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In this study, we investigate the effects of noncommutative Quantum Mechanics in three dimen-
sions on the energy levels of a charged isotropic harmonic oscillator in the presence of a uniform
magnetic field in the z-direction. The extension of this problem to three dimensions proves to be
non-trivial. We obtain the first-order corrections to the energy-levels in closed form in the low energy
limit of weak noncommutativity. The most important result we can note is that all energy correc-
tions due to noncommutativity are negative and their magnitude increase with increasing Quantum
numbers and magnetic field.

I. INTRODUCTION

With Heisenberg’s introduction of the Uncertainty
Principle [1], the classical paradigm that position and
momentum commutate at no cost is crushed. Further-
more, the discussion of a charged particle in an electro-
magnetic field in the framework of Quantum Mechanics
inevitably leads to the introduction of the kinetic mo-
mentum operator, which in contrast to the canonical mo-
mentum operator, does not commute. The noncommu-
tativity of the kinetic momentum operator indicates that
the magnetic field’s presence modifies momentum space.
These two facts, emerging from Quantum Mechanics’ na-
ture, evidently bring up the question, is the assumption
of the commutation of the position and momentum op-
erators among themselves an accurate assumption? Or,
under which conditions is the assumption of the vanish-
ing commutators of [xi, xj ] = 0 and [pi, pj ] = 0 correct?
The field dedicated to the study of non vanishing position
and momentum commutators is called Noncommutative
Quantum Mechanics. It is evident that in the energy
domain of textbook quantum mechanics, the commuta-
tors in position and momentum are vanishing. Once the
energy is pushed closer towards the Planck Energy, the
effects of noncommutativity of the momentum and posi-
tion operators can be observed [2].

In his pioneering work, Hartland Snyder [3] noticed
that in Field Theory Lorenz invariance does not neces-
sarily require noncommutativity of the position and mo-
mentum operators. Snyder’s work [3] lead to the detailed
discussion of the Quantum Field Theory in noncommu-
tative spaces by Szabo [4] and Seiberg and Witten [5].
One of the first formulations of non-relativistic Quantum
Mechanics in noncommutative space was presented by
Chaturvedi et al. in [6]. Based on these ideas, Noncom-
mutative Quantum Mechanics was proposed by Gamboa
et al. in [7]. Noncommutativity is generally associated
with the effect of the geometry of the space [8, 9]. The
Klein-Gordon, the Schrödinger, and Pauli-Dirac oscilla-

∗ muhittin.eser@emu.edu.tr
† mustafa.riza@emu.edu.tr

tors in noncommutative phase-space have been studied
by Jian-Hua et al. in [10] and Santos and de Melo in[11].
Furthermore, more fundamental problems like the Bohr-
van-Leeuwen theorem [12], stating explicitly that mag-
netization is a purely Quantum Mechanical effect, is dis-
cussed in the framework of Noncommutative Quantum
Mechanics.

Moreover, the noncommutative geometry in space
seems to be a reasonable approach to the limitation of
the position uncertainty leading us to the General Un-
certainty Principle discussed e.g., by Kempf et al. in [13],
Das et al. in [14], or Bosso et al. [15]. Dey et al. [16]
showed explicitly that noncommutativity of the phase
space gives rise to minimum length and minimum mo-
mentum uncertainties. Dey et al. [2] also stated that the
minimum length from noncommutativity is consistent
with the General Uncertainty Principle in [13], yielding

to (∆xi)min = lp
~
2

√
ηθ, where lp =

√
~G/c3 ∼ 10−35m

denotes the Planck-Length. Based on the experimen-
tal bound for θ the minimal length is of the order of
106lp. Based on the experimental setup proposed in [2]
the Planck Length as minimal length can be reached
and effects of Quantum Gravity can be observed. Fur-
thermore, the idea of minimum length for resolving the
UV singularity motivated noncommutative space-time in
Quantum Field Theory. Studies in String Theory [17–19]
and in Loop Quantum Gravity [20–22] support this idea.
However, only the formation of a black hole provides the
necessary conditions for arbitrarily high precision in the
position[23, 24]. Consequently, the physical limitation on
the shortest distance leads to a UV cutoff [25]. Moreover,
the noncommutative phase-space and its space-time sym-
metry in 2 + 1 dimensions have been discussed by Kang
and Sayipjamal [26].

