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A bstract

M odi�cationsofHeisenberg’suncertainty relation havebeen proposed in theliterature

which im ply a m inim um position uncertainity. W e study the low energy e�ects ofthe

new physics responsible for this by exam ining the consequent change in the quantum

m echanicalcom m utation relations involving position and m om enta. In particular,the

m odi�cations to the spectrum ofthe hydrogen atom can be naturally interpreted as a

varying (with energy) �ne structure constant. From the data on the energy levels we

attem pt to constrain the scale ofthe new physics and �nd that it m ust be close to or

larger than the weak scale. Experim entsin the nearfuture are expected to change this

bound by atleastan additionalorderofm agnitude.
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1.Severalindependantlinesofinvestigationsappeartosuggestam odi�cationoftheHeisenberg

uncertainty relation to theform :

�x �
�h

2

 
1

�p
+ ��p

!

; (1)

which im pliesa m inim um position uncertainty of�x m in = �h
p
�.In perturbativestring theory

[1],such aconsequencearisesduetothefactthatstringscannotprobedistancessm allerthanthe

stringscale.W eshould caution however,thatthisparticularform ofthegeneralized uncertainty

relation isneither a unique nora conclusive prediction ofstring theory. Indeed as shown in

ref.([2]),D-branescan probe distancessm allerthan the string scale and othergeneralizations

oftheuncertainty relationshavebeen proposed,foragood review see[3].Attem pting to�nd a

generaldeform ed Heisenberg algebra,ageneralized com m utation relation (in threedim ensions)

hasbeenproposedin[4]which im pliestheaboveuncertaintyrelationundercertainassum ptions.

Finally,in ref.([5]),the m odi�ed uncertainty relation hasbeen argued to arise by taking into

account the gravitationalinteractions ofhighly energetic photons with the other elem entary

particlesand � in thiscaseisoftheorderofthe(squareofthe)Plancklength.In onedim ension,

a possibleway to realizeeq.(1)[6,7]isthrough thefollowing com m utation relation,

[X ; P]= i�h(1+ �P
2) (2)

and in higherdim ensionsthisisgeneralized to thefollowing tensorialform ,

[X i; Pj]= i�h((1+ �~P
2)�ij + �

0
PiPj): (3)

As em phasized in [7]Eq.(1) has the interesting feature that itexhibits the so called UV/IR

correspondence �rstnoticed [8]in the contextofthe ADS/CFT correspondence. In ourcase

thisisjustthestatem entthat,asisevidentfrom eq.(1),atlarge�p,�x isalso large.Such a

correspondence ishard to visualize in thecontextoflocalquantum �eld theoriesbutitseem s

to bean essentialfeatureofcertain typesofnew physics[9]being considered recently.

In thispaperwewilltaketheviewpointthateq.(1)and thecom m utation relation providean

e�ectivedescription by m eansofwhich new physicse�ectsm ay bem anifested atlow energies.

The factthatthese satisfy the UV/IR relation only m akes this m ore likely and ourpurpose

is to investigate how these kinds ofnovelideas m ay be m anifested in particular in the well

known hydrogen atom problem .A calculation ofthe hydrogen spectrum indicatesthatin the

generalized fram ework one isled naturally to a varying (with energy)�ne structure constant.

Precision data available on the energy levels can be used to constrain the scale ofthe new

physics.W riting,

� =
��

(�c)2
(4)

and asim ilarequation for�0,with dim ensionless �� and ��0oforderone,we�nd thatthepresent

dataim pliesthat�m ustbeclosetoorgreaterthan theweak scale.W ithin thenextfew years,

proposed experim entswillim prove thisbound by two ordersofm agnitude.In therestofthis

paper,thedetailsleading to theaboveconclusionswillbeelucidated.

2. In addition to the com m utation relation (3),assum ing that the m om enta com m ute with

each other,them odi�ed com m utation relationsforthecoordinatesare

[X i: X j]= i�h
(2� � �0)+ (2� + �0)�~P 2

1+ �~P 2
(PiX j � PjX i): (5)
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Because the coordinatesdo notcom m ute,itism ore convenient to work in m om entum space

and de�ne coordinate dependentoperatorsthrough theirm om entum representations. Forthe

hydrogen atom ,wehavetheSchrodingerequation

(
~P 2

2m
�
Ze2

r
)j >= E j >;

orequivalently,

(r
~P 2

2m
� Ze

2)j >= E rj >; (6)

which callsfora de�nition ofr,which willbeexpressed asfunctionsof ~P,itsderivatives,and

theangularm om entum operators

Lij =
X iPj � X jPi

1+ �~P 2
:

W ith thisde�nition,onecan check thatthecom m utation relationsofLij,being generatorsof

rotationsaretheusualones,i.e.,

[X k; Lij]= i�h(X i�kj � X j�ki);

