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ABSTRACT: In this work, we construct a non-commutative (NC) gauge theory of gravity
for any metric with spherical symmetries, where we use a non-diagonal tetrad field. The
deformed gauge potentials (tetrad fields) and the components of deformed metric are com-
puted to the second order in the NC parameter ©#¥, as the application to the Schwarzschild
black hole we show that the NC geometry removes the singularity at the origin of the black
hole, and increase the event horizon. The non-commutativity correction to the effective
potential of the Schwarzschild metric is also computed and we show how this geometry
affects the stability condition which it found the NC parameter plays the same role as the
mass that can be used to explain the dark matter and we show that the NC Schwarzschild
space-time has new stable circular orbits appear near the event horizon that is not allowed
by Schwarzschild space-time. The geodesic equations in the NC space and the corrections
to the periastron advance in terms of © are obtained. We have also specified the problem of
Mercury’s perihelion and used the experimental data to estimate the NC parameter ©, then
we show that © of the order 1072%s.kg™! gives observable corrections to the movement at
a large scale. We show that the NC propriety of the spacetime appears at the High Energy.

KEYWORDS: Non-commutative geometry, Gauge gravity, Schwarzschild space-time, Geodesic
equation.

!Corresponding author.


http://arxiv.org/abs/2112.01558v1
mailto:touati.abph@gmail.com
mailto:zaim69slimane@yahoo.com

Contents

1 Introduction 1
2 Non-commutative gauge gravity for spherical symmetric metric 2
3 Geodesic equation in the non-commutative Schwarzschild spacetime 7
3.1 Stability condition 11
3.2 Orbital motion 14
3.3 Periastron advance of Mercury orbit 15
4 Conclusions 17

1 Introduction

In general relativity, the study of the geodesic motion of test particles in curved spacetime
is the first probe towards an understanding of the physics and geometry of gravitational
objects. So that she was able to solve the problem of mercury perihelion and is consid-
ered one of the triumphs of the general relativity theory. Also, the classification of stable
and unstable orbits is done by drawing the effective potentials and checking their behavior
at different points. We find many references that studied in detail the geodesy move-
ment of black holes [1-25].. However, our interest is in studying the geodesic motion in
non-commutative space-time, by imposing further commutation relations between position
coordinates themselves. This non-commutativity leads to the modification of Heisenberg
uncertainty relations in such a way that prevents one from measuring positions to better
accuracy than the Planck length. Noncommutativity is mainly motivated by string theory,
being a limit in the presence of a background field [26-33]. This idea results in the concept
of quantum gravity since quantifying space-time leads to quantifying gravity, these quan-
tum gravity effects can be neglected in low energy limits, but in the strong gravitational
field of a black hole one has to consider these effects. In the non-commutative space-time
the coordinate and momentum operators satisfy the following commutation relations:

[xH, x¥] = 1OH (1.1)

where ©# is an anti-symmetric real matrix which determines the fundamental cell dis-
cretization of space-time much in the same way as the Planck constant A discretizes the
phase space and z* are the coordinate operator on a non-commutative space-time is defined

by the following transformations:

# =zt — eMp, (1.2)



In the non-commutative theory, the ordinary product has changed to the star product
(Moyal product) "+" between two arbitrary functions f(z) and g(z) defined over this space-
time:

(f % 9)(x) = F(2)ed® g () (13)

Recently there has been interest in studies that investigated the modifications introduced
by a non-commutativity on the geodesic structure in black hole [34-45]. Here one uses
a gauge gravity theory in non-commutative space-time with star products and Seiberg-
Witten maps [46]. The non-commutative gauge gravity is a theory of general relativity in
curved space-time with preservation of non-commutative space-time and based partly on
implementing symmetries on flat non-commutative space-time. In gauge gravity theory the
action transforms under ordinary Lorentz transformation of the ordinary fields, since these
ordinary transformations, via the Seiberg-Witten map, induce the non-commutative canon-
ical transformations of non-commutative fields under which the non-commutative action is
invariant [47-49]. Our work will be in this context, with the aim of writing the geodesic
equation that arises from the metric tensor which has been corrected using star product
between tetrads fields and Seiberg-Witten maps. In addition, we hope to obtain correc-
tions in terms of the non-commutative for each of the effective potential and the deviation
angle per revolution and we also discussed the issue of the stability of circular orbits in a
non-commutative Schwarzschild geometry. The article is organized as follows. In Sect. 2
we present the non-commutative corrections to the metric field using star product between
tetrads fields and Seiberg-Witten maps. In Sect. 3 we calculate the non-commutative
geodesic equation and we also obtained non-commutative effective potentials up to the
second-order from the non-commutativity parameter and the condition for the stability of
the circular orbitals of the particles in non-commutative Schwarzschild space-time has also
been determined. We then calculated the non-commutative adjustment to the value of the
perihelion rotation and gave an estimate for the non-commutative parameter. In the last

section, we present our concluding remarks.