The relationship between the General Uncertainty
Principle as proposed in [13, 15] and noncommutative
Quantum Mechanics needs to be analyzed in detail, as
both approaches lead to the concept of minimal length
uncertainty primarily, and minimal momentum uncer-
tainty in the second instance. A minimal uncertainty
in length and momentum leads also to an important con-
clusion in information theory, namely that the total in-
formation in the universe is bounded. This will form a
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reasonable extension to Bekenstein’s work [27].

This study is dedicated to the noncommutative 3D
isotropic harmonic oscillator in a homogeneous mag-
netic field. The application of the magnetic field to the
isotropic harmonic oscillator turns the isotropic harmonic
oscillator into an anisotropic harmonic oscillator. The
anisotropic harmonic oscillator has a wide range of ap-
plications in mathematical physics, Quantum theory, and
condensed matter physics commutative as well as non-
commutative. In the commutative case, we can find a
wide field of applications in the literature. e.g., Petreska
has applied the concept of the anisotropic harmonic oscil-
lator to different problems in Quantum Physics [28–32].
On the other hand, it serves also as a perfect model in the
discussion of Quantum dots in condensed matter physics
[33–43] and atomic physics [44–53]. In the noncommu-
tative case, the discussions are mainly carried out in the
noncommutative plane, i.e. noncommutativity is only
employed to the xy-plane for both the position and mo-
mentum. With respect to this Gao-Feng et al. solve the
isotropic charged harmonic oscillator in a uniform mag-
netic field 2D Noncommutative Quantum Mechanics [54].
The isotropic harmonic oscillator in a constant magnetic
field is a subset of the anisotropic harmonic oscillator.
The anisotropic harmonic oscillator was also discussed
under different aspects in the framework of noncommuta-
tive Quantum Mechanics [55–57] explicitly. Muhuri et al.
show in [55] that entanglement induces noncommutativ-
ity in space in the example of the anisotropic harmonic
oscillator. Furthermore, Ghosh and Nath discuss the im-
pact of noncommutativity on the uncertainty and the
Shanon entropy for the 2D anisotropic harmonic oscil-
lator in presence of a magnetic field [56]. The 2D non-
commutative anisotropic harmonic oscillator in a homo-
geneous magnetic field has been discussed by Nath and
Roy in [57]. In contrast to the studies cited, this study il-
luminates the energy corrections due to 3D noncommuta-
tivity as a function of the magnetic field in the low energy
limit according to [58]. Additionally,various publications
are dedicated to the charged Quantum harmonic oscilla-
tor in the presence of a constant or time-varying electro-
magnetic field in noncommutative Quantum Mechanics
e.g.,[59]. Moreover, the magnetic field’s impact on non-
commutativity has been discussed in numerous works,
especially in the context of the Landau problem [60–
72]. There are several discussions on the noncommutative
Quantum Hall effect [73–76] as well. The minimally cou-
pled charged harmonic oscillator to the magnetic field in
a noncommutative plane has been studied extensively by
Jing and Chen [77]. Some more mathematical discussions
on the noncommutativity of Quantum Mechanics can be
found e.g., in [78–80]. Finally, Hassanabadi et al. stud-
ied the Dirac oscillator in the presence of the Aharonov-
Bohm effect in noncommutative and commutative spaces
[81].

The fact that the magnetic field modifies the momen-
tum space leading to the noncommutativity of the kinetic
momentum operator on the one hand, and various studies

related to the General Uncertainty Principle, backed also
by String theory, suggest that the existence of a minimal
length on the other hand, support the approach in Non-
commutative Quantum Mechanics including the noncom-
mutativity of the position and the momentum operators.
The noncommutativity of the position and momentum
operators indicate a minimum length and a minimum
momentum. Continuing this train of thought will lead to
the conclusion that all physical quantities are quantized
and have a minimum size.

