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We discuss here how, when higher-order effects in the parameter ℓ

~
|~p|, related to the lat-

tice spacing ℓ, are considered, pristine graphene, and other Dirac materials, can be used

as tabletop systems where generalized commutation relations are naturally realized. Such

generalized algebras of quantization, which lead to generalized versions of the Heisenberg

uncertainty principle, are under intense scrutiny these days, as they could manifest a funda-

mental length scale of spacetime. Despite the efforts and the many intriguing results, there

are no experimental signatures of any generalized uncertainty principle (GUP). Therefore,

our results here, which tell how to use tabletop physical systems to test certain GUPs in

analog experiments, should be of interest to practitioners of quantum gravity. We identify

three different energy regimes that we call “layers”, where the physics is still of a Dirac type

but within precisely described limits. The higher the energy, the more sensitive the Dirac

system becomes to the effects of the lattice. Here such lattice plays the role of a discrete

space where the Dirac quasi-particles live. With the goals just illustrated, we had to identify

the mapping between the high-energy coordinates, X i, and the low-energy ones, xi, i.e.,

those measured in the lab. We then obtained three generalized Heisenberg algebras. For two

of them we have the noticeable result that X i = xi, and for the third one we obtained an

improvement with respect to an earlier work: the generalized coordinates expressed in terms

of the standard phase space variables, X i(x, p), and higher order terms.

I. INTRODUCTION

In the search for new physics, it is an established tradition to look for effects of high

energy phenomena at our low energy scales. One way to do it is to consider the action for the
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“high-energy” fields, Φ̂a, as an expansion in terms of “low-energy” fields, Φa and a suitable

parameter ǫ, so that

S(Φ̂a) = S(Φa) + S1(ǫ,Φa, ∂) +O(ǫ2, ∂2) . (1)

Examples from earlier research are many. Two that come to mind are the noncommutative

field theories faced with the help of the Seiberg-Witten map [1]

Âµ = Aµ − 1

2
θαβ Aα (∂βAµ + Fβµ) +O(θ2) ,

F̂µν = Fµν + θαβ (Fµα Fνβ −Aα ∂βFµν) +O(θ2) , (2)

that for (1) gives

S(Âµ) = −1

4
F̂ · F̂ = −1

4

(

F · F − 1

2
(θ · F ) (F · F ) + 2(F θ F ) · F

)

+O(θ2) , (3)

where θ ∼ ℓ2P and ℓP is a reference length, usually taken to be the Planck length. For more

on this see [1–4] for the theory and, e.g., [5–7] for some phenomenology.

Another, somehow more general, example is Colladay-Kostelecky’s Standard Model Ex-

tension [8], that can be described by

S(Φ̂a) = SSM (Φa) +
∞
∑

k=1

C(k)
µ...ν(Φa, ∂)

µ...ν , (4)

with C(k) ∼ ℓkP . For a review of both approaches, and a comparison, see, e.g., [9].

These are the days of the generalized uncertainty principles (GUPs) [10–12]; see also the

recent review [13]. Many approaches exist that consider high-energy phase space variables,

(x, p), vs low-energy variables, (x0, p0). Here we focus on a specific one that has been intro-

duced by Ali, Das and Vagenas (ADV) in [14–17]

pi = p0i
(

1−A|~p0|+ 2A2|~p0|2
)

, (5)

where A = Ã ℓP /~, Ã is a numerical factor and

xi = x0i , (6)

with [x0i, p0j ] = ı~δij , but where

[xi, pj] = ı~

[

δij −A|~p|
(

δij +
pipj
|~p|2

)

+A2|~p|2
(

δij + 3
pipj
|~p|2

)]

. (7)

There is an intense activity to find GUP-corrected physics. Besides the already cited work

of [14–17], other important results that use different approaches are in [18–20]. A compelling
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example for this paper, for instance, is in [17] where it is found that the GUP-corrected Dirac

equation, in any dimension, is

H ψ =
(

c~α · ~p+ βmc2
)