2 Non-commutative gauge gravity for spherical symmetric metric

Using the tetrad and spin connection formalism in the gauge theory of gravity is un-
avoiable because of the requirement to describe the spinor fields in this theory. We de-
note the tetrad fields by ejj,a = 0,1,2,3 and the spin connection wfjb(m) = —wza(x)
[ab]=[01],]02],|03],[12],|13],[23]. Then the Ricci scalar is given by:

R =eley R (2.1)
Where el denotes the inverse of e,, which satistying the usual properties:
ehe, =0y, €pen =0, (2.2)

And Rff; denote the curvature tensor:

RZI;/ = ngb - 8,,wa + <wzcwf,lb - wl‘fcwgb) Ned (2.3)



So then the action of the pur gravity in the gauge theory, are define read:

1 4 1 4 v pab
Sy = 16:C /d reR = e /d zeehey Ry, (2.4)

where e = det(ej;). Using the variational principle §S = 0 for the action in (2.4) respect to

a

o in the vacuum:

€y, we can get the field equation for the gravitational potentials e

R.=0 (2.5)

where R, = sz‘/eg the Ricci tensor.
We consider the general solution of the equation of the gravitational field (2.5) in the
case of static and spherical symmetry, the following metric:

ds = —A(r)dt? + B(r)dr® + 1*(d9 + sin*0d¢?) (2.6)

where the A(r) and B(r) are functions related only to the radius . The tetrad formulation
of General Relativity allows to write the tetrad components with this relation:

I = €,€av (2.7)

With the choose a particular form of non diagonal tetrad fields satisfies the relation
(2.7) as follows:

A(r) 0 0 0
0 — 0 B(r)sinfcos¢ rcosbcosp —rsinfsing (2.8)
K 0 B(r)sinfsing rcosfsing rsinfcosd '
0 B(r)cosb —rsind 0

We note that, this particular form of tetrad field can be used for a stationary observer at
spatial infinity [40].

The non-zero component of the spin connection for this tetrad field:

Wl = (‘g((:)) sinfcose, 0,0,0> LWl = (‘g((:)) sin@sin(b,0,0,0) , (2.9)
WP = (g((:)) cose,o,o,()) w2 = (0,0,0, n- Bb)]sm%) , (2.10)
w, = (0, 0,—-[1- = (T)]cosgs, [1— %]SinHCOSQSingb) , (2.11)
W = (0, 0,—[1 -2 (T)]singb, -1 - %]szﬁwcosecosqﬁ) , (2.12)

Using the relations (2.3), the spin connection, and the tetrads fields, we find the nonzero

component of the curvature tensor R%

s Which we need to use further with the spin connec-



tion and tetrads fields, in the derivation of the expressions of the deformed tetrads fields:

Ry = — [1;1;((:)) - A/ggi/)(r)} sinfcosp, ROy = —2;—((’,;))COSHCOS¢, (2.13)
A/ A// A/ B/

Rgé BQ(( ))smﬁsmqﬁ, RS% [ ((T)) gg(r)(r)} sinfsing, (2.14)

R8§ = AI((T)) cosfsing, R03 =5 (( ))smﬂcosgb, R 2;({)) sind, (2.15)

RY = [BI((:)) — A'ggi’)(r)} cosf, Ri2 = [1 — B%(r)} sinfcost (2.16)
B’ B’ B’

R2 = BQ—((;))smw, R = _BQ((::)) cosp, RI= —BQ((:)) sinfcosfsind, (2.17)

R = — [1 — BQL(T)] sin®0sing, RS = —g;—((:))smﬁcosﬁcos@ (2.18)

R12 = —52((77:)) sing, R%% = |:1 - BQl(T):| Sin20008¢7 (2'19)

where A'(r), B'(r) and A”(r) denote the derivatives of first and second-order with respect
to the r-coordinate.

In the non-commutative space-time, for finding the deformed tetrad fields éZ(m, O) we
use the Seiberg-Witten map, which describes the tetrad fields as a development in the power
of © up to the second-order [50]:

éZ(x, 0) = eZ( x) — z@”pewp( x) + @”p@)‘TeZVpAT(x) + 0(0?) (2.20)
where:
a 1 ac d ac ac\ .d
Ehp = Z[W” Opey, + (Opwy” + Ry )epned (2.21)
a 1 a C a Ci Ci m
BMV/?)\T = 3_2 [2{RTV’ Rﬂp} be)\ - w)\b(DPRT?/ + 8PRT?/)61/ Ndm
—{wy, (DyR7y + 8pRﬂ,)}“bef\ — Or{wy, (Opwy + Rpu)}“bei
b ( cg,em + (apw;d + R,‘;ﬁ) e;n) Tam + 20,w800,0,¢5
—20, (angb + Rgl;) 0,65, — {ws (Dpwr + Rpp) 00,
- (8Twu + Rw) (wﬁdapegn + ((3/)‘*))\ + RPA)) eT) Udm] Meb (2.22)
and
ab __ ac odb ac _ db ab __ ac odb ac _db
{a, By = (aB™ + B0 ) nua, [, B = (0°B™ — B*a™) g (2.23)
ab __ ab ac pdb be pda
Dy Roh = 0 R+ (wi Ry + ol e ) (2.24)

