arXiv:2006.04392v2 [hep-th] 9 Sep 2020

Thermostatistics of a q-deformed Relativistic Ideal Fermi Gas

Xu-Yang Hou^1,H. Yan^2, Hao Guo^{1∗} 1Department of Physics, Southeast University, Nanjing 211189, China and 2Key Laboratory of Neutron Physics, Institute of Nuclear Physics and Chemistry, CAEP, Mianyang 621900, Sichuan, China^∗

In this paper, we formulate a q-deformed many-body theory for the relativistic Fermi gas and discuss the effects of the deformation parameter q on physical properties of such systems. Since antiparticle excitations appear in the relativistic regime, a suitable treatment to the choice of deformation parameters for both fermions and antifermions must be carefully taken in order to get a consistent theory. By applying this formulation, we further study the thermostatistic properties of a q-deformed ideal relativistic Fermi gas. It can be shown that even in the noninteracting scenario, the system exhibits interesting characteristics which are significantly different from ordinary Fermi gases. Explicitly, antiparticles may become dominant due to the shift of chemical potential by the deformation parameter q. This may build a solid foundation for the further studies of q-deformed relativistic interacting systems. We also apply our model to study the electron gas in a white dwarf. The effect of the deformation parameter on Chandrasekhar limit is discussed.

I. INTRODUCTION

About four decades ago, the studies on exactly solvable models inspired the concepts of quantum groups and the associated algebras[1–5]. The quantum group, for example SU(2)_q, can be realized by the q-analogue of the SU(2) algebra[6, 7]. The Jordan-Schwinger mapping of this quantum algebra is the q-analogue of harmonic oscillators, which satisfy a q-deformed commutative relation[8], called q-deformed algebra. The q-deformed algebra has obtained a lot of study interests and has become the subject of intensive research works due to its beautiful mathematical structure and rich physical significance. It has found many applications in various topics including the string theory[9], quantum gravity[10], dS/CFT and AdS/CFT correspondance[11, 12], quantum optics[13–17], many-body systems[18] and the nuclear physics[19–27]. Importantly, people have begun to apply it to study more realistic phenomena, such as the black body radiation[28], dark energy[29], Bose-Einstein condensation[30], the emissivity of the light fermionic dark matter in the cooling of the supernova SN1987A[31], and thermal properties of solid[32, 33].

Deformed many-particle systems are formed by indistinguishable particles satisfying the q-deformed commutative or anticommutative relations, which form representations of q-deformed algebras. They are essentially different from the well-known anyons since the former can exist in arbitrary dimensions while the latter is only meaningful in two-dimensional systems. In some literatures, the q-deformed particles are called q-particles or simply quons. There have been intensive studies on the ideal many-quon systems[34–44]. In our recent paper[45], we successfully constructed a q-deformed many-body theory, the qdeformed BCS theory, for the most famous interacting fermionic system, the superconductor. By applying it to the q-deformed interacting Fermi gases, we obtained some interesting physical predictions[46].

Until now, most research works focus on the nonrelativistic systems or low energy systems in which no antiparticle excitations onset. It is natural to generalize the current studies to the high energetic/relativistic regime. In this paper, we try to construct a many-body theory for the ideal q-deformed relativistic Fermi gas. Future studies on interacting q-deformed relativistic Fermi gases must be built based on this foundation. Note both particle and antiparticle excitations have their deformation parameters, we must carefully tune the parameters to get a self-consistent theory. It will be found that even in this noninteracting situation, the q-deformed relativistic Fermi gas already possesses many interesting features due to the deformation parameter q.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Sec.II, we give a self-consistent deformed relation for operators of qfermions/q-antifermions, and discuss its basic properties. In Sec.III, we further construct a finite temperature many-body theory of q-deformed relativistic ideal Fermi gas based on the Green’s function formalism. In Sec.IV, we derive the associated equations of states and discuss the thermodynamics. In Sec.V, we give numerical analysis to give a deep understanding of the characteristics of such systems. In Sec.VI, we apply our model to study the electron gas inside a white dwarf. The effect of the deformation parameter on Chandrasekhar limit is studied. The conclusion is summarized in the end.

∗Electronic address: guohao.ph@seu.edu.cn

II. q-DEFORMED ALGEBRA

Throughout this paper, we adopt the natural unit system with ℏ = c = k_B = 1 to simplify the notations. The deformation parameter q is taken as a positive real number. There are also studies on complex deformation parameter[28]. In a relativistic q-deformed many-fermion system, there exist both fermionic and antifermionic excitations. Before starting to formulate a qdeformed algebra for these q-particles, we need to deal with an important question: how to assign the deformation parameters to q-fermions and q-antifermions respectively? Or more precisely, what is the relation between these two deformation parameters? It has been shown in [45, 47] that in a q-deformed many-particle system, the chemical potential is shifted by the deformation parameter. It is known that the chemical potential μ is defined by the energy change as one extra particle is added to a quantum system containing a large number of particles. Moreover, in a relativistic system, adding an antiparticle is equivalent to removing a particle. Thus, the chemical potential of the corresponding antiparticle is −μ. For q-deformed many-fermion systems, the chemical potential μ of a q-fermion is shifted to μ + T ln q where T is the temperature[45]. Thus, it is reasonable to infer that the chemical potential of a q-antifermion is shifted by the deformation parameter as

−μ − T ln q = −μ + T ln q^{−1}. (1)

That is to say, the deformation parameter for a deformed antifermion is q^{−1} if the deformation parameter of the deformed fermion is q. Based on this analysis, the deformed canonical (anti)commutation relations can be constructed as follows. We introduce the field operator a_k to denote annihilation operator for the q-fermion with momentum k, and b^†_k the creation operator for the q-antifermion with momentum k. We assume both types of operators satisfy the Viswanathan-Parthasarathy-Jagannathan- Chaichian (VPJC) algebra[40], i.e.,

a_ka^†_{k′} + qa^†_{k′} a_k = (2π)^3δ_{kk}′ , � n̂^−_k , a_k′ � = −a_kδ_{kk}′ , � n̂^−_k , a^†_{k′} � = a^†_kδ_{kk}′ ,

qb_kb^†_{k′} + b^†_{k′} b_k = (2π)^3δ_{kk}′ , � n̂^+_k , b_k′ � = −b_kδ_{kk}′ , � n̂^+_k , b^†_{k′} � = b^†_kδ_{kk}′ ,

a_kb_k′ + qb_k′ a_k = 0, b^†_ka^†_{k′} + qa^†_{k′} b^†_k = 0, (2)

and all other anti-commutations vanish. Here n̂^∓_k is the number operator for q-deformed fermions/antifermions, and the factor (2π)^3 is included for the convenience of normalization. The operators [n̂^−_k ] ≡^1_{(2π)3} a^†_ka_k is called the deformed number operator for q-fermions [34, 40, 47], and satisfies [n̂^−_k ]|n_k⟩_− = [n_k]_−|n_k⟩_− where |n_k⟩_− with n_k ≥ 0 forms the Fock space of q-fermions. By applying the first identity of Eq.(2), we get a recurrence equation (Details of derivations can also be found in Appendix.A)

[n_k + 1]_− = 1 − q[n_k]_−. (3)

The solution of Eq.(3), which is called the q-fermionic basic number, is given by

[n_k]_− =

1 − (−1)^{nk} q^{nk} 1 + q

. (4)

The corresponding state vector of the Fock space for q-fermions is

|n_k⟩_− = 1 � (2π)^{3nk}

(a^†_k)^{nk} √ [n_k]_−!

|0⟩ (5)

where [n_k]_−! = [n_k]_−[n_k−1]_− · · · [2]_−[1]_−. When q = 1, the Pauli exclusion principle is recovered from Eq.(4) since lim_{q→1}[2]_− = 0. Moreover, Eq.(4) shows [n]_− is negative if n is an even positive integer if q > 1. Thus, we require 0 < q ≤ 1 to ensure that |n_k⟩_− has a positive norm, as pointed out in Ref.[34].