Throughout this manuscript we will denote x̂i as the
noncommutative position operator and p̂i as the noncom-
mutative momentum operator in contrast to the standard
position operator xi and the standard momentum oper-
ator pi. The basic properties of noncommutative phase-
space according to e.g., Gamboa et al. [7] stating the
commutator relationships of the noncommutative posi-
tion operators and the noncommutative momentum op-
erators as:

[x̂i, x̂j ] = iθij , [p̂i, p̂j ] = iηij (1)

where θij and ηij are both antisymmetric tensors. For
further reading on antisymmetric tensors, we refer to [82].

Consequently, as one can verify easily, the relationship
between noncommutative operators x̂i and p̂i with their
commutative counterparts can be written as

x̂i = αxi −
1

2α~
θijpj (2)

p̂i = αpi +
1

2α~
ηijxj , (3)

where α ∈ (0, 1) is the scaling constant related to the
noncommutativity of the phase-space and ηij , and θij are
antisymmetric tensors. So, generally, we can express the
tensors ηij and θij as following:

ηij = ηλij , (4)

θij = θλij , (5)

where λij denotes an antisymmetric tensor [82].
Mathematically, the noncommutativity of the base

manifold can be realized by application the Weyl-Moyal
star product [83]

(f ? g) (x, p) = ei
1

2α2 θij∂
x
i ∂

x
j +i

1
2α2 ηij∂

p
i ∂

p
j f(x)g(y) =

= f(x, p)g(x, p)+
iθij
2α2

∂xi f∂
x
j g

∣∣∣∣∣
xi=xj

+
iηij
2α2

∂pi f∂
p
j g

∣∣∣∣∣
pi=pj

+

+O
(
θ2ij
)

+O
(
η2ij
)

+O (θijηij) (6)

So, the shift from ordinary Quantum Mechanics to Non-
commutative Quantum Mechanics is performed by em-
ploying the Weyl-Moyal product (6) instead of the or-
dinary product. Hence, the Noncommutative Time-
Independent Schrödinger Equation becomes

H(x, p) ? ψ(x) = Eψ(x). (7)
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By employing the Bopp’s shift [84], we can turn the Weyl-
Moyal product again to the ordinary product by substi-
tuting x and p in the noncommutative equation by x̂ and
p̂, namely

H(x, p) ? ψ(x) = H(x̂, p̂)ψ(x). (8)

Harko and Liang [58] state that the noncommutativ-
ity parameters η and θ can be considered as energy-
dependent and that both become sufficiently small in the
low energy limit. Employing this fact, gives the justifica-
tion of the possibility of the application of perturbation
theory in the low energy limit.

In light of this, we will discuss the noncommutative
charged harmonic oscillator in the presence of a uniform
magnetic field employing noncommutativity to all three
spacial parameters by including also the z-direction into
the noncommutative framework. Therefore, first we will
discuss the change to the noncommutative algebra by
considering the commutator [x̂i, p̂j ] in the noncommuta-
tive plane and space in section II. In the next section,
we will discuss the noncommutative Hamiltonian of the
charged particle in a 3D isotropic harmonic oscillator in
the presence of a uniform magnetic field where we will
expand the Hamiltonian in terms of θ and η. As this
Hamiltonian proves to be non-trivial, the corrections to
the eigenenergies due to the magnitude of the magnetic
field will be calculated in section IV in first-order per-
turbation theory in η and θ, i.e. in the domain of weak
noncommutativity in the low energy limit. Finally, we
will carry out a short analysis of the corrections of the
eigenenergies in section V on the dependence of the en-
ergy corrections on the magnitude of the magnetic field
for different values of the Quantum numbers and close
this study with some concluding remarks.

II. THE COMMUTATOR [x̂i, p̂j ] IN THE
NONCOMMUTATIVE PLANE AND SPACE

For completeness, let us recall the commutators [x̂i, x̂j ]
and [p̂i, p̂j ].