The complex conjugate éZT (z,0) of the deformed tetrad fields is obtien from the her-
mitian conjugate of the relation (2.20):

eZT(x, 0) = e, (r) +1i0"Pe + @VPGATGZVP)\T(x) + 0(0%) (2.25)

;u/p( )



and the real deformed metric is given by the formula [47]:

1
Guv(2,0) = 3 ey * ey etxe T] Nab (2.26)

Using the Seiberg-Witten map (2.22), we can easily get the deformed tetrad fields
é;(r,0) and he’s hermitian conjugate éZT(x,G)) given by the relations (2.20) and (2.25).
To simplify the calculations, we took only space-space non-commutativity, Gg; = 0 (due
to the known problem with unitary), so we choose the following the metric for the non-

commutativity parameter ©#":

00 00
oM = 8 8 8(3 . wr=0,1,2,3 (2.27)

0-600

where O is a real positive constant.

The non-zero components of the non-commutative tetrad fields éj, are:

2
ey =A(r) + 3224 { —4B(r)(4rB'(r)A" (r) + A'(r)(2B'(r) + rB"(1)))
+16rA'(r )B'Q( )+ 33( )(A'(r)B'(r) + 44" (r)) + B(r)(=3A'(r) B'(r)
+4(A"(r) + A" (1))} )} 5in?0 + O(03) (2.28)
2
ét =B(r)sinfcosg + ?B'(r)sin@sin(b + 642)3 {8(2B'(r) — B(r)B"(r))sin*0
+B3(r)B" (r)(3 + cos26) + B(r)(B"(r) — B( )B"(r))(1 + 3cos26) } sinficose
+0(6% (2.29)
é2 =B(r)sinfsing — ?B'(r)sin@cosqﬁ + 64B3 {8 B(r)B"(r))sin*0
+B3(r)B" (r)(3 + cos26) + B(r)(B"(r) — B( )B"(r))(1 + 3cos26) } sinfsing
+0(6% (2.30)

23 29281'7129 {(
17 32B3(r)

+ B(r)cosf + O(03) (2.31)
2

32B4(r
+sin?0 [16rB™(r) — B*(r)(B'(r) — 4rB"(r )) —4B(r)(2B'(r) + 2rB®(r) + rB"(r))]

8 — 3B(T))B/2(’I“) - B(’I“)B”(T)(4 +(-3+ B(’I“))B(T))} cosb
&l =rcosfcosd — ? [B(r) — 1] cosfsing + ————

{B4 B'(r)(—3 + co0s20)

—%Bg(T)B,(T‘)(—Q + 500829)} cosBcosg + O(03) (2.32)



3224 {B4 B'(1)(—3 + cos(20))

+sin®0 [16rB™(r) — B*(r)(B'(r) — 4rB"(r)) — 4B(r)(2B'(r) + 2rB”(r) + rB"(r))]

2 =rcosfsing + ? [B(r) — 1] cosfcosp +

—%33(T)B/(T)(—9 + 5003(29))} cosfsing + O(03) (2.33)

2sin
é% = —rsinf + 663134( 0 {sm 0 [4B(T)B'(r)(4 + Bg(r)) — 327“B'2(7’) + STB(T)B”(T)]
B2(r)B'(r)(5 — B(r) + (=1 + 5B(r))cos(20)) + 8 B(r)(B(r)B" (r) — 23/2(7“))00529}
+0(0?% (2.34)
1 )42 B'(r
B(r)

ey = — rsinfsing — ? [(B(r) —1)cos*0 — ((1 - )r)sinZG] sinfcos¢

B2(r)
@2
)
+12rB"(r))]sin*0 + 2B>(r)B'(r) — 2B*(r) B'(r)cos*0 } (—sinfsing) + O(0°) (2.35)
1 )49 B'(r)
B(r)” B(r)

+ +3B2(r)B'(r) + 36rB"*(r) + 8rB*(r)B" (r) — B(r)(7B'(r) + 16rB”(r)

ég =rsinfcoso + ? [(B( ) — 1) cos 29 — ((1— r)sinze] (—sinfsing)

oy 3B ) 0) 4+ 3608 + B0 B(0) — B TH ) + 100 5%)