[Pk; Lij]= i�h(Pi�kj � Pj�ki);

and

[Lkl; Lij]= i�h(Lil�kj + Lki�lj � Ljl�ki� Lkj�li):

Aftersom erathertediousalgebra,onecan also show thatifonede�nes

�i= Pif(~P
2);

where

f(~P 2)=
1

q

(� + �0)~P 2

tan
�1

q

(� + �0)~P 2; (7)

then

X i= i�h[(1+ �p
2)

@

@pi
+ �

0
pipj

@

@pj
+ 
pi]= i�h

@

@�i
+ a(~p2)pkLik + i�h
pi; (8)

is the representation thatsatis�es the relevant com m utation relations written in eqs.(3) and

(5)where,

a(~p2)~p2 = 1+ �~p
2
�

1

f(~p2)
:

Theconstant
 hereisarbirary,which a�ectsthede�nition ofthescalarproduct,particularly

in rendering a herm itian X i.Fora sim ilardiscussion in thecontextoftheharm onicoscillator

see[7].Thus,

< fjg >=

Z
dD ~p

[1+ (� + �0)p2]1��
f
�(~p)g(~p); � =


 � �0(D �1

2
)

(� + �0)
;

3



where,D isthespatialdim ensionality and then,

< fjX ijg >
�=< gjX ijf > :

In the following,where we treat the hydrogen atom problem ,we shalllim it ourselves to

D=3 and forsim plicity to zero angularm om entum states,which im plies

Lij >= 0; (gij �
pipj

p2
)
@

@pj
j >= 0

By using eq.(8),a sim plecalculation leadsto

~X
2
j >= (i�h)2[

d2

d�2
+
2

p
(1+ (� + 
)p2)

d

d�
+ 
(3+ (3� + �

0+ 
)p2]j >; (9)

where

p
2
� ~P

2
; �

2 = �i�i:

Our next task is to give m eaning to r �

q

~X 2:W e are interested in obtaining the energy

eigenvalues, which should be independent of
. Therefore, to sim plify the calculations we

transform itaway.Thisisdoneby noting that

X i

1

(1+ (� + �0)p2)



2(�+ � 0)

F =
1

(1+ (� + �0)p2)



2(�+ � 0)

X i(
 = 0)F:

W ethen haveforeq.(9)

~X
2
j >= (i�h)2(

d2

d�2
+ �

d

d�
)j >; (10)

where

� =
2

p
(1+ �p

2):

A changeofvariableisnow m ade

� � g�
0
;

which entails

d

d�
=

1

(
d�

d�0
)

d

d�0
; (11)

d2

d�2
=

1

(
d�

d�0
)2

d2

d�02
+

1

(
d�

d�0
)
(
d

d�0

1

(
d�

d�0
)
)
d

d�0
:

W e�x g by dem anding thatitsatisfy theequation

d

d�0

1

(
d�

d�0
)
+ � = 0;

Through this,eq.(10)becom es
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~X
2
j >= r

2
j >= (i�h)2(T�1

d

d�0
T)(T�1

d

d�0
T)T�1

j >;

where

T = (
d�

d�0
)2; (12)

Theradialdistanceisthen given by

rj >= (i�h)(T�1
d

d�0
T)T�1

j 
0
> : (13)

Notethatbecauseofthechangeofdi�erentialelem entim plied by eq.(7),wem ustlikewise

changetheterm withoutrin eq.(6)by

j >!
d�0

d�
j >

which now becom es

[i�hT�1
d

d�0
(
p2

2m
� E )� Ze

2(
d�0

d�
)]j >= 0;

or

[i�h
d

d�
(
p2

2m
� E )� Ze

2]j >= 0: (14)

Forthe case when we have justthe conventionalcom m utation relation,(i. e. � = �0= 0,

which gives � = p in eq.(7))the solutions to eq.(14)willim m ediately give the hydrogen-like

spectrum ,ifwedem and single-valuenessofthewavefunctions.In fact,am orecogentargum ent

isto dem and thatj > should bean entire function in thelowerhalfofthecom plex p-plane,

which willguarantee outgoing scattered wavesand also exponentially decreasing bound state

wave functions forlarge r. The derivation to obtain eq.(14)in thatcase can be m ade m uch

sim pler,because when coordinatescom m ute,we can use them asa representation basis. The

representation ofrin m om entum spaceisthen readily obtained through theFourierrepresen-

tation

< rjp>� exp(ipr=�h);

which gives r ! i�h @

@p
through integration by parts to im part its action on the m om entum

wavefunction.Fortheextended com m utation relationsaswehave,thereisno < rjbasis,and

we circum vent the problem through the procedure justproposed above. W hen � and �0 are

non-vanishing,wehave

d

d�
=
dp

d�

d

dp
= (1+ (� + �

0)p2)
d

dp
;

then eq.(14)beccom es

d

dp
j > +

1

p2 � p20
[2p+ i

Ze22m

�h(1+ (� + �0)p2)
]j >= 0;
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where

