this hypothesis.

For the sake of de niteness, we study the 3+ 1 dim ensional Schwarzschild black hole. In this case, @+ isthe tine

K illing vector. Its globalenergy (or the m ass ofthe black hol) isEgy = M = 1y =2G . Rather than thinking black

hole as a classical ob ct, we treat it as a quantum state w ith high degeneracy and is degrees of freedom are located

near by the horizon. Treating the energy Egy and its conjugate tin e coordinate as operators, quantum m echanics

tells that these two quantities can not be m easured sim ultaneously. In other words, Ezy and t satisfy H eisenberg
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uncertainty relation ;E ]= i. G iven the relation Exy = 1 =2G, we m ust conclide that the uncertainty ofEg g
Inply that ofr; , and then we have

kirli-r, = 2%; 3)

T his equation in plies that the radial coordinate is noncom m utative w ith the tin e at the horizon. T he corresponding
uncertainty relation forthem is () ( 1)J r 1, 2]; . In otherwords, due to quantum m easurem ent e ects, r spreads
In the range of (ry r;ry + r).Namely, eq.(3) is extended as follow s
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where is a distance about P lanck length scale. Here, for sin plicity, we have denoted on r= wih on the
order of },. For a classical cbserver at in nity, he can only detect events happening at r > ry . For this reason,
we only need to consider r > 1y at least sem iclassically. In the range of (g ;jry + ), the classical 2 eldsare
noncom m utative. The non-com m utative theory In eld theory and in string theory has been discussed recently in
[7,8]l.Asr> 1y + ,the eldsare comm utative asusual since
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A ccording to our aforem entioned discussion, we should construct a brick wallm odelw ith noncom m utative 2 elds
in therangeof (ry ;g + ) andwith commutative ® eldsin (ry + ;L) whereL representsan infrared cuto in the
model. Tt isessentialthat <hould be an Intrinsic quantity of the m odel, which characterizes the boundary between
the nonocom m utative spacetin e range and the comm utative spacetin e range, and should be detem ined by the
m odel itself consistently. Surprisingly, this expectation can be realized and a brick wallm odelw ithout the brick wall
thickness hypothesis can be constructed by the follow ing considerations: 1) Starting w ith a sin plest noncom m utative
2 eld action within m etric of Schw arzschild black hole, the equation of m otion of 2 can be derived exactly; 2)
T his equation ofm otion in noncom m utative eld theory should be, of course, quite di erent from the ordinary K lein—
G ordon equation of ?- elds within Schwarzschild m etric. This fact inplies ¢ eldsmove in a curve space w ith
anew e ectivemetricg fr a classical observer at in nity; 3) Rem arkably, it will be shown below that g™ has
two new singularities besides the originalone at r = ry : one is outside the horizon of the black hole and another

is in inside. D enoting their locations as ry 0 regpectively, we will nd © is dependent on the energies of the
noncommutative edsE,ie, %= COE). Thismeansthat to the eldswih energy E,  (r), its red-shifting on
the (y E))surface isth niteduetogoo =1y + (E))= 0, and then we have

E (lf)i:rH + o®) < 0; (6)

4) W e argue that the fact that the noncom m utative eldsvanishatr= ry + °E)m eanswe can think the spacetine
ooordinates on the surface ofr= 1y + C°E ) to be comm utative , ie., Lrli-v, + o) = 0.And then wewill further
have

tirli ., + og)= O: (7)

Comparing eq. (7) wih (5), we get
‘®)= : @®)
Namely, = (E) can be detem ined by using egs. (6) and (8), and the ordinary brick wallm odel works In the

raging of (zy + ;L), whose ultraviolet boundary condiion is eq. (6). Consequently, we have constructed a new
m odelw ithout the brick wall thickness hypothesis by starting w ith thinking the black hol as a quantum state w ith
high degeneracy. In the follow s, we shall apply thism odel to derive the entropy of the Schw arzschild black hole, and
to interpret "t H ooft’s hypotheses on the brick wall thickness.