+127°B"(7"))]sm29 +2B%(r)B'(r) — 2B*(r)B'(r)cos*0} (sinfcos¢) + O(0%)  (2.36)

[( B(r)+ B(r)* + 2rB '(r))] sin?6cosh (2.37)

Then, using the definition (2.26), to obtain the non-zero components of the non-
commutative metric g,, up to the second-order of ©, and we intend to analyze a geodesic
movement over a plane § = 7, so the new metric will assume a simpler diagonal form:

Goo = — A%(r) — 1%(321 {-4B(r)(4rB'(r)A"(r) + A'(r)(2B'(r) + rB"(r)))

+16rA'(r)B"™(r) + B3( )(A'(r)B'(r) + 4A" (r)) + B*(r)(=3A'(r)B'(r)

+4(A"(r) +r A" (r)} + O(©?) (2.38)
g1 =B%(r) + 16222 {B”(r) (8 + B(r)(=1+9B(r))) + B"(r)B(r)(—4 + B(r)

+9B%(r))} + (9 3) (2.39)
Goo =12 + 16342 {B'(r) (=B(r)(1 + B(r)) + (8 + B(r)(—=5 + 2B(r) 4+ 16rB'(r))))

—4rB(r)B'(r)} r + 0O(0%) (2.40)
Gz =12 + : 6;2 {9B*(r) — 2B3(r)(3 — rB'(r)) + 40r*B"(r) — rB(r)(B'(r)(11 + 32rB'(r))

+12rB"(r )) + B2(r)(1 + 27rB'(r) + 16r°B"(r))} + O(6?) (2.41)

We can clearly see that, if © — 0, we obtain the commutative metric (2.6).



3 Geodesic equation in the non-commutative Schwarzschild spacetime
The structure of spacetime in the non-commutative case it has given by the new line element:
ds* = Goo(r, ©)c®dt® + i1 (r, ©)dr? + Goo(r, ©)d6? + Ga3(r, ©)dg? (3.1)

1
Now, if we insert the Schwarzschild potential A(r) = B~!(r) = (1 — 22)2 into (2.38-2.39-
2.40-2.41), then we obtien the deformed Schwarzschild metric with a correction up to the
second order in O:

5 (1 2m> m <88m2 + mr (—77 + 15@) _ &2 <_2 i @))
=(1-"—)+
"

_ 2 3
goo 60 (—2m + 7) 0“4+ 0(0°)
(3.2)
om\ 1 | m(12m?+mr (144 /1 - 22) — 92 (5+ /122
u=(1-"7) = ( ( 5 ) ) 0% + 0(6%)
r 8r2(—2m +r)3
(3.3)
m(m (10— 6y/1—2m) = 822 4 (—3 4 5,/1— 22
922 :T’2—|— ( < ) ( )) ®2+O(®3)
16(—2m + r)?
(3.4)
m| =17+ 5 —
g =17+ 2 - S\ 1- < 12m> Y 0+ 0(e?)
gs3 =T 8 8 T 167 (—2m + )2
(3.5)

From these expressions, all the non-zero components of the metric acquire a singularity in
the NC correction term at r = 2m, also in ggg component, that’s what we don’t see in Ref.
[47], this difference was the result of using a general form of the tetrad filed.

The corresponding event horizon in the non-commutative Schwarzschild black hole can
be obtain by solving g = 0.

1
rgczrg}—k— 8—27’%@—(

= )62 (3.6)

where Tg = 2m is the event horizon of the Schwarzschild black hole in the commutative
spacetime when © = 0.

As we see in Fig.1, the event horizon in the NC spacetime is bigger than in the com-
mutative case rgc > rg, and new behaviors of g, are showing in this theory, where the
singularity of the Schwarzschild solution at » = 0 is now shifted by the noncommutativity
of space to the finite radius » = 2m. Then the interior region (r < rp) became banned from



any observer, so the NC structure of the space-time gives a non-singular black hole. Which
is a logical result because we are using a general form of the tetrad field for a stationary
observer at the spatial infinity (2.8). This result is not available in the diagonal form of
tetrad in the NC gauge theory as in the literature [47, 51, 52| or in the theory of non-
singularity black hole like the noncommutativity eliminates point-like gravitational source
[41-45], Hayward black hole [53-56]. We can see this results in the theory of quantum-
corrected black hole [57-59], but just in the particular case where a = rp, and a in this
theory represent a minimal distance and it is expected of the order of the Planck length,
l,, when the singularity of the black hole in this theory is shifted to r = a = ryim ~ [p, so
is not a natural result because we need to fixed the parameter a for a particular value to
observe the same result as in Fig 1. Contrary to our results, which is emerged naturally
from the quantum structure of the space-time itself, when we impose the NC property of
the geometry to the space-time, without the need to impose a particular value to the NC
parameter ©. Then we conclude that the NC geometry removes the singularity at the origin
of the black hole and increases the radius of the event horizon.

