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Various theories of Quantum Gravity predict modifications of the Heisenberg Uncertainty Principle near
the Planck scale to a so-called Generalized Uncertainty Principle (GUP). In some recent papers, we
showed that the GUP gives rise to corrections to the Schrodinger equation, which in turn affect all
quantum mechanical Hamiltonians. In particular, by applying it to a particle in a one-dimensional box,
we showed that the box length must be quantized in terms of a fundamental length (which could be the

Planck length), which we interpreted as a signal of fundamental discreteness of space itself. In this Letter,
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we extend the above results to a relativistic particle in a rectangular as well as a spherical box, by solving

GUP the GUP-corrected Klein-Gordon and Dirac equations, and for the latter, to two and three dimensions. We

Quantum gravity
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again arrive at quantization of box length, area and volume and an indication of the fundamentally grainy
nature of space. We discuss possible implications.

© 2010 Elsevier B.V. Open access under CCRY license.

Various approaches to quantum gravity (such as String The-
ory and Doubly Special Relativity (or DSR) Theories), as well as
black hole physics, predict a minimum measurable length, and a
modification of the Heisenberg Uncertainty Principle to a so-called
Generalized Uncertainty Principle, or GUP, and a corresponding
modification of the commutation relations between position co-
ordinates and momenta. The following GUP which we proposed
in [1] is (and as far as we know the only one) consistent with DSR
theories, String Theory and Black Holes Physics and which ensure
[xi, Xj1=0=[p;, pj] (via the Jacobi identity)’

[xi. pjl = ih|:8ij —a<p81~j + %) +a?(p?s;j +3pipj)}, (1)
AXAp > g[l —2a(p) + 4a*(p?)]
)
> =|14+ | —= +4a° |Ap” + 4a“(p)° — 2a,/{p
2 (p?) )

(2)

where a = ag/Mpic = aglp/h, Mp; = Planck mass, £p ~ 107> m =
Planck length, and Mpc? = Planck energy ~ 10'° GeV. It should

* Corresponding author.
E-mail addresses: saurya.das@uleth.ca (S. Das), evagenas@academyofathens.gr
(E.C. Vagenas), ahmed.ali@uleth.ca (A.E. Ali).
1 (a) In [1,8,9] we had used « in place of a.
(b) The results of this article do not depend on this particular form of GUP
chosen, and continue to hold for a large class of variants, so long as an O(a) term
is present in the right-hand side of Eq. (1).

0370-2693 © 2010 Elsevier B.V. Open access under CCBY license.
doi:10.1016/j.physletb.2010.05.052

be stressed that the GUP-induced terms become important near
the Planck scale. It is normally assumed that ap ~ 1. (For earlier
versions of GUP, motivated by String Theory, Black Hole Physics,
DSR, etc., see e.g. [2-7], and for some phenomenological impli-
cations see [8,9,1].) Note that although Egs. (1) and (2) are not
Lorentz covariant, they are at least approximately covariant un-
der DSR transformations [7]. We expect the results of our Letter
to have similar covariance as well. In addition, since DSR transfor-
mations preserve not only the speed of light, but also the Planck
momentum and the Planck length, it is not surprising that Egs. (1)
and (2) imply the following minimum measurable length and max-
imum measurable momentum

AX 2 (AX)min ~ aolpy, (3)
Mpic
AP < (AP)max ~ % (4)

It can be shown that the following definitions

pi = poi(1 — apo + 2a*p?) (5)

(with xgi, poj satisfying the canonical commutation relations
[Xoi, pojl = ihd;j, such that pg; = —ihd/0xg;) satisfy Eq. (1). In [1]
we showed that any non-relativistic Hamiltonian of the form
H = p?/2m + V() can be written as H = p3/2m — (a/m)p} +
V(1) + O(a?) using Eq. (5), where the second term can be treated
as a perturbation. Now, the third order Schrédinger equation has a
new non-perturbative solution of the form v ~ /28" which when
superposed with the regular solutions perturbed by terms O(a),

