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A sem i-classicalreasoning leads to the non-com m utativity ofthe space and tim e coordinates

nearthehorizon ofSchwarzschild black hole.Thisnon-com m utativity in turn providesa m echanism

to interpretthebrick wallthicknesshypothesisin ’tHooft’sbrick wallm odelaswellastheboundary

condition im posed forthe �eld considered. Forconcreteness,we considera noncom m utative scalar

�eld m odelnearthe horizon and derive the e�ective m etric via the equation ofm otion ofnoncom -

m utative scalar�eld.Thism etric displaysa new horizon in addition to the originalone associated

with the Schwarzschild black hole. The in�nite red-shifting ofthe scalar �eld on the new horizon

determ inestherangeofthenoncom m utativ spaceand explainstherelevantboundary condition for

the�eld.Thisrange enablesusto calculate theentropy ofblack hole asproportionalto thearea of

itsoriginalhorizon along the sam e line asin ’tHooft’s m odel,and the thicknessofthe brick wall

is found to be proportionalto the therm alaverage ofthe noncom m utative space-tim e range. The

study here representsan attem ptto revealsom e physicsbeyond the brick wallm odel.

The brick wallm odelproposed by ’t Hooft has been used for the purpose ofderiving the entropy ofblack hole

and otherquantities[1][2],and hasbeen extensively studied (an incom plete list,seeRefs.[3][4]).In the m odel,the

thicknessofthe brick wallnearthe horizon ofSchwarzschild black hole wassetto be

h =
N 0l2p

360�rH
(1)

where rH isthe radiusatwhich the horizon islocated,lp =
p
G (in thisletter�h = c= 1)the Planck length and N 0

the num berofthe m ultipletofthe quantum �eld in the m odel.Eq.(1)isa prior hypothesisofthe brick wallm odel.

Actually,only under this hypothesis,the therm odynam ic properties ofa black hole can be reproduced correctly.

Nam ely,thism odelcan lead to the correctBekenstein-Hawking entropy form ula

SB H =
1

4

A

G
(2)

whereSB H isBekenstein-Hawking entropy [5][6]and A isthehorizon area .In thisletter,wetry to derivethebrick

wallthicknessby a sem i-classicalargum entand to revealsom eunderlying physicsrelated to thishypothesis.

Forthe sake ofde�niteness,we study the 3+ 1 dim ensionalSchwarzschild black hole. In thiscase,@t isthe tim e

K illing vector.Itsglobalenergy (orthe m assofthe black hole)isE B H = M = rH =2G .Ratherthan thinking black

holeasa classicalobject,wetreatitasa quantum statewith high degeneracy and itsdegreesoffreedom arelocated

nearby the horizon. Treating the energy E B H and itsconjugate tim e coordinate asoperators,quantum m echanics

tells that these two quantities can notbe m easured sim ultaneously. In other words,E B H and t satisfy Heisenberg

�
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uncertainty relation [t;E ]= i. G iven the relation E B H = rH =2G ,we m ust conclude that the uncertainty ofE B H

im ply thatofrH ,and then wehave

[t;r]jr= rH = i2l
2

p; (3)

Thisequation im pliesthattheradialcoordinateisnoncom m utativewith thetim eatthehorizon.Thecorresponding

uncertainty relation forthem is(�t)(�r)j r� rH � 2l2p.In otherwords,dueto quantum m easurem ente�ects,rspreads

in the rangeof(rH � �r;r H + �r).Nam ely,eq.(3)isextended asfollows

[t;r]jr2(rH ;rH + � )= i2l
2

p: (4)

where � is a distance aboutPlanck length scale. Here,for sim plicity,we have denoted on �r = � with � on the

order oflp. For a classicalobserver at in�nity,he can only detect events happening at r > rH . For this reason,

we only need to considerr > rH atleastsem i-classically. In the range of(rH ;rH + �),the classical� a� �eldsare

noncom m utative. The non-com m utative theory in �eld theory and in string theory has been discussed recently in

[7,8].Asr> rH + �,the �eldsarecom m utativeasusualsince

[t;r]jr> rH + � = 0: (5)