0.6

005
04r

0.2}

-0.2

-0.4

-0.6

Figure 1. Behaviors of g for a stationary observer at spatial infinity in the non-commutative
spacetime with a given O.

The corresponding Lagrangian can be written according to the non-commutative space-

time structure described by (3.1), as follows.
2L =it (r, ©)c*i® + Grp (1, ©)7% + Gy (r, ©) ¢ (3.7)

where the dots represent the derivative with respect to the affine parameter 7, along the
geodesic.

Use the Euler-Lagrange equation:

d (0L oL
as <@> “ o (38)



Since L is independent of ¢ and ¢ so we have tow conserved quantities:

_ . Ey
Ey=pp = 2 P S .
0=pt=cgu(r0)t = 2y (r, ©) (3:9)
. l
| = ps = Gos(rnO) = d= — 3.10
¢ = Jpo (1, ©) G0 0) (3.10)

Use the invariant! of g, U*U” = —h, together with the relations (3.9) and (3.10) and with
some rearrange we can get the explicit equation for 72:

2 E? 1 < 2 +hc2> (3.11)
02§tt (7"7 G)QTT’ (Ta @) grr (7"7 @) gdﬂﬁ(r? @) -

where we shall consider h = m3 for massive particles.
Substituting (3.2), (3.3) and (3.5) into (3.11), and with the developed up to O(6©3)
respect to ©, then the equation (3.11) can be written as:

72+ Vopp(r,0) =0 (3.12)
where:
174+ 5
B om\ (12 , o] 2|5 3 2m m< \/1—%>
%”“@_O_7O(E+M)_E+9 g sVt Tor

16r5(1 — 222

m?y /1 — 22 m(64m? + m(—49 + 13,/1 — Z2)r 4+ 2(13 — 3,/1 — 22)72)
+7T) +E2 ( ks T

8r5(1 — 2m)
(3.13)

It is clear, for ©® — 0, we obtien the commutative effective potential for the Schwarzschild
metric:

2 12
Vos(r,© =0) = (1 - Tm> <T—2 + hc2> — E? (3.14)

In Figure 2, we show the influence of parameters (©, m, E and [) on the effective
potential for a massive particle. From this figure, we can see that in the NC space-time
all the extremes of the effective potential are located outside the event horizon whatever
the value of the parameter used, and this deformed geometry adds a new minimum to this
effective potential witch give us multiples stable circular orbits. In (a) when © increases the
maximum peak of the curve decrease and shifted a little off the event horizon. We need to
note that the divergence around the event horizon is a consequence of the non-commutative
geometry, which play the role of barrier to prevent particles at the high energy from falling

into the event horizon. From Fig. 2 (b), we can see that the increase of mass shifted the

Lwhere U* = ¢ 1 ddL: denote the 4-velocity.
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r r

Figure 2. The behaviors of the effective potential for massive particle. (a) different © and fixed:
E =0998, m=1,1=4.2. (b) different m and fixed: £ =0.998, © = 0.2, | = 4.2m. (c) different
E and fixed: m=1,0© =0.2,1 =4.2. (d) different [ and fixed: £ =0.998, © =0.2, m = 1.

effective potential off the event horizon and increases the depth of the potential well in the
NC space-times. Like we see in (c¢) the effective potential depends on the energy of the test
particle in the NC space-time (3.13), then the increase of the energy applied the decrease in
the level of the effective potential and increase in the depth of the potential well. While for
a particle with weak energy F < 1, the new minimum of the effective potential disappear
then this particle falls into the event horizon. As another new note from (d), we should
mention that in the NC space-times it always exists a minimum of the effective potential
near the event horizon whatever the value of the orbital momentum, and when we increase
[ the depth of the potential well decrease and shifted to the event horizon, and the other
extremes of the effective potential has been restored when we get loy > 2v/3m.

In this scenario the NC geometry plays the role of the potential well near the event
horizon when all matter absorbed by the black-hole is compressed into this region before
entering the event horizon, this leads to the formation of an accretion disk with high-density
and high-temperature around this black hole and becomes very bright, this is so-called
"Black Hole Accretion Disk Theory" see Ref.[60-63] which is also known in astronomy as
"Quasar", Ref. [64, 65].

This new minimum showing in the behaviors of the effective potential in Fig. 2, can
be found in other theories like a Reissner-Nordstrom charged black hole [66, 67| or in the

,10,



theory of non-singularity black hole [55, 56],..etc, while this theory has a problem where
this minimum is located inside the event horizon which can not be interpreted as a stable
circular orbit. In our work, the non-commutativity shifted this new minimum to the outside
of the event horizon, which gives us a possibility to see it as a stable circular orbit near the
event horizon, we see all of that in the following section.