ψ

=
(

c~α · ~p0 − cA(~α · ~p0)2 + βmc2
)

ψ (8)

= E ψ ,

that in two dimensions gives
(

−ı~cσ1
d

dx0
+A ~

2c
d2

dx20
+ βmc2

)

ψ = E ψ . (9)

This search for what we might call the “shadows of new physics” at our energy scales

is fascinating. Nonetheless, not even one single experiment over the many performed over

the decades has seen anything. Fortunately, due to the higher experimental control of con-

densed matter systems, it is now becoming increasingly popular to reproduce various aspects

of fundamental physics in analog systems. Examples include the Hawking phenomenon in

Bose–Einstein condensates [21], the Weyl symmetry [22, 23] and the related Hawking/Unruh

phenomenon on graphene [24–26], gravitational and axial anomalies in Weyl semimetals [27],

and more.

Henceforth, taking that road, we focus on the proposal of graphene as an analog of high-

energy fundamental physics [22–26, 28–32], based on the fact that its low-energy excitations

are massless Dirac pseudo-relativistic fermions (the matter fields ψ), propagating in a car-

bon two-dimensional honeycomb lattice [33]. Such behaviour is shared by a wide range of

materials, called “Dirac materials” [34].

Here we shall rely heavily on [35] and, to a lesser extent, on [36, 37], and shall take the

chance to explain key details of the construction that are not explicitly exposed there.

II. VARIABLES, SUPERVARIABLES, HYPERVARIABLES

In this problem we are in two-space and one-time dimensions. We have three energy

“layers”, each with its own appropriate phase-space variables, that we indicate as

(x, p) , (X0, P0) , (X,P ) . (10)

This notation is discussed at length in [35]. Let us say here that the variables (x, p) are

the actual phase-space variables of the lowest energy Dirac quasiparticles of graphene that

originate from the O(ℓ) dispersion relations, with ℓ the lattice spacing

E± = ±vF |~p| , (11)
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where vF = 3/2 |η1| ℓ/~, with η1 ≃ −2.8eV the nearest neighbor hopping energy; see details

in [33].

Such variables have a clear physical meaning, as coordinates and momenta of the low-

energy conductivity electrons moving around (quantum mechanically) on the membrane1.

There we explain how to obtain the dispersion relations in the usual way (secular equation),

based on the knowledge of the functions

Fm(~k) ≡
nm
∑

i=1

ei
~k·~s(m)

i , (12)

encoding the relevant information on the geometry of the lattice relative to the mth-near

neighbors. Other details on the derivation of the Fms are in [36], where it is explained that

the nm vectors ~s
(m)
i connect any given atom to its mth-near neighbors.

Using the fortuitous occurrence, F2 = |F1|2 − 3, and various approximations explained in

[35], we arrive at the dispersion relations

E± = η1(±|F1| − Ã|F1|2) , (13)

where Ã ≃ 0.15.

It is then natural to define two further sets of variables, that we call “supervariables”,

(X0, P0), and “hypervariables”, (X,P ), as both sets refer to functions that appear in the

dispersion relations that contain all orders2 in ℓ. In other words (writing things in a dimen-

sionless fashion, i.e., not including a necessary factor of 1/ℓ)

|F1| ∼ p+O(ℓ2) , |F1| ∼ P0 , |F1| − Ã|F1|2 ∼ P . (14)

These relations are key in our analysis and are dictated by the phenomenology of the system.

In (13), if we define the supermomenta as

~P0 = −~

ℓ
(ReF1, ImF1) , (15)

then we can write

E± = VF (±| ~P0| −A | ~P0|2) , (16)

where VF ≡ |η1| ℓ/~ and A = ℓ/~ Ã.

1 This word is used on purpose, as the hexagonal lattice appears as a continuum at that energy/wavelength.
2 This is literally true, as the function in (13) contains all orders in ℓ. Nonetheless, one needs to decide at which

order one would like to proceed, say O(ℓm), and then all quantities need be taken at order m. Furthermore,

the simple expression (13) is already an approximation that holds when higher-order contributions are not

considered, see [35–37].
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Notice that in the following, we shall use a slightly different definition of ~P0, that allows

one to expand it as ~P0 ∼ ~p + · · · , rather than ~P0 ∼ 3/2~p + · · · . That is ~P0 ≡ 2/3 ~P0, but, to

simplify notation with an abuse, we shall write ~P0 → ~P0.