According to ouraforem entioned discussion,weshould constructa brick wallm odelwith noncom m utative�a� �elds

in therangeof(rH ;rH + �)and with com m utative�
a� �eldsin (rH + �;L)whereL representsan infrared cuto�in the

m odel.Itisessentialthat� should bean intrinsicquantity ofthem odel,which characterizestheboundary between

the noncom m utative space-tim e range and the com m utative space-tim e range,and should be determ ined by the

m odelitselfconsistently.Surprisingly,thisexpectation can berealized and a brick wallm odelwithoutthebrick wall

thicknesshypothesiscan beconstructed by thefollowing considerations:1)Starting with a sim plestnoncom m utative

�a� �eld action within m etric ofSchwarzschild black hole,the equation ofm otion of�a can be derived exactly;2)

Thisequation ofm otion in noncom m utative�eld theory should be,ofcourse,quitedi�erentfrom theordinary K lein-

G ordon equation of�a-�elds within Schwarzschild m etric. This fact im plies �a� �elds m ove in a curve space with

a new e�ective m etric eg�� for a classicalobserver at in�nity;3) Rem arkably,it willbe shown below that egtt has
two new singularitiesbesidesthe originalone atr = rH : one is outside the horizon ofthe black hole and another

is in inside. Denoting their locations as rH � � 0 respectively,we will�nd � 0 is dependent on the energies ofthe

noncom m utative �eldsE ,i.e.,� 0 = � 0(E ). Thism eansthatto the �eldswith energy E ,�aE (r),itsred-shifting on

the (rH � � 0(E ))-surfaceisin�nite due to eg00(r= rH + �(E ))= 0,and then we have

�
a
E (r)jr= rH + � 0(E ) = 0; (6)

4)W earguethatthefactthatthenoncom m utative�eldsvanish atr= rH + �
0(E )m eanswecan think thespace-tim e

coordinateson thesurfaceofr= rH + � 0(E )to becom m utative,i.e.,[t;r]jr= rH + � 0(E ) = 0.And then wewillfurther

have

[t;r]jr� rH + � 0(E ) = 0: (7)

Com paring eq.(7)with (5),weget

�
0
(E )= �: (8)

Nam ely,� = �(E ) can be determ ined by using eqs.(6) and (8),and the ordinary brick wallm odelworksin the

raging of(rH + �;L),whose ultraviolet boundary condition is eq.(6). Consequently,we have constructed a new

m odelwithoutthe brick wallthicknesshypothesisby starting with thinking the black hole asa quantum state with

high degeneracy.In the follows,weshallapply thism odelto derivethe entropy ofthe Schwarzschild black hole,and

to interpret’tHooft’shypotheseson the brick wallthickness.

W ith theabove,wenow considerthe classical�eld asa probein theregion ofrH < r< rH + �(E )butm oving in

a non-com m utativebackground.W e rewriteeq.(4)asfollows

[x
i
;x

j
]= i�"

ij
; (i;j= 0;1); (x

0
= t;x

1
= r); � = 2l

2

p; (9)

[x
k
;x

�
]= 0; (k = 2;3;� = 0;1;2;3) (10)

where "ij isan antisym m etricaltensorwith "01 = 1.The starproductoftwo function f(x)and g(x)isgiven by the

M oyalform ula:
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(f ?g)(x)= exp

�
i

2
�"

ij @

@xi

@

@yj

�

f(x)g(y)jy= x: (11)

Forsim plicity,weconsideronly the coupling between the �eld and the background,i.e.,

I = �
1

2

Z

d
4
x
p
� gg��(@��E ?@��E ) (rH < r< rH + �) (12)

whereg�� isthem etric ofa Schwarzschild black hole,

ds
2
= �

�
1�

rH

r

�
dt

2
+

�
1�

rH

r

�� 1
dr

2
+ r

2
(d�

2
+ sin�

2
d’

2
): (13)

W e evaluate the startproductin the action using Eq. (11)and castthe action in the ordinary product. By this,

the noncom m utative e�ectcan be absorbed into an equivalentbackground m etric. In otherwords,we �rsttake the

sem i-classicalquantum e�ectinto consideration.Thise�ectisthen realized through thenon-com m utativegeom etry.