W ith the above, we now consider the classical eld as a probe In the region ofry < r< iy + (E ) butmoving in
a non-com m utative background. W e rew rite eq. (4) as ollow s
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Bix 1= 0; k= 2;3; = 0;1;2;3) (10)

where "9 is an antisym m etrical tensor w ith "°* = 1. T he star product of two function f (k) and g () is given by the
M oyalformula:
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For sin plicity, we consider only the coupling between the eld and the background, ie.,
Z
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whereg isthem etric ofa Schwarzschild black hole,
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W e evaluate the start product In the action using Eq. (11) and cast the action in the ordinary product. By this,
the noncom m utative e ect can be absorbed into an equivalent background m etric. In other words, we rst take the
sam iclassical quantum e ect into consideration. This e ect is then realized through the non-com m utative geom etry.
Finally, this e ect is further through an e ective background but in an ordinary geom etry. For a given energy m ode,
ie,assuming g Gy ;)= e ¥E £ (r; ;’),the e ectivem etric can be either read from the action (actually sin pler)
or from the follow ing equation ofm otion for the scalar eld once the star product is evaluated:
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where (p _ggtt);1; 2} stands for (?r ﬁ(%_ggtt), etc. For the scalar eld w ith given energy E , the above equation

{Ze—m
n
becom es
" #
sn £ sn 2E?2 sh 2 ¥ E S
— E it 15)
r Iy 4 r mwo__, 2@ m)
: S 2E2 a . a a
+ sin r( ]@I)‘Fi E;rr+@ (Sjn@ )+.—E;":o
4 sin
N oticing
X E 1
( )*" = = L 1e)
n=1 2@ ) RS E
we can read thee ectivemetricyg from Eqg. (15) as
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From the above, we can solve the e ective m etric as
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where we have set (E ) = E=2. This e ective m etric is quite di erent from the originalone. The sem iclassical
e ect causes the unexpected appearance of a new horizon at r= ry + ([E) at which g vanishes. Note also that
theg blowsup at this point which im plies that the curvature scalar vanishes at this point, too. therefore a reqular
one. N ote that, as also discussed In R], the energy E forthe scalar shouldn’t be too large, therefore €)= E=2
is not larger than the P lanck length.

W ih the above, it isnow not di cul to understand the boundary condition (6) wih (8)) we given earlier. Because
of the appearance of the new horizon, an observer cannot detect the g atr 1y + E ). Just we have discussed
earlier that the eld has an in nite redshift atr= ry + (£ ). And sice the noncomm utative property of ¢ is
caused by k;r]6 0,  m + (E))= Omeans r]= Oatr=ry + E),asr>ry + E),the ed § should
be a com m utative one as discussed earlier. This in tum provides an explanation for the short-distance cuto , or the
brick wallthicknessh, introduced in "t H ooft’sm odel. In otherwords, the h has its origih ofour € ). W e em phasize
again that there isno brick wall in ourm odel, and the (€ ) isderived by the action (12). W ith this understanding,
we can now llow "t Hooft’sm ethod PR]to evaluate the black hole entropy in ourm odel. For this purpose, we consider
N scalar eldseach wih energy E in the original Schwarzschild black hole background. The action in the range of
L>r>m + [E)) reads
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Theeq. (6) sexrves as the ultraviolt boundary condition of g . And according to refs [1,2] another boundary condition
can betakenas ; (r=L)= 0,where L is large.
Using the W K B approxination and by setting 2 = R2, @)Y ( ;' )e ®*, we have the radial wave number

k(@ LE) from the corresponding equation ofm otion:

2 ezt 1 Iy 1 2 2 .
k= 1 — 1 — E r “11+ 1) ; Intherangeof @ > r>r + E)): (26)
r r
T he num ber of states below energy E is
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N ote that be di erent from 't H ooft’s brick wallm odel, there is no an additional ulraviolet cuto to be Introduced
n above calculation of g E ). T he free energy then reads
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T he dom inant contribbution from the event horizon to F is
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wherewehaveused E )= E=2and @) isRimmann -function, @)= ho11=n 1202:
T he entropy of the black hole can now be cbtained as
RFE 8N ()%
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Noting = 1=Ty = 4 1y wih Ty the Hawking tem perature and = Zlg,wehave
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where A = 4 rfl is the horizon area. So we reproduce the correct relation of S / A, which im plies that we are on
the right track. W e shouldn't expect that the precise B ekenstein-H aw king entropy can be obtained via the brick-wall
m odel even with our sam iclassical consideration w thout ne tuning certain param eters. Nevertheless, our sem -
classical consideration does provide explanations to the boundary condition in posed for the eld considered and to
the brick wall thickness param eter h, therefore, still quite rem arkable.

Ifwe set the number of the quantum eld muliplt N = 4—(34) 324, then Eq. (31) does give the right entropy.
T he them al average valie of °@® ) can be obtahed as
— Z
E)- — =7 LR I (32)
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T he brick wall thickness given In Eq.(l) can be related to the above E) via

NO
h= (E); = 15 2: (33)

T his Indicates that the thickness hypothesis in the brick wallm odelre ects the average e ect of the noncom m utative
eld theory in the wall. Since the non-com m utativity arises from the s
em iclassical consideration, therefore we provide a direct link of the thickness hypothesis in the m odel to the
underlying quantum e ect as expected.
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