Let us now set ~ = 1, unless otherwise stated.

Just like in the literature it is customary to use a standard Dirac Hamiltonian, in relation

to the linear dispersion relations (11), we can keep going with the same logic by building-up

the appropriate Hamiltonian in terms of the supermomenta ~P0, whose dispersion relations,

descending from the secular equation

det(H − E1) = 0 (17)

are indeed (16). To do that one must realize that to obtain, through (17), | ~P0| in the dispersion

relation, a corresponding term ~σ · ~P0 ≡ /P0 needs be in the Hamiltonian: | ~P0| → /P0. Thus,

the effective Hamiltonian we can use to describe the physics of the “superlayer” (X0, P0) is

H(P0) = VF
∑

k

ψ†
k ( /P0 −A /P0 /P0)ψk = VF

∑

k

ψ†
k

(

~σ · ~P0 −A| ~P0|21
)

ψk . (18)

Notice that we use the convention3 ψ†
k = (b†k, a

†
k), where ak and bk are the annihilation

operators of each graphene sublattice, see [22].

Indeed, by considering the 2× 2 structure of H

H(P0) ∼ VF





−A| ~P0|2 P 1
0 − iP 2

0

P 1
0 + iP 2

0 −A| ~P0|2



 , (19)

clearly the two solutions of (17)

det(H(P0)−E1) = 0 ∼ det





−A| ~P0|2 − E P 1
0 − iP 2

0

P 1
0 + iP 2

0 −A| ~P0|2 − E



 = 0 ∼ (A| ~P0|2 + E)2 = | ~P0|2 ,

(20)

are those given in (13).

We can then move one last step up, in energy and symmetry (see [35]), by defining the

hypermomenta

~P = ~P0(1−A | ~P0|) , (21)

that is nothing more than a consequence of the above mentioned fortuitous occurrence, F2 =

|F1|2 − 3, hence a physical fact of this system; see (14) and discussion there.

3 There are many conventions related to different choices for the pairs of inequivalent Dirac points, and different

arrangements of the a and b operators to form the spinor ψ. See Appendix B of [30] for more details.
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With this definition we arrive at the most symmetric situation of all, that is a full lin-

earization of the Hamiltonian

H(P ) = VF
∑

k

ψ†
k
/P ψk , (22)

with dispersion relations

E± = ±VF |~P | , (23)

which is, in all respects but two, similar to (11). The two differences are crucial, though. First,

the slope here is VF not vF ≃ 1.5VF . Second, the hypermomenta are generalized variables,

containing, in principle, all orders in ℓ and p (see [35] and later here).

To obtain H(P0) from H(P ) one should first use the expansion (21), and then use the

prescription | ~P0| → /P0

H(P (P0)) = VF
∑

k

ψ†
k ~σ · ~P ψk

= VF
∑

k

ψ†
k~σ ·

(

~P0(1−A| ~P0|)
)

ψk

→ VF
∑

k

ψ†
k

(

~σ · ~P0 −A(~σ · ~P0) (~σ · ~P0)
)

ψk

= VF
∑

k

ψ†
k

(

/P0 −A| ~P0|2
)

ψk = H(P0) . (24)

Now, let us move towards the measurable quantities of the lowest layer (x, p). We first

need to expand F1 in powers of ℓ or p. Indeed, this means, through (15), to expand P0 in

powers of ℓ or p, and through (21), to expand P in powers of ℓ or p. The function in point is

F1 = eiℓky

(

1 + 2 ei
3
2
ℓ kx cos(

√
3

2
ℓ kx)

)

. (25)

This expansion, in general, needs be done around the two inequivalent Fermi points KD
± =

(± 4π
3
√
3ℓ
, 0), located where F1 = 0. In our case, though, we are not considering topological

defects or other physical set-ups that include, in their description, both Dirac points. For us

it is sufficient to do all calculations near one Dirac point, e.g., if ki = KD
+i + pi.