3.1 Stability condition

In which follows, we treat the circular orbits and the stability condition in the NC space-
time, to see how this deformed geometry affects this class of orbits. For that, take the case

of circular orbits (7 = 0), the corresponding effective potential must satisfy:
Vers(r,0) = V3(r,0) — E* =0 (3.15)

Now, we can find the extreme of the non-commutative effective potential given by the
relation (3.13), to get the stable and unstable orbit, we need to solve this equation:

dVerr

1
=0 (3.16)

In NC space-time, the minimum value of V.s¢ appears as soon as [ > 0, (if [ = 0, in
this case, the NC parameter play the role of angular momentum), this corresponds to the
Newtonian case but the existence of the maximum value of V, s requires a condition on the
angular momentum [, which is given by I+ > 2v/3m, this corresponds to the relativistic
case in commutative space-time. It is shown that the gravitational field gauge theory in
NC Schwarzschild geometry using Seiberg-Witten maps is equivalent to the Newtonian case
and the relativistic case in commutative Schwarzschild geometry.

Table 1. Some numerical values of unstable circular orbit r,,s and the multiple stable circular
orbit rg, in the commutative and the NC case with different parameter © and fixed £ = 0.998,[ =
4.2,m=1.

) 0 0.10 0.15 0.20 0.25 0.30
Tsta(internal) 2.16349 2.21421 2.25862 2.29837 2.33435
Tuns 3.83278 3.83684 3.8419 3.84894 3.85791 3.86876

rsto(external) 13.8072 13.8074 13.8076 13.8078 13.8081 13.8086

This table show some numerical solution of equation (3.16), where it represents the
variation of unstable and multiple stable circular orbits as a function of NC parameter O,
where the three type of circular orbit increase with the increase of ©. This behavior can
be seen in Fig. 3.

We can conclude from Fig. 3 that as the NC parameter © increases, all the types of
radius increase in (a), (b), and (c). Therefore unstable circular orbital has a greater radius
in NC spaces as the parameter increases, this indicates a strong gravitational field. Where
we can see as the angular momentum [ increase, the unstable and internal stable circular
orbit decrease, while the external stable circular orbit increase in (d), (e), and (f).
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Figure 3. The behaviors of the radius of circular orbit for a particle in the NC space-time. Unstable
and multiple stable circular orbit as function of © and for fixed | = 4.2, E = 0.998, m = 1 in (a),
(b) and (c), and as function of ! and for fixed © = 0.2, E = 0.998, m = 1 in (d), (e) and (f).

In astrophysics, the innermost stable circular orbit (ISCO) has a big importance to
describe the motion of a test body around a compact object. Where this class of orbits can
be obtained from the stability condition, which is given by:

d*Very

@z

The numerical solution of these condition show that, in the commutative Schwarzschild

space with l..;+, we get rgm > 6 and for a NC Schwarzschild space using the Seiberg-

Witten maps withe parameter © = 0.2 we get two conditions of stability orbits (see Fig.4)

re < rNC < 2.46729 and rNC > 6.00772, which corresponding to the multiple innermost
stable orbits.

>0 (3.17)

32888

§5888¢8%

Figure 4. The condition for stability of circular orbits for different © and fixed other parameter:
(@) B =1, 1ot =2V3, m=1. b) E =1, lepit = V3, m = 05. (¢c) E =1, Iy = 6v3/14,
m = 3/14.

The Figure 4, show the behaviors of the composite conditions equations (3.16) and
(3.17) for fixed E and different other parameters l..;t, m and ©, as we see in the commutative
space ©® = 0 we have just one condition for the innermost stable circular orbit, but the
NC space increase this condition of the innermost stable circular orbit and he add a new
condition for the stable circular orbit near the event horizon of the static black hole. Another
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note can be seen from the graph when we decrease the mass of the black hole we found
that the NC effect increase and that suggests to the NC term correction to be in the
proportionality to (o %)

250

150

100

Figure 5. The condition for the stability of circular orbits for fixed E = 1 . (a) different m,
lerit = 2¢/3m and fixed © = 0.2. (b) different © and fixed m = 0.50

As we see in Fig 5, the behaviors for the stability condition of circular orbits as a
function of the mass m in (a) and as a function of the NC parameter © in (b) is showing,
then we see with the increase of the mass the two stability condition in the NC space-times
increase, and the same note when we increase the NC parameter this two stability condition
increase. From this behavior in Fig. 5, we can see that, the NC parameter © plays the same
role as the mass m, and that may be can use to explain the dark matter in this universe.

Table 2. Some numerical solution for the radius condition of innermost stable circular orbit with
different parameter © and fixed E = 1, loi = 2¢v/3m, m. (a) m =1, (b) m = 0.5, (c) m = 3/14.