Xi = Xoi,
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implies not only the usual quantization of energy, but also that
the box length L is quantized according to

L L
—— =2pmw +0,

— = eN, 6
ah  aplp P (6)

where 6 = O(1). We interpreted this as the quantization of mea-
surable lengths, and effectively that of space itself, near the Planck
scale. In this Letter, we re-examine the above problem, but now
assuming that the particle is relativistic. This we believe is im-
portant for several reasons, among which are that extreme high
energy (ultra-)relativistic particles are natural candidates for prob-
ing the nature of spacetime near the Planck scale, and that most
elementary particles in nature are fermions, obeying some form of
the Dirac equation. Furthermore, as seen from below, attempts to
extend our results to 2 and 3 dimensions seem to necessitate the
use of matrices. However, we first start by examining the simpler
Klein-Gordon equation.

1. Klein-Gordon equation in one dimension

The Klein-Gordon (KG) equation in 1-spatial dimension?

2 E? 2.2
peD(t,x) = = —m“c® |D(t, x). (7)

We see that this is identical to the Schrédinger equation, when one
makes the identification: 2mE/h? = k% — E2/h?c? —m2c2/h%. As a
result, the quantization of length, which does not depend on k,
continues to hold [1].

However, in addition to fermions being the most fundamental
entities, the 3-dimensional version of KG equation (7), when com-
bined with Eq. (5), suffers from the drawback that the p? term
translates to p? = p2 —2ap3 +0(a?) = —h*V2 +i2an*V3/2 + O(a?),
of which the second term is evidently non-local. As we shall see
in the next section, the Dirac equation can address both issues at
once.

2. Dirac equation in one dimension

First we linearize po = ,/p3, + péy + p}, using the Dirac pre-

scription, i.e. replace pg — @ - p, where «; (i=1,2,3) and 8 are
the Dirac matrices, for which we use the following representation

0 Oj B I 0
a (39 (1)

The GUP-corrected Dirac equation can thus be written to O(a) as®

Hy = (ca - p + pmc?)y ()
= (cd - Po — ca(@ - Po)(@ - Po) + Bmc?)y ()
=Ey({) 9)

which for 1-spatial dimension, say z, is in the position representa-
tion
: d 2 d 2
—ihco;— + cah” — + pmc” |¥(2) = EY (2). (10)
dz dz?
Note that this is a second order differential equation instead of the
usual first order Dirac equation (we have used ozzz =1). Thus, it has

2 In this and in subsequent sections, we start with the usual forms of the KG and
Dirac equations, as is indeed the case for massless particles, as well as for massive
particles and in their stationary states, with the re-definition m — m(1 — ¢pE/hc),
see e.g. Eq. (11) of [6] or Eq. (14) of [10].

3 In this section, we closely follow the formulation of [11].

two linearly independent, positive energy solutions, which to O(a)
are

o =N1e"’<2(m’<x), (11)
Z

V2 = Noeld (GXX> (12)
z

where m is the mass of the Dirac particle, k = kg +ahk(2), ko satis-

fies the usual dispersion relation E2 = (hkoc)2 + (mc?)2, r = %

and xTx = 1. Note that r runs from 0 (non-relativistic) to 1 (ultra-
relativistic). k, kg could be positive (right moving) or negative (left
moving). N1, N are suitable normalization constants. As in the
case of Schrodinger equation, here too a new non-perturbative so-
lution v, appears, which should drop out in the a — 0 (i.e. no
GUP) limit. This has a characteristic wavelength 2 ah.