[x̂i, x̂j ] = iθij , [p̂i, p̂j ] = iηij (9)

where θij and ηij are both antisymmetric tensors.
Yielding to the relationship between noncommutative

operators x̂i and p̂i with their commutative counterparts

x̂i = αxi −
1

2α~
θijpj

p̂i = αpi +
1

2α~
ηijxj ,

where α ∈ (0, 1) is the scaling constant related to the
noncommutativity of the phase-space and ηij , and θij are

antisymmetric tensors. So, generally, we can express the
tensors ηij and θij as following:

ηij = ηλij ,

θij = θλij ,

where λij denotes an antisymmetric tensor.
The difference between the noncommutative plane and

space is manifested in the definition of the antisymmetric
tensor λij . In the noncommutative plane the antisym-
metric tensor λij is given as:

λij =


1 if ij = 12

−1 if ij = 21

0 else

. (10)

By extending the discussion to the 3D noncommutative
space, a redefinition of the epsilon tensor is needed λ̃ij is
defined as

λ̃ij =


1 if ij = 12, 23, 31

−1 if ij = 21, 32, 13

0 else

. (11)

Let us first discuss the impact of the extension of the
antisymmetric tensor from the noncommutative plane λij
to the noncommutative space λ̃ij on the commutator
[x̂i, p̂j ]. The commutator of the noncommutative posi-
tion and momentum operators can be calculated straight
forward independent of the noncommutativity covering
only the plane or the whole space

[x̂i, p̂j ] =

[
αxi −

1

2α~
θijpj , αpi +

1

2α~
ηijxj

]
=

= i~α2δij + i
θη

4α2~
λiµλjµ. (12)

For the 3D noncommutative space λiµλjµ is substituted

by λ̃iµλ̃jµ.
The difference between the two cases of the noncommu-

tative plane and the noncommutative space is manifested
in the product of the antisymmetric tensors λiµλjµ and

λ̃iµλ̃jµ. Using the properties of the λ tensor (10) for the
noncommutative plane, we get for this product

λiµλjµ = −δij , (13)

where δij denotes the Kronecker-δ. Whereas the product
of the two λ tensors (11) in the noncommutative space
(3D) is

λ̃iµλ̃jµ = −3δij + 1. (14)

With (13) we get for the commutator (12) in the non-
commutative plane

[x̂i, p̂j ] = i~α2δij − i
θη

4α2~
δij , (15)
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and with (14) we get for the commutator (12) in the
noncommutative space

[x̂i, p̂j ] = i~α2δij − i
θη

4α2~
(3δij − 1) . (16)

Ergo, the first effect of the extension from the noncom-
mutative plane (2D) to the noncommutative space (3D)
can be seen that the commutator in the plane is non-zero
if i = j. In contrast, the commutator in the noncommu-
tative space never vanishes.

III. 3D NONCOMMUTATIVE CHARGED
HARMONIC OSCILLATOR IN A UNIFORM

MAGNETIC FIELD

Our starting point is the commutative Hamiltonian for
the charged isotropic harmonic oscillator presence of a
uniform magnetic field.

H0(x, p) =
1

2m

(
~p− q

c
~A
)2

+
1

2
mω2

(
x2 + y2 + z2

)
(17)

Without loss of generality, we will choose the direction

of the uniform magnetic field in the z-direction, i.e., ~B =

Bk̂ yielding to ~A(~x, t) = 1
2

(
−yBî+ xBĵ

)
in Coulomb

gauge. So, our Hamiltonian H0(x, p) modifies to

H0(x, p) =
1

2m

((
px +

qB

2c
y

)2

+

(
py −

qB

2c
x

)2

+ p2z

)
+

+
1

2
mω2

(
x2 + y2 + z2

)
. (18)

After expanding the Hamiltonian (18) and regrouping
the terms we get

H0(x, p) =
1

2m

(
p2x + p2y + p2z

)
− 1

2
ωcLz+

+
1

2
mω̃2

(
x2 + y2

)
+

1

2
mω2z2, (19)

where Lz = xpy − ypx is the z-component of the angular

momentum operator, ωc = qB
mc the cyclotron frequency,

and ω̃2 = ω2 +
ω2
c

4 is the modified frequency of the har-
monic oscillator in the xy-plane. Hence, the problem
turns into the problem of an anisotropic harmonic oscil-
lator. From equation (8), we know that the Weyl-Moyal
product can be turned into a standard product by sub-
stituting commutative x and p by the noncommutative
operators x̂ and p̂, so let us first consider the Hamiltonian
H0(x̂, p̂).