We are interested in whether these discussions can be generalized to q-antifermions. If we introduce deformed number operator [n̂^+_k ] ≡^1_{(2π)3} b^†_kb_k for q-fermions/q-antifermions, and assume [n̂^+_k ]|n_k⟩_+ = [n_k]_+|n_k⟩_+ where |n_k⟩_+ with n_k ≥ 0 forms the Fock space of q-antifermions, by applying the second line of Eq.(2), similar analysis shows

q[n_k + 1]_+ = 1 − [n_k]_+ = 1 − q^{−1}(q[n_k]_+). (6)

Comparing Eq.(6) with Eq.(3), the basic fermionic number for q-antifermions can be inferred from Eq.(4)

[n_k]_+ = q^{−1}

1 − (−1)^{nk} q^{−nk}

1 + q^{−1} = 1 − (−1)^{nk} q^{−nk} 1 + q

. (7)

However, when 0 < q < 1, Eq.(7) indicates that [n_k]_+ < 0 if n_k is an even positive integer. That means the state vector

|n_k⟩_+ = 1 � (2π)^{3nk}

(b^†_k)^{nk} √ [n_k]_+!

|0⟩ (8)

has a negative norm when n_k is both positive and even. These states, which may be referred to as the ghost states, often appear in the gauge field theory[49], and also in the models involved with higher derivatives[50]. To understand where this puzzle comes, we examine how the Fock space of q-antifermions is built. Note an implicit premise, which requires that the ground state |0⟩ is annihilated by a_k and b_k simultaneously, is needed for the construction of Fock states (5) and (8). This means that |0⟩ is an “empty” state with nothing, which is a common assumption in quantum field theory[49] to ensure that all excitations of |0⟩ have positive energy. Moreover, this condition is introduced when quantizing the Hamiltonian of a fermionic field theory. However, we haven’t started to build the field theory for a many-q-fermion system yet, and no Hamiltonian or Lagrangian is introduced until now. In the rest part of this paper, we will restrict the values of q as 0 < q ≤ 1 to ensure that all Fock states in particle sector has nonnegative norm. Since the algebra (2) is crucial to construct a q-deformed relativistic many-body theory, we must carefully check that the states (b^†_k)^n|0⟩ with n ≥ 2 will not appear in our model. Obviously, this is easily achieved in the field theory for ordinary fermionic systems since more than one fermions are not allowed to occupy a same state. In the later chapter, we will show that the states (b^†_k)^n|0⟩ with n ≥ 2 does not appear when evaluating the partition function in our model.

III. MANY-BODY THEORY

To introduce the Hamiltonian of a noninteracting relativistic q-Fermi-gas, it must be noticed that the deformed number operator [n̂^+_k ] can not be included since previous discussions indicate that it brings in states of negative norm. Typically, the Hamiltonian is obtained by generalizing that of a nonrelativistic q-gas[34, 40, 47] by including a term for the q-antifermion sector H = � k � (ϵ_k − μ)n̂^−_k + (ϵ_k + μ)n̂^+_k � , (9)

where m is the mass and ϵ_k = √ k^2 + m^2. ϵ_k ∓ μ is the energy dispersion of the q-deformed fermion/antifermion. To formulate the many-body theory of a q-gas, we introduce the q-fermion field ψ(x) in the coordinate space, which is given by Eq.(C1). We also introduce the 4-momentum k^μ = (ϵ_k, k), σ^μ = (1, ⃗σ) and σ̄^μ = (1, −⃗σ) where ⃗σ = (σ^1, σ^2, σ^3)^T are the pauli matrices to express our formulation in a compact form. In the imaginary-time formalism of finite temperature field theory, we define the finite temperature Heisenberg operator ψ(x) = e^{Hτ}ψ(x)e^{−Hτ} where x = (τ, x) with τ = it being the imaginary time. The field ψ(x) contains both fermionic and anti-fermionic excitations, which can be expanded in the momentum space as

ψ(x) = � k 1 √ ϵ_k

� � √k · σηL_k √ k · σ̄η^L_k � a_ke^{−ik−·x} + � √ k · ση^R_k − √ k · σ̄η^R_k � b^†_ke^{ik+·x} � , (10)

where k^μ_∓ = (ϵ_k ∓ μ, k), e^{∓ik∓·x} = e^{±t(ϵk∓μ)+i(±k·x+ π2 )}, η^L_k and η^R_k are the two eigenvectors of ⃗σ · k̂ with different handedness, and the scalar product between two 4-vectors are given in the Appendix.B. Explicitly, ⃗σ · kη^{R,L}_k = ±|k|η^{R,L}_k with

η^L_k = � −sin^{θk}_2 e^{−iϕk} cos^{θk}_2 � η^R_k = � cos^{θk}_2 sin^{θk}_2 e^{iϕk} � , (11)

where θ_k and ϕ_k are the polar and azimuthal angels of vector k. It can be shown that the fermion field (for simplicity, ψ(x) and ψ(x) are still called fermion field hereafter) satisfies the following q-deformed anti-commutative relation (for details, please refer to Appendix.C)

ψ_a(x)ψ^†_b(x^′) + qψ^†_b(x^′)ψ_a(x) = δ_{ab}δ(x − x^′). (12)

The equation of motion of the fermion field can be obtained by the Heisenberg equation^{∂ψ(x)}_{∂τ} = [H, ψ(x)]. Applying the algebras (2), and plugging in the expressions (9) and (10), we have

γ^0

∂ψ(x) ∂τ = (i⃗γ · ∇ − m + μγ^0)ψ(x), (13)

where γ^0 and ⃗γ = (γ^1, γ^2, γ^3)^T are gamma matrices. Details can be found in the Appendix.D. A Lagrangian of which the Eular’s equation of motion is exactly Eq.(13) is given by L = � d^3xψ̄(iγ^μ∂_μ − m + μγ^0)ψ, (14) where ψ̄ ≡ ψ^†γ^0. The deformed Green’s function of the fermion field is defined as G_{ab}(x, x^′) = −⟨T_τ[ψ_a(x)ψ̄_b(x^′)]⟩ = −⟨ψ_a(x)ψ̄_b(x^′)⟩θ(τ − τ^′) + q⟨ψ̄_b(x^′)ψ_a(x)⟩θ(τ^′ − τ). (15) It is reasonable to assume that the deformed Green’s function has a translational symmetry in spacetime, i.e. G(x, x^′) = G(x − x^′) ≡ G(τ − τ^′, x − x^′). Moreover, It can be shown that the deformed Green’s function has a different periodic property from that of the ordinary fermionic Green’s function[45]:

G(−β < τ − τ^′ < β, x − x^′) = −qG(τ − τ^′ + β, x − x^′), (16) where β = 1/T is the inverse temperature. This leads to the fact that the fermionic Matsubara frequency gets an extra imaginary part, which can be absorbed into the chemical potential. The details will be shown later. By using the equations of motion (13), we have [γ^0∂_τG(x, x^′)]_{ab} = −δ(τ − τ^′)γ^0_{ac}⟨ � ψ_c(x)ψ^†_d(x^′) + qψ^†_d(x^′)ψ_c(x) � ⟩γ^0_{db} − ⟨T_τ(γ^0∂_τψ(x)ψ̄(x^′))⟩_{ab} = −δ_{ab}δ(τ − τ^′)δ(x − x^′) − [(i⃗γ · ∇ − m + μγ^0)⟨T_τ(ψ(x)ψ̄(x^′))⟩]_{ab}. (17) Rearrange the equation we get [−γ^0∂_τ + i⃗γ · ∇ − m + μγ^0)]G(x, x^′) = δ(x − x^′)1_{4×4} (18) which is the equation of motion for the deformed Green’s function. Using the property (16) and solving Eq.(18) in the momentum space, the solution to the deformed Green’s function is