Thus, the Hamiltonian H(P0) in (18) expressed in terms of ~p up to4 O(ℓ3), is

H(P0(p)) = H(p) = vF
∑

~p

ψ†
~p

[

σ1

(

p1 −
ℓ

4
(p21 − p22)−

ℓ2

8
p1(p

2
1 + p22)

)

+ σ2

(

p2 +
ℓ

2
p1p2 −

ℓ2

8
p2(p

2
1 + p22)

)

− 3

2
A

(

(p21 + p22)−
ℓ

2
p31 +

3ℓ

2
p1p

2
2

)

]

ψ~p .

4 One should recall that, in the Hamiltonian, there is always an overall factor O(ℓ), given by the Fermi velocity

vF = 3η1
2~

× ℓ, so that O(pm) and O(ℓm), in the Hamiltonian, go actually together.
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For the sake of complete control of the units, let us now reintroduce ~, and let us write

the dispersion relations for this Hamiltonian as

E± = vF

[

±|~p| ∓ 1

4

ℓ

~
|~p|2 cos(3θ)∓ 1

64

ℓ2

~2
|~p|3 (7 + cos(6θ))− 3

2
A |~p|2 + 3

4
A
ℓ

~
|~p|3 cos(3θ)

]

,(26)

where

A = 0.15
ℓ

~
> 0 , (27)

tan θ = p2/p1 and

vF ≡ 3

2
|η1|

ℓ

~
≃ c/300 ≃ 106m/s . (28)

Let us give here another writing of the dispersion relations

E± =
3

2
|η1|

[

±
(

ℓ

~
|~p|
)

∓ 1

4

(

ℓ

~
|~p|
)2

cos(3θ)∓ 1

64

(

ℓ

~
|~p|
)3

(7 + cos(6θ))

− 3

2
0.15

(

ℓ

~
|~p|
)2

+
3

4
0.15

(

ℓ

~
|~p|
)3

cos(3θ)

]

, (29)

which makes clear that the expansion parameter is ℓ
~
|~p|.

III. CHOICE OF THE GENERALIZED COORDINATES AND RELATED GUPS

From the previous discussion, it is clear that the interpretation of P i
0 and P i as generalized

momenta is suggested by the dispersion relations, hence the functional form of P i
0(p)

P 1
0 = p1 +

ℓ

4

(

(p2)2 − (p1)2
)

− ℓ2

8
p1
(

(p1)2 + (p2)2
)

,

P 2
0 = p2 +

ℓ

2
p1p2 − ℓ2

8
p2
(

(p1)2 + (p2)2
)

. (30)

or, equivalently

P 1
0 = p1 − ℓ

4
|~p|2 cos 2θ − ℓ2

8
|~p| cos θ ,

P 2
0 = p2 +

ℓ

4
|~p|2 sin 2θ − ℓ2

8
|~p| sin θ , (31)

Hence of P i(p), through (21), are dictated by the physics of the system. The form of the

dispersion relations, in turn, tells us how the effective Hamiltonian must look like, with little

or no freedom.

What is left to the interpretation is the meaning of the generalized coordinates, Xi
0 andX

i.

Only when this is done the picture is complete, and we have all that is necessary, (H,X,P ),

to describe the dynamics.
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Although there is room for different interpretations for the generalized coordinates, there

are two choices that are very natural, hence stand out as privileged:

• The first choice is to keep xi as the generalized coordinates, xi = Xi
0 = Xi. This choice,

as obvious from [x, P (p)] ∼ i∂pP , leads to some form of GUP.

• The second choice is to demand the generalized coordinates to be canonical, [X0, P0] =

i = [X,P ]. This choice necessarily leads to both Xi
0(x, p) and X

i(x, p).