H0(x̂, p̂) =
1

2m

(
p̂2x + p̂2y + p̂2z

)
− 1

2
ωcL̂z+

+
1

2
mω̃2

(
x̂2 + ŷ2

)
+

1

2
mω2ẑ2 (20)

All noncommutative operators in the noncommutative
phase-space (3D) can be stated explicitly using (2) and
(3)together with (4) and (5), respectively.

x̂ = αx− θ

2α~
py +

θ

2α~
pz (21)

ŷ = αy − θ

2α~
pz +

θ

2α~
px (22)

ẑ = αz − θ

2α~
px +

θ

2α~
py (23)

p̂x = αpx +
η

2α~
y − η

2α~
z (24)

p̂y = αpy +
η

2α~
z − η

2α~
x (25)

p̂z = αpz
η

2α~
x− η

2α~
y (26)

Based on the position and momentum operators de-
fined in equations (21)-(26), we can construct all other
operators needed in this calculation.

As a consequence, the noncommutative angular mo-
mentum operator L̂z can be stated explicitly as following

L̂z = x̂p̂y−ŷp̂x = α2Lz+
θ

2~
(
−p2x − p2y + pxpz + pypz

)
+

+
η

2~
(
−x2 − y2 + xz + yz

)
+

θη

4α2~2
(Lx + Ly + Lz) .

(27)

Furthermore, the sum of the squares of the components
of the noncommutative momentum operator p̂2x+ p̂2y + p̂2z
becomes

p̂2x+ p̂2y + p̂2z = α2
(
p2x + p2y + p2z

)
− η

~
(Lx + Ly + Lz) +

+
η2

2α2~2
(
x2 − xy + y2 − xz − yz + z2

)
, (28)

and the sum of the squares of the x and y components
of the noncommutative squared position operator x̂2+ ŷ2

is

x̂2 + ŷ2 = α2
(
x2 + y2

)
+
θ

~
(−Lz + (x− y)pz) +

+
θ2

4α2~2
(
p2x + p2y + 2p2z − 2pxpz − 2pypz

)
, (29)

and finally square of the z component of the noncommu-
tative position operator ẑ2 yields to

ẑ2 = α2z2 +
θ

~
z (py − px) +

θ2

4α2~2
(px − py)

2
. (30)

Substituting (27)-(30) into (20) gives the noncommuta-
tive Hamiltonian in the commutative algebra. After re-
grouping and summarizing all terms, we get the expan-
sion of noncommutative Hamiltonian in the commutative
space with respect to the noncommutativity parameters
θ and η as
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H0(x̂, p̂) = α2H0(x, p) +
η

~
Hη(x, p) +

θ

~
Hθ(x, p)+

+
ηθ

~2
Hηθ(x, p) +

η2

~2
Hη2(x, p) +

θ2

~2
Hθ2(x, p), (31)

with

Hη = − 1

2m
(Lx + Ly + Lz)−

−1

4
ωc
(
−x2 − y2 + xz + yz

)
, (32)

Hθ = −1

4
ωc
(
−p2x − p2y + pxpz + pypz

)
+

+
1

2
mω̃2

(
−Lz + (x− y)pz

)
+

+
1

2
mω2z (py − px) , (33)

Hηθ =
ωc

8α2
(Lx + Ly + Lz) , (34)

Hη2 =
1

4mα2

(
x2 − xy + y2 − xz − yz + z2

)
, (35)

Hθ2 =
1

4α2

[
1

2
mω̃2

(
p2x + p2y + 2p2z − 2pxpz − 2pypz

)
+

1

2
mω2 (px − py)

2

]
. (36)

Obviously, for α = 1, θ = η = 0 we return to the well
known commutative case.

IV. PERTURBATIVE APPROACH

According to Harko et al. [58], the contribution of the
second-order terms η2, θ2, and ηθ can be considered as
small compared to the terms in η and θ in the low energy
limit. Consequently, we can determine the effect of the
noncommutativity on the binding energy by employing
first-order perturbation theory.