G^{−1}(K) = � iω_n + ln q β + μ � γ^0 − ⃗γ · k − m, (19)

where K = (iω_n, k) is the fermionic 4-momentum at finite temperature with ω_n being the ordinary fermionic Matsubara frequency ω_n = (2n+1)πT (n = 0, ±1, ±2, . . . ). As we have pointed out, the Matsubara frequency obtains an imaginary part^1_β ln q = T ln q. Thus, the chemical potential μ is shifted to μ + T ln q, which agrees with our former discussions at the beginning of the section. Introducing the energy projectors for particle and antiparticle sectors

Λ_±(k) = 1 2 � 1 ± γ^0(⃗γ · k + m) ϵ_k � (20)

and taking the inverse of Eq.(19), the Green’s function can be expressed as (see Appendix.E)

G(K) = � � � � Λ_+(k) iω_n − � ξ^−_k −^{ln q}_β � + Λ_−(k) iω_n + � ξ^+_k +^{ln q}_β � � � � � γ^0, (21)

where ξ^±_k = ϵ_k ± μ. After taking complex continuation as iω_n → ω + i0^+, the two poles of the Green’s function indicate that the energy dispersions of quasi q-fermions/quasi q-antifermions (which will be simplified as quasi-fermions/quasi-antifermions hereafter) are ±(ξ^∓ ∓ T ln q) respectively. However, the energy spectrum of a physical system can not be negative. Since adding an antiparticle is equivalent to removing a particle, the energy dispersion of the quasi q-antifermion is, in fact, ξ^+ + T ln q. Thus, the chemical potential of quasi-fermions/quasi-antifermions are shifted as ±(μ + T ln q) respectively, which indeed coincides with Eq.(1) and the related discussions. Hence, our choice of the deformation parameters is self-consistent.

In the nonrelativistic limit |k| ≪ m, the energy dispersion of the quasi-fermion is ξ^−_k ≃^{k2}_{2m} − (μ − m), so the nonrelativistic result is recovered and the quantity μ − m plays the role of μ. Moreover, since ϵ_k ≃ m in the nonrelativistic limit, then Λ_+(k) ≃ 1, Λ_−(k) ≃ 0. Hence the main contribution to the Green’s function comes from the particle sector

G(K) ≃ γ^0 iω_n +^{ln q}_β − ξ^−_k

, (22)

which essentially reproduces the non-relativistic Green’s function[51].

IV. EQUATION OF STATES AND THERMODYNAMICS

The most important equation of states is the particle number equation. It is obtained by the ensemble average of the deformed fermion number operator ⟨ψ^+ψ⟩, which can be further evaluated by the Green’s function. By using the property Tr(Λ_±(k)) = 2 and Eq.(21), we have N = 1 2 � a � d^3x⟨ψ^†_a(x)ψ_a(x)⟩ = 1 2 � a � d^3x⟨ψ̄_b(x)γ^0_{ba}ψ_a(x)⟩ = 1 2q � d^3xTr[G(x, x^+)γ^0]

= V 2q T � iω_n � k Tr[G(iω_n, k)γ^0] = V q � k � f (ξ^−_k − T ln q) + f (−ξ^+_k − T ln q) � , (23)

where V is the volume, f (x) = 1/(e^{βx} + 1) is the ordinary Fermi distributive function, and the factor of 1/2 is included to remove the extra degrees of freedom. The particle number density n ≡^N_V is inferred from Eq.(23) n = 1 q � k � 1 e^{β(ϵk−μ−T ln q)} + 1 + 1 e^{−β(ϵk+μ+T ln q)} + 1 �

= � k � 1 e^{βξ−}k + q + 1 e^{−βξ+}k + q � → � k � 1 e^{βξ−}k + q − 1 q 1 qe^{βξ+}k + 1 � , (24)

where we have applied the fact f (−x) = 1 − f (x), and omit the infinitely-large nonphysical quantity

�_{k 1} q . The result is equal to the difference between the number densities of quasi-fermions and quasi-antifermions. That is, the former gives positive contribution while the latter gives negative contribution to the total particle number. This is consistent with the fact that they annihilate each other in a flash of energy when brought together. If q = 1, our result reduces to the known result of ordinary relativistic Fermi gases [52, 53].

The particle number density can also be evaluated by taking derivative of the grand partition function Z = Tr(e^{−βH}). There are some subtleties when calculating the trace. Previously, we have concluded that the energy dispersions of quasi-fermions/quasiantifermions are ξ^∓ ∓ T ln q respectively, in which the extra factor T ln q can be absorbed into the chemical potential as ±(μ + T ln q). Especially, the corrected chemical potential of quasi q-antifermions is −μ − T ln q = −μ + T ln q^{−1}, which confirms Eq.(1), i.e. the choice of deformation parameter^1_q is self-consistent. After doing this, the right-hand-side of the first line of Eq.(24) indicates that the quasi-fermions/quasi-antifermions can be equivalently thought of as satisfying the ordinary Fermi distribution instead of q-deformed Fermi distribution, except that the total number density is normalized by a factor of^1_q . Thus, the equivalent Fock space of quasi-fermions/q-antifermions can be simply taken as spanned by {|0⟩, |1⟩}, just as the ordinary Fermi operators. In some sense, the Pauli exclusion principle still works here. Therefore, it is reasonable to evaluate the trace over this Fock space as Z = � �_k

(n^−_k +n^+_k )=n;n^±_k =0,1 � k ⊗ � ⟨n^−_k |e^{−β �k(ξ−k −T ln q)n−k} |n^−_k ⟩⟨n^+_k |e^{−β �k(ξ+k +T ln q)n+k} |n^+_k ⟩ �

= � k � � � � � n^−_k =0,1

e^{−β �k(ξ−k −T ln q)n−k} � n^+_k =0,1

e^{−β �k(ξ+k +T ln q)n+k} � � � � = � k (1 + qze^{−βϵk} )(1 + q^{−1}z^{−1}e^{−βϵk} ), (25)

where z = e^{βμ} is the fugacity. We emphasize here that the choice of this equivalent Fock space of quasi-antifermions indeed avoid including the negative-norm states (b^†_k)^n|0⟩ where n ≥ 2 is an even integer. This answers the previous concern in Sec.II. To check the validity of the partition function, we verify if it can give the reasonable form of equations of states. It is straightforward to show that the number density is given by n = 1 q z ∂ ln Z ∂z , (26)

where the inclusion of the deformation factor^1_q is consistent with our definition of the deformed Green’s function. A brief proof of Eq.(26) is outlined in Appendix.F. The thermodynamical potential is defined as Ω = −^1_β ln Z. Thus, Eq.(26) is equivalent to the well-known form (also in a deformed form)

n = − 1 q ∂Ω ∂μ . (27)

The pressure is given by PV = −Ω, which leads to another equation of state

PV = T ln Z = − � k � � � �ξ^−k + ξ^+k − T ln 1 e^{βξ−}k + q

− T ln 1 e^{βξ+k} +^1_q � � � � . (28)

The entropy can be obtained by taking derivative of the partition function, or thermodynamical potential, as S = −^{∂Ω}_{∂T} . A straightforward calculation shows

S = − � k � f (ξ^−_k − T ln q) ln[ 1 q f (ξ^−_k − T ln q)] + f (−ξ^−_k + T ln q) ln � f (−ξ^−_k + T ln q) �

+ f (ξ^+_k + T ln q) ln � q f (ξ^+_k + T ln q) � + f (−ξ^+_k − T ln q) ln � f (−ξ^+_k − T ln q) � � . (29)

The internal energy is defined as

E = − 1 q ∂ ln Z ∂β + μn = 1 q (Ω + T S ) + μn. (30)

Substitute Eqs.(24), (28) and (29), we get E = � k � ϵ_k e^{βξ−}k + q + 1 q ϵ_k qe^{βξ+k} + 1 � . (31)

Apparently, both particle and antiparticle modes give positive contributes to the total energy. The remaining thermodynamic functions are immediately found by F = −P + μn and G = μn. All relations naturally reduce to the well-known results of ordinary Fermi gas when q = 1.