As noted in [11], to confine a relativistic particle in a box of
length L in a consistent way avoiding the Klein paradox (in which
an increasing number of negative energy particles are excited), one
may take its mass to be z-dependent as was done in the MIT bag
model of quark confinement

m(z) =M, z <0 (Regionl),
=m, 0<z<L (Regionll),
=M, z>L (RegionlIll), (13)

where m and M are constants and we will eventually take the
limit M — oo. Thus, we can write the general wavefunctions in
the three regions

= Ae’iKZ< X ) +Gelin ( X ) : (14)
—Rozx O0zX
1/fu:Be”‘Z( X >+Ce’ik2< X >+Feiaiﬁ( X > (15)
rozx —TozX 0zX
1/f111=De”<Z< X >+Heiaiﬁ< X ) (16)
Rozx 0zX

where E? = (1Koc)? + (Mc?)?, K = Ko +ahKZ and R = hKoc/(E +
Mc?). Thus, in the limit M — oo, K — +ico, the terms associ-
ated with A and D go to zero. However, those with G and H do
not. Moreover, it can be shown that the fluxes due to these terms
do not vanish. Thus, we must set G =0 = H. In addition, without
loss of generality we choose B =1 and C =e® where § is a real
number. It can be shown that if one chooses |C| # 1 then the en-
ergy of the relativistic particle is complex. Finally, we must have
F ~a*, s > 0, such that this term goes to zero in the a — 0 limit.
Now, boundary conditions akin to that for the Schrédinger equa-
tion, namely ¥ =0 at z=0 and z = L will require vy to vanish
identically. Thus, they are disallowed. Instead, we require the out-
ward component of the Dirac current to be zero at the boundaries
(the MIT bag model). This ensures that the particle is indeed con-
fined within the box [12].

The conserved current corresponding to Eq. (10) can be shown
to be

. , dy  dyf
_ z il _ 7
Jz=vy tﬂ—i-lcﬁa(w 1 0 1//)
= Joz + J1z (17)

where Jo; + J1, are the usual and new GUP-induced currents, re-
spectively. We will comment on J{, shortly. First, the vanishing of

the Dirac current J* = y* at a boundary is equivalent to the
condition iy - ny = ¢ there, where n is the outward normal to
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the boundary [12]. Applying this to Jo, for the wavefunction v at
z=0and z=1L gives [11]

iBoz il z=0 = Yirlz=o0, (18)
and
—iBoz =1 = Yulz=L, (19)

respectively. Using the expression for vy from (15), we get from
(18) and (19), respectively,

B+C+Fle im/4

5 C =ir, (20)
BeikL +Ce_ikL + F/ei(L/ah+n/4) )
- . = —ir (21)
Besz _ Ce—tkL
(where F' = \/_F which in turn yield
ir—1) — Fle™ '™/ = (ir + 1)e,
(- 1) F/ —im /4 ( -1) ié (22)
(ir—1) — F/ol(L/ah+7 /4) gikL p—i6 _ (ir + l)ei(ZkLﬂS)_ (23)

Note that conditions (22) and (23) imply

[B| =1C|+ O(a), (24)
which guarantees that
J1z = —2cahk(1 +r%)[|B|* - |C|*] = 0. (25)
Furthermore, from (22) and (23) it follows that
hk
kL =§é = arctan| —— | + O(a), (26)
mc
and
L T
— = =2 T — —, EN. 27
ah aoplp P 2 P ( )

The transcendental equation (26) gives the quantized energy lev-
els for a relativistic particle in a box. Its a — 0 limit gives koL =
arctan(—%) which is Eq. (17) of Ref. [11], its non-relativistic limit
gives (ko +ahk )L = nm, while its non-relativistic and a — 0 limit
yields the Schrodmger equation result kgL = nm. Eq. (27) on the
other hand shows that such a particle cannot be confined in a
box, unless the box length is quantized according to this condi-
tion. Note that this is identical to the quantization condition (6),
which was derived using the Schrédinger equation (with the iden-
tification § = —m/2). This indicates the robustness of the result.
As measuring spatial dimensions requires the existence and obser-
vation of at least one particle, the above result once again seems
to indicate that effectively all measurable lengths are quantized in
units of aglp;.