To determine the impact of noncommutativity on the
energy levels of a charged harmonic oscillator in 3D in
the presence of a uniform magnetic field, we first have to
revisit the well-known commutative case. The Hamilto-
nian in the commutative case in cylindrical coordinates
is then given as

H0(x, p) = − ~2

2m

(
1

ρ

∂

∂ρ

(
ρ
∂

∂ρ

)
+

1

ρ2
∂2

∂ϕ2

)
−1

2
ωc

~
i

∂

∂ϕ
+

+
1

2
m

(
ω2 +

ω2
c

4

)
ρ2 − ~2

2m

∂2

∂z2
+

1

2
mω2z2, (37)

where x = ρ cosϕ, y = ρ sinϕ consequently ρ2 = x2 + y2,

Lz = ~
i
∂
∂ϕ , and p2ρ = −~2

(
1
ρ
∂
∂ρ

(
ρ ∂
∂ρ

))
. With ω̃2 =

ω2 +
ω2
c

4 we get

H0(x, p) = − ~2

2m

(
1

ρ

∂

∂ρ

(
ρ
∂

∂ρ

)
+

1

ρ2
∂2

∂ϕ2

)
−1

2
ωc

~
i

∂

∂ϕ
+

+
1

2
mω̃2ρ2 − ~2

2m

∂2

∂z2
+

1

2
mω2z2. (38)

In cylindrical coordinates, the time-independent
Schrödinger equation for a particle in an isotropic har-
monic oscillator in the presence of a uniform magnetic
field can be solved by separation of variables as

ψnρ,µ,nz (x) = χ(ρ)eiµϕζ(z). (39)

After substitution into the time independent
Schrödinger equation we get the eigenfunction as:

ζ(z) =
1√

2nn!

(mω
π~

)1/4
e−

mωz
2~ Hnz

(√
mω

~
z

)
(40)

χ(ρ) = A1

(√
2ρ
)|µ|

e−
mω̃ρ2

2~ U

(
−nρ, 1 + |µ|, mω̃ρ

2

2~

)
+

+A2

(√
2ρ
)|µ|

e−
mω̃ρ2

2~ L|µ|nρ

(
−nρ,

mω̃ρ2

2~

)
, (41)

where Hn(x) denotes the Hermite Polynomials,
U(n,m, x) the confluent hypergeometric function of
second kind, and Lαn(m,x) the generalized Laguerre
Polynomial [85]. The corresponding eigenvalues are
given as:

Enρ,µ,nz = ~ω̃(2nρ + |µ|+ 1) +
1

2
~ωcµ+ ~ω

(
nz +

1

2

)
.

(42)
The corrections to the binding energy for weak non-

commutativity in first-order perturbation theory are then
according to (31) given as

∆E(1)
nρ,µ,nz =

η

~

〈
nρ, µ, nz

∣∣∣Hη

∣∣∣nρ, µ, nz〉+

+
θ

~

〈
nρ, µ, nz

∣∣∣Hθ

∣∣∣nρ, µ, nz〉 (43)

Due to the symmetry of the problem, all following ma-
trix elements vanish:〈

nρ, µ, nz

∣∣∣Lx∣∣∣nρ, µ, nz〉 =
〈
nρ, µ, nz

∣∣∣Ly∣∣∣nρ, µ, nz〉 =

=
〈
nρ, µ, nz

∣∣∣xz∣∣∣nρ, µ, nz〉 =
〈
nρ, µ, nz

∣∣∣yz∣∣∣nρ, µ, nz〉 =

=
〈
nρ, µ, nz

∣∣∣pxpz∣∣∣nρ, µ, nz〉 =
〈
nρ, µ, nz

∣∣∣pypz∣∣∣nρ, µ, nz〉 =

=
〈
nρ, µ, nz

∣∣∣ypz∣∣∣nρ, µ, nz〉 =
〈
nρ, µ, nz

∣∣∣xpz∣∣∣nρ, µ, nz〉 =

=
〈
nρ, µ, nz

∣∣∣px∣∣∣nρ, µ, nz〉 =
〈
nρ, µ, nz

∣∣∣py∣∣∣nρ, µ, nz〉 = 0

So, the only matrix elements that are non-vanishing are

∆E(1)
nρ,µ,nz =

η

~

〈
nρ, µ, nz

∣∣∣− 1

2m
Lz −

ωc
4
ρ2
∣∣∣nρ, µ, nz〉+

+
θ

~

〈
nρ, µ, nz

∣∣∣− ωc
4
p2ρ −

1

2
mω̃2Lz

∣∣∣nρ, µ, nz〉. (44)
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With the help of [86, 87] the lengthy integrals can be
solved in closed form, and we get for the first-order cor-
rections in η