To summarize (see [35] for details): One can move from the standard (canonical) variables

that describe the lowest energy physics of the Dirac quasi-particles of graphene, (x, p), to the

next “layer”, by including higher order contributions in p to P0, that we call supervariables,

(X0, P0). Then, considering that contributions of the same order could come by including

next-to-near neighbors in the computations (A 6= 0), one can move one more “layer” up, to

the hypervariables (X,P ).

If, at every step, we only consider the two privileged choices for the generalized coordinates,

the GUP and the canonical, the overall options we have are given in the following diagram

[35]

canonical (X,P ) (IV )

canonical (X0, P0) (II)

GUP (X,P ) (V )

canonical (x, p) (I)

canonical (X,P ) (V I)

GUP (X0, P0) (III)

GUP (X,P ) (V II)

It is important to notice that:

• To include terms from O(p2) on, we have to keep A 6= 0, as seen in (27). Therefore, the

“layer of reference” is always the “hyperworld”, (X,P ).
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• The interesting set-ups are those leading to GUPs in the final layer, the one of reference.

In the above scheme, these are (V) and (VII).

• No matter the choice, all the quantities eventually need be expressed in terms of the

measurable standard variables, (x, p).

With this in mind, the GUP-corrected physics here is given by the Hamiltonian (26), and

the related dispersion relations (26). We simply need to read-off all results in terms of the

appropriate variables, that for the coordinates are:

1. the case Xi = xi (that is the ladder (I) → (III) → (V II)), leading to the GUP (VII)

[Xi, P j ] = iF i k(~P )

[

δkj −A|~P |
(

δkj +
P k P j

|~P |2

)

−A2|~P |2
(

δkj +
P k P j

|~P |2

)]

(32)

where

F i j(~P ) = δij +
1

2
ℓ





−P 1 P 2

P 2 P 1



+
1

2
ℓA |~P |





−P 1 P 2

P 2 P 1



− 1

2
ℓ2





(P 1)2 P 1P 2

P 1P 2 (P 2)2



 ,

Notice that F ij = F ji, and F i
i (
~P ) = 2− ℓ2

2 |~P |2.

2. and the case Xi = Xi
0(x, p) with

X1
0 (x, p) =

[

1 +
ℓ

2
p1 +

ℓ2

8

(

5(p1)2 + 3(p2)2
)

]

x1 +

[

− ℓ
2
p2 +

ℓ2

4
p1p2

]

x2 , (33)

X2
0 (x, p) =

[

− ℓ
2
p2 +

ℓ2

4
p1p2

]

x1 +

[

1− ℓ

2
p1 +

ℓ2

8

(

3(p1)2 + 5(p2)2
)

]

x2 .

That is the ladder (I) → (II) → (V )), leading to the GUP (V), an expression coinciding,

at first order in A, with the ADV-like GUP (see (7))

[Xi, P j ] = i

[

δij −A|~P |
(

δij +
P i P j

|~P |2

)

−A2|~P |2
(

δij +
P i P j

|~P |2

)]

. (34)

The other commutators are trivial.

One does not need any special or exotic setup to have the GUP all-the-way ladder at

work. The only thing that is necessary is to include higher order terms in the dispersion

relations, and then move to the next-to-near neighbors. The coordinates are always just xi.

Since the literature is full of proposals on how GUPs affect a variety of phenomena, see, e.g.,

[10–12, 18–20, 32] and since we have obtained here many such GUPs, some very similar to

the ones descending from quantum gravity, then we are now in the position to prove some of

those theoretical conjectures in the lab.
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Notice that, in going from (I) to (III), we also have a GUP

[Xi
0, P

j
0 ] = iF ij( ~P0), [Xi

0,X
j
0 ] = 0 = [P i

0, P
j
0 ] , (35)

with F ij( ~P0) given in

F i j( ~P0) = δij +
1

2
ℓ





−P 1
0 P 2

0

P 2
0 P 1

0



− 1

2
ℓ2





(P 1
0 )

2 P 1
0P

2
0

P 1
0P

2
0 (P 2

0 )
2



 .