3. Dirac equation in two and three dimensions

We now generalize to a box in two or three dimensions de-
fined by 0 <x; <Lj,i=1,...,d withd=1, 2, 3. We start with the
following ansatz for the wavefunction

_ ollT X 28
v=e </3-5X) (28)

where t and § are d-dimensional (spatial) vectors, and xTx =1 as
before. In this case, Eq. (9) translates to

Hy =elt” <((mc2 — cah®t?) + ch(t- p+i6 - (t x p)))x )
- (cht — (mc? + cah®t2)p) - &
—Ey, (29)

where we have used the identity (t 0)(p-0) —t 0 +io - ( x 0).
Eq. (29) implies f x 5 =0, i.e. p is parallel to f, and two solu-
tions for t, namely t =k and t = 1/ah, and correspondingly p =r
and p = 1. The latter solutions for t and p are the (new) non-
perturbative ones, which as we shall see, will give rise to quanti-
zatlon of space. Thus the vector f for the two cases are f = k and
= ﬁ and p = rk and 0 = g respectively, where § is an arbitrary

unit vector.* Thus, putting in the normalizations, the two indepen-
dent positive energy solutions are

¥ =N1€ilz'F<rlA< 'X6X>’ (30)
Y2 = Nape'e L (@'§X> (31)

with 1, being the new GUP-induced eigenfunction.
Next, we consider the following wavefunction

[T (€™t 4 eitkind0) 4 Feln 1
V= Z?:] [1_1?21 (efkixi 4 (_‘l)(Sije—i(iji—ai))rkj (32)

+Fel@ gjlojx

where d =1, 2, 3, depending on the number of spatial dimensions
and an overall normalization has been set to unity. The number of
terms in row I and row Il are 2¢ + 1 and (2¢ + 1) x d respectively,
i.e. (3,3), (5,10) and (9, 27) in 1, 2 and 3 dimensions, respectively.
It can be easily shown that the above is a superposition of F
and the following 2¢ eigenfunctions, for all possible combinations
with ¢; (i=1,...,d), with ¢ =+£1

) s.) < X )
7 A (33)
r Zflzl €ikioix

where §; (i=1,...,d) are phases to be determined shortly using
boundary conditions.

Again, we impose the MIT bag boundary conditions +ifoy =
¥, k=1,...,d, with the + and — signs corresponding to x; =0
and x; = Lj respectively, ensuring vanishing flux through all six
boundaries. First, we write the above boundary condition for
any xi, for the wavefunction given in Eq. (32). This yields the fol-
lowing 2-component equation

P9 T (% + (—1)Pwe i kixi=30) oo
LI
+ +Fe'am oy §jojlx =vy. (34)
_i[l‘[?:] (etkixi 4 e=ilkixi=6i)y 4 Fei%]dkx
Employing the MIT bag model boundary conditions and thus

equating rows I and II of Eq. (32) with the corresponding ones
of Eq. (34) yields, respectively

d P
[](e™ + ek 1 pel &
i=1

- j:|:ll_[( thixi 1 (—1)Pe=iki%i=00) e iFei's § ax

v = ei(Z?:1 €ikixi+

d d
+i ) [n(e”“"‘”r(—l)‘s"fei(ki"fsi))r’zjffkaj

i=1

+Fel's @jﬂkffjﬂ (35)

4 Although one can choose § = IA<, per se our analysis does not require this to be
the case. We will comment on this towards the end of the Letter.
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l_[(eiqu,- + e—i(kixi—(Si)) + Fei%
i=1

d =
-+ |:l l_[(eik,'xi + (—1)‘5ike_i(kf"f_‘3f))rlzk + iFeiZ—ﬁak
i=1

d d
+i Z |:l_[(€ikixi + (—1)5ij€_i(l<ixi_8i))lejo’j(fk

j=1kLi=1
+ Fei% aj0j61<:|:| . (36)