S) 0 0.10 0.15 0.20 0.25 0.30
T(a)ymin 2 6 6.00127  6.00286  6.00507  6.00792  6.01138
s L T'(@)min S 2.39118  2.48542 2.5655 2.63613  2.69974
T(bymin = 3 3.00254  3.00569  3.01008  3.01566  3.02241
rs L T(b)min S 1.28275  1.34987  1.40569  1.45373  1.49587
T(e)ymin = 1.28571  1.29157  1.29869 1.3083 1.32011  1.33377
Ts K T'(pymin S 0.616476 0.657125 0.688445 0.713273 0.733258

Like we see in table 2, some numerical solutions are obtained according to conditions
equations (3.16) and (3.17) as show in Fig. 4, which represent the variation of innermost
stable circular orbit radius as function of ©, which is found to increase with increasing ©.
Where we see, the NC space predicted a new stable circular orbit near the event horizon,
which was unknown in the commutative space, and all of this is shown in Fig 6.

From these two tables (1, 2), we can conclude that the NC space increases the radius
of the stable circular orbits and add a possibility of multiple stable circular orbits near the
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event horizon of a static black hole.

Figure 6. The position of the innermost stable circular orbit with E =1, m = 1, h = 1, lopir = 2V/3,
the circle with solid line represents ISCO for the Schwarzschild black hole (black disk in center)
in commutative case © = 0. Dashed line represent the NC event horizon, dot lines represent the
new ISCO in internal region (near the event horizon), dot-dashed lines represents ISCO in external
region for the Schwarzschild black hole in the NC case © = 0.3.

3.2 Orbital motion

In order to obtain the analytic formula for the periastron advance we need to obtain the
equation of motion (3.12) as a function of ¢, for that we need to use the angular momentum
equation (3.10), to write r = r(¢):

dr  dr do l dr
dr _drd¢ _ _dr 3.18
dr  dodr  Gee(r,0) do (3.18)
we pot this equation into the equation (3.12), we get:
dr 2 g;(b(r’ 6)
<%> = —Tveff(r, 0) (3.19)

using the relations (3.12 and 3.13), with case of a massive particle h = mg. We define a
new variable u = %, and after some algebra we can get this finale equation:
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2 2 2.2 2.2
E 2
<_;l:;> = ( l2moc ) + mZLOC u —u? 4 2mu’ — 62 {—u4(1 — 2mu) (g — gx/l — 2mu

1 ) m2u? 2u? 2 | 99 19 9
+—mu | —17 + + FE 1+ 2mu)(mie” + 1“u
16 ( V1 —2mu> (1—2mu)g> 2 ( + (= )(mg ))

33 s N 1 - N m2u?
- —=-ViI—-2mu+ —mul| —
8 8 16 VI=2mu/)  (1-2mu)?
N <E2mu3(64u2m2 + mu(—49 + 13v/1 — 2mu) + 2(13 — 3y/1 — 2mu))>

16{2(1 — 2mu)?

+mu?’(m%cQ + 2u?)(12u?m? + mu(—14 + 1 = 2mu) — (5 + /1 — 2mu))
812(1 — 2mu)

+ 0(e%)
(3.20)

We use the effect that mu < 1, and we rewrite the above equation in the linear form and
we stop to the 3 order in u, so we find:

du\? (E%-— mic?) 2mmgc
% = 2 + B —u? 4 2mu? +ﬁ{

—mie*)u® + m(5mje® — 4E?)u?}
(3.21)

Derive the above equation with respect to ¢, then it yields:

2 2.2 2
% +u= mrlnoc + 3mu’® + ;9—12 {(E2 —mic?)u + 37m(5m(2)02 — 4E2)u2} (3.22)
The above equation is the non-commutative geodesic equation.

In figure 7, we plot the geodesic equation (3.21) for a massive particle around a NC
Schwarzschild Black-Hole, for different values of [ and E with a fixed black hole mass to
m = 3/14. Like we see in (a) and (b), the non-commutativity of the spacetime decreases
the major semi-axis of the particle orbit, and he stays stable. This clarifies that the NC
effects are responsible for strengthening the strength of the gravitational field.

3.3 Periastron advance of Mercury orbit

Let’s write this equation into the perturbation form of the Keplerian trajectory equation:

d*u m  g(u)
( 3.23
R (329
where | = m—oc, and g(u) = 3mu? + 212 {(E2 — m3c®)u + 2 (5mic? — AE?)u?}. We follow

the same steps in the Ref. [68]. The angle deviation after one revolution it’s given by:

Ap= T

i (3.24)

dg(u) 1, and the distance b is defined by b = ma(1 — €?), with a, e denote

du |u:€
the major semi-axis and the eccentricity of the movement. Using the relation (3.24), the

where g1 =

angle deviation in the NC space:
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Figure 7. Time-like geodesic for a test particle A = 1 around a non-commutative Schwarzschild
Black-Hole, with different values of © and fixed other parameters in the plan 6 = Z: (a) M = 3

14>
I =1.586, E = 0.993. (b) M = &, 1=0.915, E = 0.975.