Now we give a qualitative study on the behaviors of the q-deformed relativistic ideal Fermi gas in the low temperature limit where the degenerate effect becomes dominant. Since ϵ_k = √ k^2 + m^2, the summation over wavenumbers can be replaced as follows � k = gV (2π)^3 � d^3k = gV 2π^2 � √ ϵ^2 − m^2ϵdϵ. (32)

where g is the degeneracy of each single-particle momentum state and have been set to 2 in above discussion due to the spin degrees of freedom. Applying this relation and taking integration by parts, the equations of states, or the the thermodynamic potential, number density and internal energy given by Eqs.(28), (24) and (30) respectively become

PV = −Ω = gV 6π^2

�_∞ m dϵ � � � (ϵ^2 − m^2) 3 2 q^{−1}e^{β(ϵ−μ)} + 1 + (ϵ^2 − m^2)^{32} qe^{β(μ+ϵ)} + 1 � � � , (33)

N V = gV 2qπ^2

�_∞ m dϵ � � � √ ϵ^2 − m^2ϵ q^{−1}e^{β(ϵ−μ)} + 1 − √ ϵ^2 − m^2ϵ qe^{β(ϵ+μ)} + 1 � � � , (34) and E = gV 2qπ^2

�_∞ m dϵ � � � √ ϵ^2 − m^2ϵ^2 q^{−1}e^{β(ϵ−μ)} + 1 + √ ϵ^2 − m^2ϵ^2 qe^{β(ϵ+μ)} + 1 � � � . (35)

Due to the relativistic energy dispersion, there is no way to get an explicit equation of state as PV =^2_3 E in the case of nonrelativistic ideal Fermi gases. In the zero temperature limit, the q-deformed Fermi distribution shown in Eq.(24) reduces to a step function � 1 e^{β(ϵ−μ)} + q − 1 q 1 qe^{β(ϵ+μ)} + 1

�_{T →0} −→ � 0 ϵ > μ 1 q ϵ < μ � = 1 q θ(μ − ϵ). (36)

Here an implicit premise that ϵ + μ > 0 at T → 0 has been applied. Otherwise, only the second term of Eq.(24) gives non-zero contribution and the number density is accordingly negative. This means the high energetic quasi q-antifermion is dominant, which is impossible since all kinetic degrees of freedom become frozen at T → 0. Therefore, the zero temperature behavior of the q-deformed relativistic ideal Fermi gas is quite similar to the ordinary Fermi gas except the number density is normalized by q and the energy dispersion is different. Thus, the ground state is also a Fermi sea (sphere), and there exists the Fermi level E_F = μ at T = 0, which is the largest energy that a quasi q-fermion can possess. Using Eq.(36), the number equation (34) is readily evaluated as n = g 6qπ^2

(μ^2 − m^2)^{32} . (37)

This leads to the expression of Fermi level

E_F = μ(T = 0) = � 6qπ^2n g � 2_3

+ m^2 = � k^2_F + m^2, (38) where

k_F = � 6qπ^2n g � 1_3

= (3qπ^2n)^{13} (39)

is the Fermi momentum. Note the shift T ln q of the chemical potential has no effect at T = 0. Similarly, by straightforward calculations, the thermodynamic potential and the internal energy are respectively given by

PV = gV 6π^2 � � � � μ^2 − m^2 � − 5m^2 8 μ + μ^3 4 � + 3 8 m^4 ln � � � μ m + � μ^2 m^2 − 1 � � � � � � , E V = g 2qπ^2 � � � � μ^2 − m^2 � − m^2 8 μ + μ^3 4 � − 1 8 m^4 ln � � � μ m + � μ^2 m^2 − 1 � � � � � � . (40)

These are the zeroth order approximation of the equations of states at zero temperature limit. It shows that a q-deformed relativistic ideal Fermi gas also exerts a finite pressure at zero temperature. This is because the structure of the ground state of the system is still a Fermi sea and the degenerate pressure dominates at T = 0.

Next, we turn to the small but finite temperature, which gives the next order approximation to the equations of states. For simplicity, we focus on the thermodynamical potential, and other relations can be derived by following the same manner. Introducing the variable x ≡ β(ϵ − μ −^{ln q}_β ), the first term on the right-hand-side of Eq.(33) yields

I_1 = 1 β^4

�_∞

βm−βμ−ln q dx � (x + βμ + ln q)^2 − (βm)^2

� 3_2

e^x + 1

. (41)

Similarly, we define the variable y ≡ β(ϵ + μ +^{ln q}_β ). Thus, the second term on the right-hand-side of Eq.(33) is rewritten as

I_2 = 1 β^4

�_∞

βm+βμ+ln q dy � (y − βμ − ln q)^2 − (βm)^2

� 3_2

e^y + 1

. (42)

Note this integral is exponentially small in the limit βm + βμ + ln q → ∞, then this term can be safely ignored.

To evaluate I_1, we introduce a ≡ βμ + ln q and b ≡ βm to simplify the notation. Since μ is finite as T → 0 and m is a constant, then a, b → ∞ if T is small (β → ∞). Hence the integral I_1 is further expressed as

I_1 = 1 β^4

�_∞ b−a dx � (x + a)^2 − b^2

� 3_2

e^x + 1

. (43)

Now, change the variable x → −x in the first integral, and apply the identity (e^{−x} + 1)^{−1} ≡ 1 − (e^x + 1)^{−1}, we get

I_1 = 1 β^4

�_{a−b} 0 dx � (a − x)^2 − b^2

� 3_2 + 1 β^4

�_∞ 0 dx � (x + a)^2 − b^2

� 3_2 − � (a − x)^2 − b^2

� 3_2

e^x + 1 + 1 β^4

�_∞ a−b dx � (a − x)^2 − b^2

� 3_2

e^x + 1

. (44)

The chemical potential μ is always larger than the mass m at low enough temperatures, then a − b is extremely large. Thus, the last term of Eq.(44) is exponentially small in this limit. Moreover, the numerator in the second integral can be approximated as � (x + a)^2 − b^2

� 3_2 − � (a − x)^2 − b^2

� 3_2

≈ 6a(a^2 − b^2)^{12} x + · · · , when a, b → ∞. (45)

A straightforward calculation gives the asymptotic expansion to I_1

I_1 = � � � � 1 8 � μ + ln q β � � μ + ln q β �_2

− m^2 � � �2 � μ + ln q β �_2

− 5m^2 � � � + 3 8 m^4 ln � � � � βμ + ln q βm + � βμ + ln q βm �_2 − 1 � � � � � � � �

+ � μ +^{ln q}_β � � μ +^{ln q}_β

�_2

− m^2 � π^2 2β + · · · . (46)

Therefore, the thermodynamic potential is

PV^{T →0}====== gV 6π^2

I_1 (47)

where I_1 is given by Eq.(46).