Note that the only difference between Eqs. (35) and (36) is in the
order of oy and o; in the last two terms in the RHS. Thus, adding
the two equations and using {0y, 0} = 0, these terms simply
drop out. Next, dividing the rest by f;(x;, ki, 8;) = ]_[f:#k(e”‘f"i +
e~ikixi=30) where the subscript k of f;, signifies the lack of depen-
dence on (X, ki, &), we get

eikiXic 4 p—itkix—0) | flz_l Fei%

L itk — A o1 0T

= i (e — e R0 ) ey £ if; TFelan §. (37)
Note that for all practical purposes the boundary condition has
factorized into its Cartesian components, at least in the a indepen-
dent terms, which contain (x, ki, 8x) alone, i.e. no other index i.
Eq. (37) yields, at x;, =0 and x; = L, respectively,

e (1 + irky) = (irk, — 1) + [ Fre (38)
and
ei(21<kLk—8k)(1 4 ir]}k) — (irf(k —1+ f,—:lF]Qeiekei(kkLk_sk) (39)

where F, = /14 |Gx|?F, 6 = arctangy and we have assumed that
fi 1s evaluated at the same x; (i # k) at both boundaries of x.
Comparing Eqgs. (38) and (39), which are the d-dimensional gener-
alizations of Egs. (22) and (23), we see that the following relations
must hold

hkj,
kiLy = 8 = arctan (——) O(a), (40)
mc
qx|L qr|L
|9kl Lic _ 1qk|Li —2p — 20, (41)
ah aolp

While Eq. (40) yields quantization of energy levels in d dimen-
sions (kiLy =nsm in the non-relativistic limit), Eq. (41) shows that
lengths in all directions are quantized. Further, one may choose
the symmetric case |x| = 1/\/3,5 in which case, it follows from
Eq. (41) above

L

= 2pr —26)Vd, peN, (42)
(105

which reduces to Eq. (27) for d = 1. Note that the above also
gives rise to quantization of measured areas (N = 2) and volumes
(N =3), as follows

5 Alternatively, assuming no direction is intrinsically preferred in space and the
only special direction is provided by the particle momentum k, one can make
the identification § = k, in which case |d| = ny/ Z?:l n? ~ 1/+/d, assuming that
the momentum quantum numbers ng >3> 1 and approximately equal, when space is
probed at the fundamental level with ultra high energy super-Planckian particles.

N
=d"?T]@pir —260), preN. (43)

k=1

N
N= l_! aolp

4. Spherical cavity: Dirac equation in polar coordinates

Finally, we solve the Dirac equation with the GUP-induced
terms in a spherical cavity, and show that only cavities of certain
discrete dimensions can confine a relativistic particle. We follow
the analysis of [13]. For related references, see [12,14]. A spherical
cavity of radius R, defined by the potential

U(r)=0, r<R,
=Up—>o00, T>R, (44)

yields the following Dirac equation in component form

Qu

-Po)xz + (mc* + U) x1 — capg x1 = E . (45)
Po)x1 — (mc® + U) x2 — capgx2 = Ex2 (46)

c(

c(

Qu

where the Dirac spinor has the form ¢ = ())((2'

that the following operators commute with the GUP-corrected
Hamiltonian: the total angular momentum operator (not to be
confused with the Dirac current represented by the same letter)
] =1L+ 2/2 K = ﬁ(E L+ I), where L is the orbital angular

momentum, X = (0&), and K2 = J2 + 1/4. Thus, eigenvalues

). It can be shown

of J2 and K, namely j(j + 1) and « respectively, are related by
Kk = £(j + 1/2). Correspondingly, the Dirac spinor has the follow-
ing form

Y1 gK<r)yff3 )
V= < ) (47)
X2 lfx(r) ()
i 1
] .
Yii= (l 5 B335 3 ’] ]3) 2(r)< >
1 1
+ (l 5 sty 3 ’1 s )Y’3+2(r)(?> (48)
where Ylji% are spherical harmonics and (j{ j» my my | J M) are