6rGM
2a(l —e?)

(E3/c? —m3c?)  6(mdc? — E2/c?) 3m3c?
2ma(1l — e?) a?(1 —e?)? 2a2(1 — €2)?

Agp = + 10? [ } (3.25)
So, we found a result that is a little bit close with what was found in [40] where are used
just the star product. But in our work, we are using the Seiberg-Witten map. By using

the relativistic relation of dispersion, we can find:

mv?c? 6m3v? 3méc? }

2GMa(l—e?)  a2(1—€2)2 ' 202(1 — e2)?

6mrGM

A¢ = a(l —e?)

+re? | (3.26)

It is clear that the first term represents the predictions of the well-known general relativity
and a correction which is given according to the NC parameter.

For a numerical application, we take the case of Mercury planet. We found that the
NC perihelion shift:
| 6pne |= (1.96689 x 10%?) ©2K g*.5~2 (3.27)

And for the General Relativity predicts and the observed perihelion shift for Mercury is
given in [69]:

Spops = 2 (7.98734 + 0.00037) x 10~3rad/rev (3.28)
Sopar = 2 (7.98742) x 10~ 8rad/rev (3.29)

We compered the NC correction to the observable data (| d¢n¢ |~ dpops), We can estimate
the value of ©:

O~ 1.597 x 107 %s.Kg~* (3.30)
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or

VhO ~ 1.029 x 107 %m (3.31)

Now, we can define a lower bound for ©:

| done | < | 6bar — 0dops |~ 2m(1 x 107 2)rad/rev (3.32)
So we get:
O < 5.0553 x 107 8s.kg™? (3.33)
or
VRO < 5.7876 x 1073m (3.34)

It’s clear that the NC parameter © is very small and is remarkable that our result is very
close to the obtained in Ref. [37, 38|, who used the classical mechanics in NC flat space,
we need to note that our result has a difference of the order 10~! with the result in Ref.
[38], this difference exists because we use a curved space-time, and in the Ref. [37] adds a
new degree of freedom ~ and for the specific value of v he can get the same our result. This
result leads us to the same conclusion as Ref [38], the planetary system is very sensitive to
the NC parameter, in this way the NC parameter plays the role of a fundamental constant
of the system to describe the microstructure of the space-time in this region. So any small
change in © implies a sensible change to our system at a large scale.

If we compare our result with the Planck length, then we find vA© > Lp. The lower
bound for the NC parameter is also have a lower bound which is the Planck scale L p:

VhO < (3.5808 x 101)Lp (3.35)

Use the natural units we can obtain the upper bound of the energy:

1
3.39 x 10" Gev < N (3.36)

and this upper bound have also a upper bound which was Planck energy Ep.

4 Conclusions

In this paper, we have investigated the geodesic motion of a test particle in the NC
Schwarzschild space-time. By using the Seiberg-Witten map and a general form of the
tetrad field for the Schwarzschild black hole we show that all the non-zero components of
the deformed metric g, (7, ©) acquire a singularity in the NC correction term at the value
r = 2m where we don’t see in Ref. [47], and this singularity in the component ggg remove
the singularity at the origin » = 0 of the black hole, this result emerged naturally from
the NC structure of the spacetime itself, then we get a non-singularity black hole. And we
show the event horizon in the NC is bigger than in the commutative case Tﬁc > r%, so the
Schwarzschild radius plays the role as the radius of the compact object inside the NC black
hole.

The NC effective potential of the particles in the NC Schwarzschild spacetime is calcu-
lated and through detailed analysis new stable circular orbits appear near the event horizon.
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Therefore, the geodetic structure of this black hole presents new types of motion next to the
event horizon within stable orbits that are not allowed by Schwarzschild spacetime. This
difference around the event horizon is a result of non-commutative geometry, which acts
as a barrier to prevent particles from falling into the event horizon. As we found that in
NC spacetime, the commutativity parameter plays the same role as the mass of black hole,
which can be used to explain dark matter .

Finally, we find that the NC space-time decreases the major semi-axis of the particles
orbit, this indicates that the effects of the non-commutativity increase the strength of the
gravitational field. Then we obtained the NC periastron advance of Mercury orbit and
with the experimental data, we get that a © parameter of the order 1072°s. K¢~ !, gives
observable deviation in the perihelion shift of Mercury, and the lower bound to v/A© show
that the NC propriety appears before the Planck length scale. The upper bound to the
energy of the order of 10" Gev confirms that the NC properties of space-time appear at the
High Energy.
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