V. NUMERICAL ANALYSIS

To visualize more properties of the q-deformed relativistic ideal Fermi gas, we give a quantitative study based on numerical analysis. This can be accomplished by solving the number equation (24). For convenience, we fix the number density and solve μ at certain choices of T and q. Eq.(39) shows n =^{k3F}_{3qπ2} at T = 0, i.e. n depends on q. To give a better comparison between the

results at different q’s, we choose the unit k_F satisfying n =^{k3F}_{3π2} , which is the Fermi momentum of an un-deformed relativistic ideal Fermi gas. For simplicity, we still use the notation k_F as our unit of momentum, which is different from Eq.(39). The units

of temperature and energy are chosen as k_BT_F = E_F = � k^2_F + m^2. Moreover, to show how relativistic an ideal Fermi gas is, we

introduce the ratio ζ =^{kF}_m . The system under considering is in the non-relativistic limit if ζ ≪ 1, in the ultrarelativistic limit if ζ ≫ 1. Since k_F is fixed, m changes as ζ varies.

Figure 1: (Color online). The chemical potential μ as a function of the temperature T for (a) q-deformed nonrelativistic Fermi gas and (b) q-deformed relativistic Fermi gas. The black, red, and blue solid lines correspond to the situation with q = 0.5, 0.7, and 1.0 respectively.

In Figure.1, we plot the chemical potential vs the temperature at several different q’s for both q-deformed nonrelativistic and relativistic Fermi gases. Panel (a) shows the result for a q-deformed nonrelativistic ideal Fermi gas, of which the number equation is [45] n = � k 1 e^{β( k2}2m^{−μ)} + q

. (48)

Panel (b) shows a comparative study of the characteristics of a q-deformed relativistic ideal Fermi gas with ζ = 1.0. The typical deformation parameters q = 0.5(black), 0.7(red), and 1.0(blue) are chosen for comparisons. Here we restrict the values of q in the range (0, 1] as pointed out previously. In the nonrelativistic case, obviously μ = E_F at T = 0 for ordinary ideal Fermi gas (q = 1.0). Moreover, μ(T = 0) is smaller than the ordinary result E_F . This is not surprising since μ(T = 0) = (6qπ^2n)^{23} /(2m) where 0 < q < 1 and n is a fixed value. At high temperatures, the chemical potential becomes negative in all three situations according to Fig.1(a). Naively, this can be inferred from the fact that the Fermi distribution in Eq.(48), either undeformed (q = 1.0) or deformed (q � 1.0), approaches the Maxwell distribution at high temperatures if no relativistic effects are considered. In other words, all quantum effects are smeared by thermal fluctuations, which is independent of what type of quantum algebra is imposed. However, this does not mean that all high-temperature behaviors of a q-deformed nonrelativistic ideal gas are quite similar to its ordinary counterpart. More complete studies on the thermostatistical properties of a q-deformed Fermi gas can be found in Refs.[44, 54].

In Fig.1(b) we give the sketch of the results in the moderate relativistic regime with ζ = 1.0 as a direct comparison. The lowtemperature property is similar to that of Fig.1(a) except μ(T = 0) � E_F when q = 1.0. This is because the energy dispersion has changed if a Fermi gas becomes relativistic. However, high-temperature behavior is significantly different. This does make sense since more antiparticles are excited due to the high energetic thermal fluctuation at higher temperature. Thus, the quantum effect is still dominant at high temperatures. In the ordinary situation with q = 1.0, μ approaches 0 but is still positive. As we have pointed out previously, for a relativistic gas, μ − m plays the role of nonrelativistic chemical potential μ_{nr} if |k| is small. Hence, approximately μ ≈ μ_{nr} + m, which is always positive. Moreover, in contrast to Fig.1(a) for the nonrelativistic case, μ starts to increase when temperature is larger than a certain value. The reason is outlined as follows. As we have pointed out, in the deformed situations with q � 1.0, it is μ + T ln q that plays the role of the chemical potential of ordinary Fermi gases. To clarify this more clearly, we define the shifted chemical potential μ_s = μ + T ln q, which equals to the ordinary chemical potential at q = 1.0. If μ_s behaves like the ordinary chemical potential at q � 1.0, then the second term of μ = μ_s − T ln q, i.e. −T ln q, gives significant effects at high temperatures and makes the asymptotic behavior of μ the same as in Fig.1(b).

Figure 2: (Color online). The shifted chemical potential μ_s as function of the temperature for q = 0.5. The black, red, blue and pink solid lines correspond to the situations with ζ = 0.1, 0.5, 1 and 2 respectively.

Now, we need to make sure that μ_s does behave as expected in the relativistic regimes, and the result is outlined in Figure.2. The situations with q = 0.5 is presented, and ζ = 0.1, 0.5, 1 and 2 are chosen to denote the regimes from weak to strong relativistic limits. All μ_s’s have a similar shape to the ordinary chemical potential shown in Fig.1(b). The only explicit difference is the value of μ_s(T = 0), which depends on the ratio ζ. In the weak relativistic regime with ζ = 0.1, the result indicates μ_s(T = 0) ≈ m/ζ since all kinetic degrees of freedom are frozen at T = 0. Since μ = μ_s − T ln q = μ_s + T ln 2 and μ_s behaves like the chemical potential of ordinary fermions (i.e. it asymptotically approaches zero at high T , just like the q = 1.0 line in Fig.1(b)), it can be concluded that μ does have a linearly increasing trend with the slope − ln q = ln 2 at high temperature as shown in Fig.1(b), which is due to the increasing production of q-antifermions by the high energetic thermal fluctuation.

Since the deformation parameter q has a nontrivial effect on the chemical potential, it will, in turn, produce an implication on the particle number. A quick inspection on Fig.1(b) reveals the fact that μ has a minimum at some finite temperature when q < 1.0. Thus, it might be easier to create antiparticles within the neighborhood of that point. Moreover, if a system is in a deeper relativistic regime, it is also easier to produce antiparticles, which gives a negative contribution to the total particle number. Hence, we consider a more extreme situation with ζ = 10 (ultrarelativistic) and T = 10T_F (high temperature), and the results are visualized in Figure.3. We plot n vs μ at different q’s. As expected, if q < 1.0, for example q = 0.1, the total particle number becomes negative in some region of μ (The inset shows the enlarged structure when q = 0.5, n also becomes negative when μ in a certain regime). That is, there are more antiparticles than particles. This is essentially different from ordinary noninteracting Fermi gases. It might be possible in future studies to use a simple theory of q-gas to simulate the phase of the very early universe by adjusting the deformation parameter q.