Clebsch-Gordon coefficients. x; and x» are eigenstates of L2 with
eigenvalues h2£(¢ + 1) and hi%¢/(¢' + 1), respectively, such that the
following hold

1
if/(:j+§>0,
.1 |
thenl=k=j+-, {=xk—-1=j— -, (49)
2 2
. .1
and1f1<=—(]+§><0,

. , .1
thenZ:—(K—i-l):]—i, Z:—K:]+§. (50)
Next, we use the following identities
. . O-T
0-po=—— [(U )(0 - Po)]

0T ..
=—[r Po +iG -T x Pol
o-r[ . d .. -
= r—z[—lhra +10 - L:|, (51)
@ L+ Dxno=Fxx12, (52)
(8'r)yg—_ ]1/7 (U r)yﬂr:_ylj'f (53)
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where we have used (G - A)(G -B) = A - B +i5 - (A x B), the
related identity (G -7)(G -7) =r?, and the relation piF(nY!" =
12 _r_ZE(r )+ “ﬁ—;”]F(r)Y}f for an arbitrary function F(r), to

obtain from Eqs. (45)-(46)

d 1
- h%-ﬁ- )fK+(mC2+U)gK
1d/,dg Le+1)
2 208«
~+ cah r—za<r ?> — Tg,{| = EgK, (54)
dg K+1
h—+c( )gK—(mc2+U)fK
dr r
M1 "+1
+ cah? —Zi<r2%> K(Z + )fK]=EfK- (55)
Lredr dr

As in the case of rectangular cavities, Egs. (54)-(55) have the stan-
dard set of solutions, slightly perturbed by the GUP-induced term
(represented by the O(a) terms below)

gc(r) = Nje(por) + O(a),
where ¢ = TfK >9, (56)
—(k+1), ifk <0,
k |E—mc?
fey=N i |,/E+m 5 Jv(por) + O(a),
where ¢/ = (e =1, ffK >0, (57)
—K, ifk <0,

where jj(x) are spherical Bessel functions. It can be shown that
the MIT bag boundary condition (at r = R) is equivalent to [12,13]

ViV =0 (58)
which in the massless (high energy) limit yields
[820) — 2] (VE) V] + 0@ =0 (59)

which in turn gives the quantization of energy (for energy eigen-
values obtained numerically from Eq. (59), see Table 2.1, Chapter 2,
Ref. [13]. These will also undergo tiny modifications O(a)).

But from the analysis of previous sections, we expect new non-
perturbative solutions of the form f¢ = Fe(r)e'€/% and g, =
G (r)el€T/a (where € = O(1)) for which Eqs. (54)-(55) simplify to

d’g.  dfi
"G = (60)
d* fi dgi
R L 14 61
T T ar (61

where we have dropped terms which are ignorable for small a.
These indeed have solutions

f’i\[ — iN/eir/aﬁ’ (62)
g?f — N/el’l’/aﬁ’ (63)

where similar to the constant C in Ref. [1], here one must have
limg_,o N’ =0, such that these new solutions drop out in the a — 0
limit. The boundary condition (58) now gives

g+ =fem) + N0, (64)

which to O(a) translates to

[57(PoR) — jZ (poR)]
+ 2N'[je(poR) cos(R/ah) — jy (poR) sin(R/ah)] = 0. (65)

This again implies the following conditions

Je(poR) = je(poR), (66)
tan(R/ah) = 1. (67)

The first condition is identical to Eq. (59), and hence the energy
quantization. The second implies

R R

=2pm il
ah ~ aplp b 4’

peN. (68)
This once again, the radius of the cavity, and hence the area and
volume of spheres are seen to be quantized.