Finally,thise�ectisfurtherthrough an e�ectivebackground butin an ordinary geom etry.Fora given energy m ode,

i.e.,assum ing �E (t;r;�;’)= e� itE f(r;�;’),thee�ectivem etriccan beeitherread from theaction (actually sim pler)

orfrom the following equation ofm otion forthe scalar�eld oncethe starproductisevaluated:

@t(
p
� ggtt@t�

a
)+ @r(

p
� ggrr@r�

a
)+ @�(

p
� gg��@��

a
)+ @’(

p
� gg’’@’�

a
)+

1

2!

�
i�

2

� 2

(
p
� ggrr);rr @t@t@r@r�

a
+

1X

n= 1

1

2n!

�
i�

2

� 2n

(
p
� ggtt);r� � � r| {z }

2n

@t� � � @t| {z }
2n+ 2

�
a
= 0 (14)

where(
p
� ggtt);r� � � r| {z }

n

standsfor@r � � � @r| {z }
n

(
p
� ggtt),etc.Forthescalar�eld with given energy E ,theaboveequation

becom es
"

�
sin�r3

r� rH
�
sin��2E 2

4
�
sin��2r3H

r� rH

1X

n= 1

�
�E

2(r� rH )

� 2n
#

�
a
E ;tt (15)

+

�

sin�r(r� rH )+
sin��2E 2

4

�

�
a
E ;rr + @�(sin�@��

a
)+

1

sin�
�
a
E ;’’ = 0

Noticing

1X

n= 1

(
�E

2(r� rH )
)
2n

=
1

1� � 2E 2

4(r� rH )2

� 1; (16)

wecan read the e�ective m etric ~g�� from Eq.(15)as

�
sin�r3

r� rH

"

1+
� 2E 2(r� rH )

4r3
+
r3H

r3

 
1

1� � 2E 2

4(r� rH )2

� 1

! #

=
p
� egegtt; (17)

sin�[

�

r(r� rH )+
� 2E 2

4

�

=
p
� egegrr; (18)

sin� =
p
� egeg��; (19)

1

sin�
=
p
� egeg’’: (20)

From the above,we can solvethe e�ective m etricas

sin�
2eg�� = eg’’; (21)

egttegrr = � 1; (22)

egtt = � (1�
rH

r
)

v
u
u
u
u
t

1+
� 2(E )

r(r� rH )

1+
� 2(E )(r� rH )

r3
+

r3
H

r3
[ 1

1�
� 2(E )

(r� r
H

)2

� 1]

; (23)

~g
2

�� =
�
r(r� rH )+ �

2
(E )

�
�

r
2
+ rrH + r

2

H + �
2
(E )+

(r� rH )r
3
H

(r� rH )
2 � � 2(E )

�

; (24)
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where we have set�(E )= �E =2. This e�ective m etric is quite di�erentfrom the originalone. The sem i-classical

e�ectcausesthe unexpected appearance ofa new horizon atr = rH + �(E )atwhich ~g tt vanishes. Note also that

the ~g�� blowsup atthispointwhich im pliesthatthe curvaturescalarvanishesatthispoint,too.thereforea regular

one.Notethat,asalso discussed in [2],theenergy E forthescalar� shouldn’tbetoo large,therefore�(E )= �E =2

isnotlargerthan the Planck length.