VI. APPLICATION TO WHITE DWARF

As a possible application, we try to use our q-deformed model of relativistic Fermi gases to study the electron gas inside a white dwarf, which can be approximated as a nearly-ideal relativistic electron gas. We are interested in the effect of the deformation parameter on Chandrasekhar limit. We consider the simple situation that the white dwarf is made of Helium and electron-degenerate matter. Most electrons stay in the ground state, i.e. the Fermi sphere. In other words, the temperature of the system is much lower than the Fermi temperature. Thus, the contribution of the q-deformed antielectrons can be safely ignored according to Eq.(24). Furthermore, Eqs.(31) and (36) indicates that the ground state energy of degenerate q-deformed electron gas is then given by

E_0 = 2 q � |k|<k_F � k^2 + m^2_e = 2V q(2π)^3

�_{kF} 0 dk4πk^2 � k^2 + m^2_e . (49)

Here the factor 2 comes from the spin degrees of freedom, and k_F is the Fermi momentum of the q-electrons (For simplicity, we still use the symbol k_F to denote the Fermi momentum in this situation, please notice the difference between it and those in

Figure 3: (Color online). Particle number as a function of μ at ζ = 10 and T = 10T_F . The black, red, blue and pink solid lines correspond to the situations with q = 0.1, 0.5, 1.0 and 2.0 respectively. The inset displays the fine details when q = 0.5 and 1.0.

previous sections), which is determined by 2V q(2π)^3 4π 3 k^3_F = N_e ⇒ k_F =^3 � 3qπ^2n_e. (50)

Here N_e is the total number of q-electrons, and n_e =^{Ne}_V . Let ζ =^k_{me} and ζ_F =^{kF}_{me} , Eq.(49) implies

E_0 = m^4_e V qπ^2 f (ζ_F ) (51)

where

f (ζ_F ) =

�_{ζF} 0 dζζ^2 � 1 + ζ^2 = 1 4 ζ^4_F � � �1 + 1 ζ^2_F

+ · · · � � � (52)

in the relativistic limit. Note the number of Helium nuclei is^1_2 N_e, then the total mass of the white dwarf is M = (m_e + 2m_p)N_e ≈ 2m_pN_e where m_p is the mass of proton. Using V =^{4πR3}_3 where R is assumed to be the radius of the white dwarf, the following relation can be obtained

ζ_F = 1 m_eR 3 � 9qπM 8m_p = 3√ M̄ R̄ (53)

where M̄ =^{9qπM}_{8mp} , R̄ = m_eR.

The self gravitational potential energy of the white dwarf is E_G = −^3_5^{GM2}_R where G is the gravitational constant, then the total energy is E_0 + E_G. When a white dwarf is stable, its total energy must be at the minimum, which requires

∂(E_0 + E_G) ∂R = 0 ⇒ P_04πR^2 − 3 5 GM^2 R^2

= 0, or P_0 = 3 20π GM^2 R^4 = 3m^4_eG 20π � 8m_p 9qπ �_2¯ M^2 R̄4 . (54)

Here P_0 is the degeneracy pressure of the q-electron gas, given by

P_0 = −

∂E_0 ∂V = m^4_e qπ^2 � 1 3 ζ^3_F � 1 + ζ^2_F − f (ζ_F ) � ≈ m^4_e 12qπ^2

(ζ^4_F − ζ^2_F ) = m^4_e 12qπ^2 � � � M̄^43 R̄4 −

M̄^23 R̄2 � � � (55)

in the relativistic limit, where Eq.(53) has been plugged in. Solving Eqs.(54) and (55), we get

R̄ = M̄^13 � 1 − �¯ M M̄_0

� 2_3 (56) where

M̄_0 = � � � 45qπ 64Gm^2_p � � � 3 2 . (57)

Thus, the condition R̄ > 0 leads to the critical mass of the white dwarf

M_0(q) =

8m_p 9qπ M̄_0 = √q 8 9π � 45π 64 � 3_2 � � � ℏc Gm^2_p � � � 3 2 m_p = √ qM_0(q = 1) ≈ √ q × 1.7M^�, (58)

where we have restored the dependence on ℏ and c, M_0(q = 1) is the ordinary critical mass of white dwarfs, and M^� is the mass of the sun. Interestingly, the critical mass has a simple dependence √ q on the deformation parameter. If we include more high order terms in the expansion of the integral (52), we can get a more accurate estimation of M_0(q = 1) and also a more complicated dependence on q of the critical mass M_0(q).

VII. CONCLUSION

In summary, we construct a self-consistent q-deformed algebra for a quantum system containing both particles and antiparticles. Based on this algebra, we further formulate the finite-temperature many-body theory for the q-deformed relativistic ideal Fermi gas. By applying this formalism, we study the thermodynamic properties of this system. Interestingly, the q-deformed relativistic Fermi gas presents significantly different features from ordinary Fermi gases even in the noninteracting scenario. The deformation parameter has a notable effect on the chemical potential of both particle and antiparticle excitations, which induces the reversion of particle/antiparticle numbers when q is very small in the ultrarelativistic limit. These findings will lay a solid ground for future studies on the q-deformed relativistic interacting Fermi gas. As an application, we study the electron gas in a white dwarf based on our model of relativistic q-gas.

Hao Guo thanks the support from the National Natural Science Foundation of China (Grant No. 11674051), and Xu-Yang Hou thanks the support from the Scientific Research Foundation of Graduate School of Southeast University(Grant No. YBPY2029).

Appendix A: Fermionic basic numbers

To find the fermionic basic numbers [n_k]_∓, we assume that the actions of the deformed fermion operators on the Fock states are a_k � (2π)^3

|n_k⟩_− = C_{nk} |n_k − 1⟩_−, a^†_k � (2π)^3

|n_k⟩_− = C^′_{nk} |n_k + 1⟩_− (A1)

It can be shown [n̂^−_k ]|n_k⟩_− = C_{nk} C^′_{nk−1}|n_k⟩_−, i.e. [n_k]_− = C_{nk} C^′_{nk −1}. Similarly, we have 1 (2π)^3 a_ka^†_k|n_k⟩_− = C_{nk +1}C^′_{nk} |n_k⟩_− = [n_k + 1]_−|n_k⟩_−. (A2)

Applying these relations to the first identity in Eqs.(2), we get

[n_k + 1]_− = 1 − q[n_k]_−. (A3)

Taking the choice [0]_− = 0, this recurrence equation is solved as

[n_k]_− =

1 − (−1)^{nk} q^{nk}

1 + q

(A4)

which is the fermionic basic number of the q-fermions. The above analysis also implies C_{nk} = √ [n_k]_− and C^′_{nk} = √ [n_k + 1]_−.

Thus, the Fock space of q-fermions can be constructed on the ground state successively as

|n_k⟩_− = 1 � (2π)^{3nk}

(a^†_k)^{nk} √ [n_k]_−!

|0⟩ (A5)

where [n_k]_−! = [n_k]_−[n_k − 1]_− · · · [2]_−[1]_−.

Appendix B: Conventions of Notations

In this paper we adopt the Weyl or chiral representation of the gamma matrices,

γ^0 = � 0 I I 0 � , γ^i = −γ_i = � 0 σ^i

−σ^i 0 � , γ_5 = � −I 0 0 I � . (B1)

Define the 4-vector pauli matrices as

σ^μ = (1, ⃗σ), σ̄^μ = (1, −⃗σ), (B2)

then

γ^μ = � 0 σ^μ

σ̄^μ 0 � . (B3)

The scalar between two 4-vectors, for example, k^μ and σ^μ, is defined as k · σ = ϵ_k − k · ⃗σ , while ik · x = iϵ_kt − ik · x = ϵ_kτ − ik · x.