5. Conclusions

In this Letter, we have studied a relativistic particle in a box
in one, two and three dimensions (including a spherical cavity
in three dimensions), using the Klein-Gordon and Dirac equa-
tions with corrections that follow from the Generalized Uncer-
tainty Principle. We have shown that to confine the particle in the
box, the dimensions of the latter would have to be quantized in
multiples of a fundamental length, which can be the Planck length.
As measurements of lengths, areas and volumes require the ex-
istence and use of such particles, we interpret this as effective
quantization of these quantities. Note that although existence of
a fundamental length is apparently inconsistent with special rela-
tivity and Lorentz transformations (fundamental length in whose
frame?), it is indeed consistent, and in perfect agreement with
Doubly Special Relativity Theories. It is hoped that the essence of
these results will continue to hold in curved spacetimes, and even
if possible fluctuations of the metric can be take into account in
a consistent way. In addition to exploring these issues, it would
be interesting to study possible phenomenological implications of
space quantization; e.g. if it has any measurable effects at dis-
tance scales far greater than the Planck length, such as at about
10— fm, the length scale to be probed by the Large Hadron Col-
lider. We hope to make further studies in this direction and report
elsewhere.

Note added

Following a suggestion of the anonymous referee to re-examine wave equations
for a spinless particle with relativistic corrections, we explore two routes:

(i) First, we write the time-dependent version of the GUP-corrected Dirac equa-
tion (9)

Hy = (ca - p+ pmc)y (F, t)
= (ca - Po — ca(@ - po)(@ - Po) + pmc2) Y (7, )
G

69
T: (69)
To study the non-relativistic limit, we write the spinor ¥ in a slightly different
form as [15]
.t

p=eine(K00), (70)

X2(r,t)
and obtain the two component equations
. 0x1 o o o = 2
mW =c¢(0 - po)x2 —ca(o - o) X1, (71)
. 0X2 . .
lﬁ% =-2mc?x2 +¢(G - Po)x1 — ca(@ - po)* 2. (72)

For mc? > |3 x2/dt|, Eq. (72) gives to O(a)

1

o = %[1 _ ﬂ(a Bo) ](& Bo)x1, (73)
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which when substituted in Eq. (71) leads to

. 0X1 1 . - 5 a L -4 o=
h—2=—(5- - (- - . . 74
ih= = 35@ o) xa (2m)2c(6 Po)*x1 —ca(o - po)* x1 (74)

Using the identity (6 - po)? = p3, Eq. (74) becomes

L 0X1 1 2 a4
L === - . 75
"ot [<2m ca)po (2m)2cp0 X (73)

—iEt/h

Finally, substituting x1(F,t) =e x1(F), we get

1 2 a 4 _
[(ﬁ—CU)Po— WPO]XI =Exi. (76)

Although the above GUP-corrected Pauli equation actually describes a 2-com-
ponent, non-relativistic spinor, it is an interesting (and new) extension of
the Schrodinger equation, and can have potential applications elsewhere. Note
that the above holds in any spacetime dimension and is local. In particular,
in one dimension, in addition to the usual plane wave solutions x; = etik'z

(where k' = ,/ZmE/hz + O(a)), Eq. (76) also admits of the non-perturbative

solutions x; = e*#v2M/% \which too are plane waves but with wavelength
~ hy/ajmc = \/aglyfi/mc. Imposing standard boundary condition x; =0 at
z=0 and z =L and following the procedure outlined in [1], it is easy to show
that L//aglp is quantized.

Next, we square the operators on both sides of Eq. (9), use g2 =1 and the
relation (& - po)* = p3 to obtain

H? = p3c® +m*c* — 2cap[ca - p + pmc?)
= p3c? +m?c* — 2capiH
=p3c*(1 —2aH/c) + m*c* (77)

where in the last term of the intermediate step we have substituted H =
ca - po + Bmc? 4+ O(a). It is seen that the above too can be used in any di-
mension and is local. Furthermore, by construction, solutions of (9) are also
solutions of (77) treated as a differential equation, resulting in identical space
quantization results.

We expect similar results to hold for equations governing bosonic fields with
higher spins, such as Maxwel’s equations, including GUP corrections. It would be
interesting to see the interplay of such a field with fermions, say via minimal cou-
pling. We hope to report on it elsewhere.
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