W ith theabove,itisnow notdi�culttounderstand theboundarycondition (6)(with (8))wegiven earlier.Because

ofthe appearance ofthe new horizon,an observercannotdetectthe �E atr � rH + �(E ). Justwe have discussed

earlierthatthe �eld has an in�nite red-shiftatr = rH + �(E ). And since the noncom m utative property of� a
E is

caused by [t;r]6= 0,�aE (rH + �(E ))= 0 m eans[t;r]= 0 atr = r H + �(E ),asr > r H + �(E ),the �eld � E should

be a com m utative oneasdiscussed earlier.Thisin turn providesan explanation forthe short-distancecuto�,orthe

brick wallthicknessh,introduced in ’tHooft’sm odel.In otherwords,theh hasitsorigin ofour�(E ).W eem phasize

again thatthereisno brick wallin ourm odel,and the�(E )isderived by the action (12).W ith thisunderstanding,

wecan now follow ’tHooft’sm ethod [2]to evaluatetheblack holeentropy in ourm odel.Forthispurpose,weconsider

N scalar�eldseach with energy E in the originalSchwarzschild black hole background. The action in the range of

(L > r> rH + �(E ))reads

I = �
1

2

Z

d
4
x
p
� gg��(@��

a
E @��

a
E ); (r> rH + �(E )): (25)

Theeq.(6)servesastheultravioletboundary condition of�aE .And accordingtorefs[1,2]anotherboundary condition

can be taken as�aE (r= L)= 0,whereL islarge.

Using the W K B approxim ation and by setting �aE = R a
nl
(r)Ylm (�;’)e

� iE t, we have the radialwave num ber

k(r;l;E )from the corresponding equation ofm otion:

k
2
=

�
1�

rH

r

�� 1 ��
1�

rH

r

�� 1
E
2 � r

� 2
l(l+ 1)

�

; in therangeof(L > r> rH + �(E )): (26)

The num berofstatesbelow energy E is

g(E )= N

Z

dl(2l+ 1)

Z L

rH + � (E )

dr
p
k2(l;E )

=
2N

3

Z L

rH + � (E )

dr
r4E 3

(r� rH )
2
: (27)

Note thatbe di�erentfrom ’tHooft’sbrick wallm odel,there isno an additionalultravioletcuto� to be introduced

in abovecalculation ofg(E ).Thefree energy then reads

��F =

Z

dg(E )ln(1� e
� �E

)

= �

Z 1

0

dE
�g(E )

e�E � 1

= �
2N

3

Z 1

0

dE
�E 3

e�E � 1

Z L

rH + � (E )

dr
r4

(r� rH )
2
: (28)

The dom inantcontribution from the eventhorizon to F is

F � �
8N �(3)r4H

3��� 3
(29)

wherewehaveused �(E )= �E =2 and �(3)isRiem ann �-function,�(3)=
P 1

n= 1
1=n3 � 1:202:

The entropy ofthe black hole can now be obtained as

S = �
2
@F

@�
=
8N �(3)r4H

��� 2
: (30)

Noting � = 1=TH = 4�rH with TH the Hawking tem perature and � = 2l2p,we have

S =
�(3)N

16�4

A

G
(31)
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where A = 4�r2H isthe horizon area. So we reproduce the correctrelation ofS / A,which im pliesthatwe are on

therighttrack.W eshouldn’texpectthatthepreciseBekenstein-Hawking entropy can beobtained via thebrick-wall

m odeleven with our sem i-classicalconsideration without �ne tuning certain param eters. Nevertheless,our sem i-

classicalconsideration doesprovide explanationsto the boundary condition im posed forthe �eld considered and to

the brick wallthicknessparam eterh,therefore,stillquite rem arkable.

Ifwe setthe num ber ofthe quantum �eld m ultiplet N = 4�
4

�(3)
� 324,then Eq. (31)does give the rightentropy.

The therm alaveragevalueof� 0(E )can be obtained as

�(E )=
�E

2
= l

2

p �

Z 1

0

�E dE

e�E � 1
=

�l2p

24rH
: (32)

The brick wallthicknessgiven in Eq.(1)can be related to the above�(E )via

h = ��(E ); � =
N 0

15�2
: (33)

Thisindicatesthatthethicknesshypothesisin thebrick wallm odelre
ectstheaveragee�ectofthenoncom m utative

�eld theory in the wall.Since the non-com m utativity arisesfrom thes

em i-classicalconsideration,therefore we provide a direct link of the thickness hypothesis in the m odelto the

underlying quantum e�ectasexpected.
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