Since, for the reasons explained earlier, we shall always like to include the A 6= 0 effects, we

only consider this as an intermediate mathematical step.

IV. CONCLUSIONS

We have discussed here how analogs of three kinds of GUPs can be obtained when higher

order terms are considered in the dispersion relations of the conductivity electrons of a generic

Dirac material.

An analog system cannot behave as the target system in all respects but only in certain

specific conditions, for certain types of particles and for particular regimes of the interaction.

In fact, one of the aspects we have to give up in an analog is the universality, which should

be expected in the presence of a fundamental GUP.

For instance, in the “three graphene worlds” we have explored here, we only have at our

disposal a limited set of all the possible particles and fields, compared to those that nature

gives us. Essentially, in a Dirac material we have analogs of

• massless Dirac spinors, ψ, that are the π-electrons quasiparticles;

• the U(1) gauge fields, Aµ, stemming from straining the material, that could be used to

mimic electromagnetic interactions;

• the nonabelian gauge fields, Aa
µ, due to the two copies of ψ, one per Dirac point, often

described as SU(2) gauge fields, that could be used to mimic internal symmetries;

• the spin connection, ωa
µ, that always takes care of the intrinsic curvature associated

to disclination defects in the lattice, and may or may not include contorsion, κaµ, that

takes care of the intrinsic curvature associated to dislocation defects;

• classical (and quantum) metric fields, gµν , that emerge as a collective description of the

elastic and unelastic properties of the membrane.
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Some more steps could be moved when we adapt (reduce) external fields, e.g., the true elec-

tromagnetic field, to the lower dimensional, and vF -relativistic (rather than the c-relativistic)

and specific dynamics of the system. That is all.

Clearly, then, here we cannot have all types of particles and fields propagating in a GUP-

compatible space, described by a suitable gµν , but we can do that for a limited set, for instance,

ψ propagating on a flat space with granular structure.

Even for this limited situation, since the recipe here consists in having control on the

appropriate phase-space variables, we need to know how to recognize the “shadows of the

high energy physics”, so to speak, on what mimics “the low energy GUP-corrected physics”.

With the results of [35], we are now able to face these issues because we now know the

form of Xi and Xi
0, in terms of xi and pi. With those results in our hands, we may safely solve

the problem of lack of universality by, e.g., limiting the set-up to only Dirac quasi-particles

ψ and setting up a potential well, as many others do routinely in the same analog/effective

language.

Such potential V must be a function of the correct variables, Xi, i.e. V (X). But now

we know X(x, p), and this simply means Xi = xi in the most interesting case. Hence, the

very same potential well V (x) one has for the GUP-non-corrected physics (the standard one)

stays for GUP-corrected physics. In an experiment like that, we would prove that the GUP-

corrected dynamics can indeed be practically realized in such a simple system, and one could

check many theoretical statements in a lab.

To close, a note on the generality of our results. All condensed matter systems have

corrections to linear or quadratic dispersion laws. Some kind of GUP may then appear in

many systems after the suitable variables change. Notice that our approach may or may not

lead to sensible analogs GUPs. In other words, it is not as simple as “any suitable change of

variables leads to some sensible GUP”. For instance, in our case, we have seen that only by

stopping at F2 and making other approximations, it is possible to find GUPs related to the

ADV GUPs. If one keeps going in the order of the expansion, no natural ADV or ADV-like

structures are recovered. Other systems may have different natural GUPs, none at all, or

unknown GUPs (like some of those that we discussed here).

To close, let us stress again that, of course, we did not prove here that graphene, or

other materials of that kind, are systems where fundamental GUPs are at work. Nor we

are suggesting that, following our procedure, fundamental GUPs can be spotted in other

condensed matter systems. We are saying here that those easy-to-produce tabletop real
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systems, by a simple redefinition of the dynamical variables, can be turned into very efficient

analogs of the fundamental scenarios that are supposed to be responsible for the GUPs that

the high energy physics community is eagerly looking for. This seems promising, especially in

the light of how simple our recipe is and of how difficult it is to run high energy experiments.
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