Appendix C: q-deformed Anti-commutative Relation

Note the time-independent fermion field can be expanded as

ψ(x) = � k 1 √ ϵ_k � √ k · ση^L_k √ k · σ̄η^L_k � a_ke^{ik·x} + � √ k · ση^R_k − √ k · σ̄η^R_k � b^†_ke^{−ik·x} � , ψ^†(x) = � k 1 √ ϵ_k � η^{L†}_k √ k · σ, η^{L†}_k √ k · σ̄ � a^†_ke^{−ik·x} + � η^{R†}_k √ k · σ, −η^{R†}_k √ k · σ̄ � b_ke^{ik·x} � . (C1)

By applying these expressions and the algebras (2), it can be shown that

ψ_a(x)ψ^†_b(x^′) + qψ^†_b(x^′)ψ_a(x) = � kk^′ 1 √ ϵ_kϵ_k′

� � √k · ση_{Lk} η_{L†k′} √k_′ · σ √k · ση_{Lk}η_{L†k′} √k_′ · σ̄ √ k · σ̄η^L_k η^{L†}_{k′} √ k^′ · σ √ k · σ̄η^L_kη^{L†}_{k′} √ k^′ · σ̄ � ab (a_ka^†_{k′} + qa^†_{k′} a_k)e^{ik·x−ik′·x′}

+ � √ k · ση^L_kη^{R†}_{k′} √ k^′ · σ − √ k · ση^L_kη^{R†}_{k′} √ k^′ · σ̄ √ k · σ̄η^L_kη^{R†}_{k′} √ k^′ · σ − √ k · σ̄η^L_kη^{R†}_{k′} √ k^′ · σ̄ � ab (a_kb_k′ + qb_k′ a_k)e^{ik·x+ik′·x′} + � √ k · ση^R_k η^{L†}_{k′} √ k^′ · σ √ k · ση^R_k η^{L†}_{k′} √ k^′ · σ̄ − √ k · σ̄η^R_k η^{L†}_{k′} √ k^′ · σ − √ k · σ̄η^R_k η^{L†}_{k′} √ k^′ · σ̄ � ab (b^†_ka^†_{k′} + qa^†_{k′} b^†_k)e^{−ik·x−ik′·x′} + � √ k · ση^R_k η^{R†}_{k′} √ k^′ · σ − √ k · ση^R_k η^{R†}_{k′} √ k^′ · σ̄ − √ k · σ̄η^R_k η^{R†}_{k′} √ k^′ · σ √ k · σ̄η^R_k η^{R†}_{k′} √ k^′ · σ̄ � ab (b^†_kb_k′ + qb_k′ b^†_k)e^{−ik·x+ik′·x′} �

= � k (2π)^3

ϵ_k

� �(ϵ_k + |k|)η_{Lk}ηL†_k mη_{Lk}ηL†_k

mη^L_kη^{L†}_k (ϵ_k − |k|)η^L_kη^{L†}_k � ab e^{ik·(x−x′ )} + � (ϵ_k − |k|)η^R_k η^{R†}_k −mη^R_k η^{R†}_k

−mη^R_k η^{R†}_k (ϵ_k + |k|)η^R_k η^{R†}_k � ab e^{−ik·(x−x′ )} � , (C2)

where we have applied the fact (k · σ)η^L_k = (ϵ_k + |k|)η^L_k and (k · σ)η^R_k = (ϵ_k − |k|)η^R_k . When the vector changes as k → −k, the

polar and azimuthal angles satisfy θ_{−k} = π − θ_k and ϕ_{−k} = π + ϕ_k. Note

η^L_kη^{L†}_k = � � � � sin^2 θ_k 2 − sin^{θk}_2 cos^{θk}_2 e^{−iϕk}

− sin^{θk}_2 cos^{θk}_2 e^{iϕk} cos^{2 θk}_2 � � � � , η^Rk η^{R†}k = � � � � cos^2 θ_k 2 sin^{θk}_2 cos^{θk}_2 e^{−iϕk}

sin^{θk}_2 cos^{θk}_2 e^{iϕk} sin^{2 θk}_2 � � � � (C3)

Hence we have η^L_{−k}η^{L†}_{−k} = η^R_k η^{R†}_k and η^L_kη^{L†}_k + η^R_k η^{R†}_k = 1_{2×2}. Therefore, by changing the variable as k → −k in the second term of

Eq.(C2), we have

ψ_a(x)ψ^†_b(x^′) + qψ^†_b(x^′)ψ_a(x) = 2(2π)^3 � k � η^L_kη^{L†}_k 0

0 η^L_kη^{L†}_k � ab e^{ik·(x−x′ )} = 2(2π)^3 � k (1_{2×2} ⊗ η^L_kη^{L†}_k )_{ab}e^{ik·(x−x′ )}. (C4)

Similarly

ψ_a(x)ψ^†_b(x^′) + qψ^†_b(x^′)ψ_a(x) = 2(2π)^3 � k � η^R_k η^{R†}_k 0

0 η^R_k η^{R†}_k � ab e^{−ik·(x−x′)} = 2(2π)^3 � k (1_{2×2} ⊗ η^R_k η^{R†}_k )_{ab}e^{−ik·(x−x′ )}. (C5)

Then evaluate ((C4)+(C5))/2, we get

ψ_a(x)ψ^†_b(x^′) + qψ^†_b(x^′)ψ_a(x) = (2π)^3 � k � (1_{2×2} ⊗ 1_{2×2})_{ab} cos � k · (x − x^′) � + i � 1_{2×2} ⊗ (η^L_kη^{L†}_k − η^R_k η^{R†}_k ) � ab sin � k · (x − x^′) � �

= (2π)^3 � k δ_{ab} e^{ik·(x−x′ )} + e^{−ik·(x−x′ )} 2 = δ_{ab}δ(x − x^′), (C6)

where in the second line we have applied the fact that every element of η^L_kη^{L†}_k − η^R_k η^{R†}_k contains e^{±iϕk} and

�_{2π} 0 dϕ_ke^{±iϕk} = 0.

Appendix D: Equation of Motion of the Fermion Field

Applying the Heisenberg equation and the algebras (2), we have

γ^0

∂ψ(x) ∂τ − (i⃗γ · ∇ − m + μγ^0)ψ(x) = � k 1 √ ϵ_k γ^0 � − � √ k · ση^L_k √ k · σ̄η^L_k � (ϵ_k − μ)a_ke^{−ik−·x} + � √ k · ση^R_k − √ k · σ̄η^R_k � (ϵ_k + μ)b^†_ke^{ik+·x} �

− � k 1 √ ϵ_k � (−⃗γ · k − m + μγ^0) � √ k · ση^L_k √ k · σ̄η^L_k � a_ke^{−ik− ·x} + (⃗γ · k − m + μγ^0) � √ k · ση^R_k − √ k · σ̄η^R_k � b^†_ke^{ik+·x} �

= � k 1 √ ϵ_k

� � m −k · σ

−k · σ̄ m

� � √

k · ση^L_k √ k · σ̄η^L_k � a_ke^{−ik−·x} + � m k · σ k · σ̄ m

� � √

k · ση^R_k − √ k · σ̄η^R_k � b^†_ke^{ik+·x} �

= � k 1 √ ϵ_k

� � (m √k · σ − k · σ √k · σ̄)ηL_k

(−k · σ̄ √ k · σ + m √ k · σ̄)η^L_k � a_ke^{−ik−·x} + � (m √ k · σ − k · σ √ k · σ̄)η^R_k

(k · σ̄ √ k · σ − m √ k · σ̄)η^R_k � b^†_ke^{ik+ ·x} �

= 0, (D1)

where we have applied the fact (k · σ)(k · σ̄) = (k · σ̄)(k · σ) = m^2. This leads to the equation of motion (13) for q-deformed fermionic field.