E =
p20

2m
:

Perform ing paritalfractions,thisbecom es

d

dp
j > +[

1+ i�

p� p0
+
1� i�

p+ p0
�

�

p� i=
p
� + �0

+
�

p+ i=
p
� + �0

]j >= 0; (15)

in which,

� =
Ze2m

�hp0(1+ (� + �0)p20)
; (16)

and,

� =
Ze2m

p
� + �0

�h(1+ (� + �0)p20)
:

Thesolution to eq.(15)is

j >= A(p� p0)
�(1+ i�)(p+ p0)

�(1�i�) (p�
i

p
� + �0

)�(p+
i

p
� + �0

)��;

in which A isa constantofintegration. Note thatforbound states,the energiesare negative

and therefore,

p0 = i�: (17)

Thewavefunction willnothavea polein thelowerp-planeif

� = �in; (18)

where n isa positve integer. Thisisthe condition to solve forthe bound state energies. W e

should rem ark however,thatin the presentsituation with � 6= 0,we have a cutin the lower

halfplane for the wave function. Its e�ects on the outgoing scattered wave require further

investigation,asthem eaningoftheradialcoordinaterisnotthatintuitive.From eqs.(16),(17)

and (18)weobtain fortheenergy levels:

n =
Z�m c

�(1� (� + �0)�2)
:

To leading orderin the sm allparam etersusing eq.(4)we obtain,forthe S-wave energy levels

ofthehydrogen atom

E = �
Z 2�2m c2

2n2

 

1+ 2(�� + ��0)(
m

�
)2
Z 2�2

n2

!

: (19)

Thism ay beused to de�nean energy dependante�ective �nestructureconstant,

�eff(E )= �(1� 2(�� + ��0)(
m

�
)2(

E

m c2
)); (20)

to leading orderin thesm allparam eters.Eqs(19)and (20)arethem ain resultsofthispaper.

W ewillnextexplorethierconsequences.
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3. The 1S-2S energy shiftin hydrogen hasbeen m easured to an accuracy of1:8 partsin 1014

[10].W em ay thereforeusethisto bound thescaleofnew physics,�.From eq.(19)weget,

E 2S � E 1S

E 1S

=
3

4

�

1+
1

2
(�� + ��0)(

m

�
)2Z 2

�
2

�

:

Using theabovem entioned experim entalresult[10],and taking �� and ��0to beoforderunity,

weobtain thebound,

�� 50GeV:

In thenearfuturethe2S-1S energy shiftm easurem entisexpected tobeim proved by twoorders

ofm agnitude[11]and thatwillbound � to begreaterthan abouta TeV.

Since the non-standard contribution to the 2S-1S energy shift is such a sm allnum ber,it

would be interesting to study itse�ects on the hyper�ne splitting. Forthisone willhave to

solve the Dirac equation for the hydrogen atom and include the higher angular m om entum

states.The bound on the scaleofthenew physicscom ing from thism easurem entisexpected

tobeawholelotstronger.Datafrom higherZ hydrogen likeionscould alsopotentially provide

a betterbound.

In conclusion,we would like to m ake a few com m ents on som e related work. Proposing

a carefulm easurem ent ofan electron in a highly excited energy levelin a Penning trap,the

authorsofref.([7])gave a potentiallowerlim itof� � 1Gev=c:Thisisan exceedingly di�cult

endeavour. Also,by taking som e classicallim it,the sam e group ofauthors [12]and others

used the precision lim it ofthe precession ofthe perihelion ofM ercury to yield a bound of

�h
p
� � 2:3� 10�68 m ,a num ber way below the Planck length,which a fortiori renders the

argum entforam inim allength postulatesuspect.Asinitially raised by theauthorsthem selves,

we m ay therefore question whether their approach to the classicallim it is unique in a non-

com m utative space. Itm ay be saferto adhere to a pure quantum m echanicalsystem foran

analysis,aswehavedonehereforthehydrogen-likeatom .

In adi�erentsetting,wherethespace-tim enon-com m utativityischaracterized by[x�;x�]=

i���,where� isasetofexternalparam eters,e�ectson the�nestructuresofthehydrogen atom

wereestim ated toyield j���j� 100Gev=c,[13]which iscom parabletoours.However,itshould

be pointed outthatrotationalinvariance isviolated in theirconsiderations. In ouranalysis,

spaceisstillisotropicand thehydrogen system isa closed one.

W e are gratefulto PaulBerm an for a discussion. This work was supported by the US

Departm entofEnergy.
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