Appendix E: Expression of the Green’s Function

It is easy to verify the following properties of the energy projectors

Λ^2_±(k) = Λ_±(k), Λ_+(k)Λ_−(k) = Λ_−(k)Λ_+(k) = 0 (E1)

Λ_+(k) + Λ_−(k) = 1_{4×4}, Λ_+(k) − Λ_−(k) = 1 ϵ_k γ^0(⃗γ · k + m). (E2)

The gamma matrice satisfy

(a + bγ^0 + c⃗γ · k + dγ^0⃗γ · k)^{−1} =

−a + bγ^0 + c⃗γ · k + dγ^0⃗γ · k

b^2 − a^2 + (d^2 − c^2)|k|^2

. (E3)

By using this equality we have

G(K) = [(iω_n + ln q β + μ)γ^0 − ⃗γ · k − m]^{−1}

= (iω_n +^{ln q}_β + μ)γ^0 − ⃗γ · k + m

(iω_n +^{ln q}_β + μ)^2 − m^2 − |k|^2 = [(iω_n +^{ln q}_β + ξ^+_k )Λ_+(k) + (iω_n +^{ln q}_β − ξ^−_k )Λ_−(k)]γ^0

(iω_n +^{ln q}_β + ξ^+_k )(iω_n +^{ln q}_β − ξ^−_k ) = � Λ_+(k)

iω_n +^{ln q}_β − ξ^−_k + Λ_−(k)

iω_n +^{ln q}_β + ξ^+_k � γ^0 (E4)

Appendix F: Number equation

The number equation given by Eq.(26) can be directly verified as follows 1 q z ∂ ln Z ∂z = 1 q � k � qze^{−βϵk} 1 + qze^{−βϵk} − 1 z^2 q^{−1}ze^{−βϵk} 1 + q^{−1}z^{−1}e^{−βϵk} �

= � k � 1 z^{−1}e^{βϵk} + q − 1 q 1 1 + qze^{βϵk} �

= � k � 1 e^{β(ϵk−μ)} + q − 1 q 1 qe^{β(ϵk+μ)} + 1 �

= n. (F1)

[1] V. G. Drinfeld (University of California Press, Berkely, 1986), p. 798. [2] M. Jimbo, Lett. Math. Phys. 11, 247 (1986).

[3] M. Jimbo, Yang Baxter Equation in Integrable Systems, Adv. Series in Math. Phys. 10 (World Scientific, Singapore, 1990). [4] P. P. Kulish and E. V. Damaskinsky, J. Phys. A: Math. Gen. 23, L415 (1990). [5] H. J. de Vega, Int. J. Mod. Phys. A 4, 2371 (1989). [6] L. C. Biedenharn, J. Phys. A: Math. Gen. 22, L873 (1989). [7] A. J. Macfarlane, J. Phys. A: Math. Gen. 22, 4581 (1989). [8] M. Arik and D. D. Coon, J. Math. Phys. 17, 524 (1976). [9] A. Jevicki and V. A. Tonder, Mod. Phys. Lett. A 11, 1397 (1996). [10] S. Mizoguchi and T. Tada, Phys. Rev. Lett. 68, 1795 (1992). [11] D. A. Lowe, Phys. Rev. D 70, 104002 (2004).

[12] T. Kameyama and K. Yoshida, Prog. Theor. Exp. Phys. 2016, 063B01 (2016). [13] V. Buzek, J. Mod. Opt. 39, 949 (1992). [14] L. M. Kuang, J. Mod. Opt. 41, 517 (1994).

[15] M. Chaichian, D. Ellinas, and P. Kulish, Phys. Rev. Lett. 65, 980 (1990). [16] C. Zhe, Phys. Rev. A 47, 5017 (1993). [17] K. P. Marzlin, Int. J. Theor. Phys. 36, 841 (1997). [18] L. Samaj, ACTA PHYSICA SLOVACA 58, 814 (2008). [19] D. Bonatsos and C. Daskaloyannis, Prog. Part. Nucl. Phys. 43, 537 (1999). [20] S. S. Sharma, Phys. Rev. C 46, 904 (1992). [21] L. Tripodi and C. L. Lima, Phys. Lett. B 412, 7 (1997). [22] S. S. Sharma and N. K. Sharma, Phys. Rev. C 62, 034314 (2000). [23] V. S. Timoteo and C. L. Lima, Phys. Lett. B 448, 1 (1999).

[24] K. D. Sviratcheva, A. I. Georgieva, V. G. Gueorguiev, J. P. Draayer, and M. I. Ivanov, J. Phys. A: Math. Gen. 34, 8365 (2001). [25] K. D. Sviratcheva, A. I. Georgieva, and J. P. Draayer, J. Phys. A: Math. Gen. 36, 7579 (2003). [26] K. D. Sviratcheva, A. I. Georgieva, and J. P. Draayer, J. Phys. G: Nucl. Part. Phys. 29, 1281 (2003). [27] A. I. Georgieva, K. D. Sviratcheva, M. I. Ivanov, and J. P. Draayer, Phys. Atom. Nuclei 74, 884 (2011). [28] R. K. Gupta, C. T. Bach, and H. Rosu, J. Phys. A: Math. Gen. 27, 1427 (1994). [29] E. Dil and E. Kolay, Int. J. Mod. Phys. D 27, 1750177 (2018). [30] Y. Shu, J. Chen, and L. Chen, Phys. Lett. A 292, 309 (2002). [31] A. Guha, S. J, and P. K. Das, Phys. Rev. D 95, 015001 (2017). [32] A. A. Marinho, F. A. Brito, and C. Chesman, Physica A 391, 3424 (2012). [33] A. Guha and P. Kumar Das, Physica A 495, 18 (2018).

[34] K. S. Viswanathan, R. Parthasarathy, and R. Jagannathan, J. Phys. A: Math. Gen. 25, L335 (1992). [35] A. Lavagno and P. NarayanaSwamy, Phys. Rev. E 61, 1218 (2000). [36] S. K. Cai, G. Z. Su, and J. C. Chen, J. Phys. A: Math. Gen. 40, 11245 (2007). [37] A. Algin and E. Arslan, Phys. Lett. A 372, 2767 (2008). [38] P. NarayanaSwamy, Eur. Phys. J. B 50, 291 (2006). [39] P. NarayanaSwamy, Ukr. J. Phys. 9, 948 (1999). [40] A. Algin, Int. J. Theo. Phys. 50, 1554 (2011).

[41] R. Parthasarathy and K. S. Viswanathan, J. Phys. A: Math. Gen. 24, 613 (1991). [42] J. Beckers and N. Debergh, J. Phys. A: Math. Gen. 24, L1277 (1991). [43] E. I. Duzzioni and J. R. Marinelli, Phys. Lett. A 326, 322 (2004). [44] A. Algin and M. Senay, Phys. Rev. E 85, 041123 (2012). [45] X. Y. Hou, X. Huang, Y. He, and G. H, J. Stat. Mech. 2018, 123101 (2018). [46] X. Huang, X.-Y. Hou, Y. Gong, and H. Guo, Mod. Phys. Lett. B 33, 1950294 (2019). [47] M. Chaichian, R. G. Felipe, and C. Montonen, J. Phys. A: Math. Gen. 26, 4017 (1993). [48] A. Algin and M. Senay, J. Phys.: Conf. Ser. 766, 012008 (2016).

[49] M. E. Peskin and D. V. Schroeder, An Introduction to Quantum Field Theory (Addison-Wesley, 1995). [50] A. Foussats, E. Manavella, C. Repetto, O. P. Zandron, and O. S. Zandron, Int.J.Theor.Phys. 34, 1 (1995). [51] A. L. Fetter and J. D. Walecka, Quantum Theory of Many-Particle Systems (Dover, 2003). [52] F. J. Sevilla and O. Piña, Physica A 482, 585 (2017). [53] A. A. Araújo Filho and J. A. A. S. Reis (2020), arXiv: 2005.11453. [54] A. Algin and M. Senay, Physica A 447, 232 (2016).