∆E(1)
η = −η|µ|

2m
− ηωc

4mω̃
(2nρ + |µ|+ 1) (45)

and θ

∆E
(1)
θ = −1

2
θmω̃

(
ω̃ − 1

2
ωcf(nρ, |µ|)

)
(46)

with

f(nρ, µ) = 2

(
nρ + µ
µ

)
− 4µ

(
µ+ nρ + 2
nρ − 1

)
−

− µ(1 + µ)

[
2

(
µ+ nρ
nρ

)
+ 4

(
µ+ nρ − 2

nρ

)
+

+

(
µ+ nρ + 1

nρ

)
−
(
µ+ nρ + 2
nρ − 1

)]
. (47)

A short dimensional analysis shows that η has the di-

mension of mass2 Length
2

Time2 , which corresponds to the mo-

mentum squared, and θ has the dimension of Length2.
So, the calculated corrections have the correct dimension
of energy.

Ergo, we can summarize the results of our calculation
in first-order perturbation theory. Recalling the noncom-
mutative Hamiltonian (31), we see that the unperturbed
energy is

E(0)
nρ,µ,nz =

〈
nρ, |µ|, nz

∣∣∣α2H0(x, p)
∣∣∣nρ, |µ|, nz〉 =

= α2

[
~ω̃(2nρ + |µ|+ 1) +

1

2
~ωcµ+ ~ω

(
nz +

1

2

)]
.

(48)

The first-order energy corrections are

∆E(1)
nρ,µ,nz = −η|µ|

2m
− ηωc

4mω̃
(2nρ + |µ|+ 1)−

− 1

2
θmω̃

(
ω̃ − 1

2
ωcf(nρ, |µ|)

)
(49)

with f(ρ, |µ|) given in (47). These results hold for the
situations, where η � ~mωc and θ � ~

mω̃ .

V. DISCUSSION

Recalling one of the motivations for the development
of noncommutative Quantum Mechanics was that the ki-
netic momentum operators do not commute. The cy-
clotron frequency ωc is directly proportional to the mag-
nitude of the magnetic field. Therefore, let us examine
the effect of the magnetic field on the energy corrections

in the noncommutative phase-space. To see the effect
on the corrections clearly, we will consider the energy
correction ∆E(1) normalized by E(0). As the energy cor-
rections are all negative, and there is no change in sign,
we will use

∣∣∆E(1)/E(0)
∣∣ for plotting the results.

We will employ the atomic unit system and set, there-
fore ~ and m = 1. We select arbitrarily ω = 1 and vary
ωc between 0.1 and 10. Based on the condition for the
validity of the approximation, the values for θ and η have
to satisfy

η � ~mωc = ωc < 0.1 and (50)

θ � ~
mω̃

=
1√

1 +
ω2
c

4

<
1√

1 + 102

4

= 0.19. (51)

By setting the values η = 0.01 and θ = 0.01, η and θ
satisfy the conditions (50) and (51), respectively.

Very small values for θ need energies close to the
Planck energy Ep, that are only available in black holes.
Consequently, in this energy scale the values for η would
blowing up, and the perturbative approach would not be
reasonable anymore. Therefore, as already pointed out,
we select the values for θ and η in the low energy limit. In
this limit, we may have the chance to observe the effect
of the corrections to the energy levels of the anharmonic
oscillator due to the changing magnetic field. Therefore,
the experiment has to be carried out in an environment
where the change of the space-time is still observable.
This indicates, that in an experimental setup, where the
3D harmonic oscillator is put in a strong magnetic field,
could be method to measure the noncommutativity pa-
rameters θ and η.

From (49) it is clear that the function f(nρ, |µ|) plays
an important role in the corrections. The possible values
for nρ = 1, 2, 3 are given in table I.

nρ |µ| f(nρ, |µ|)
1 0 2
2 0 2
2 1 -28
3 0 2
3 1 -58
3 2 -286

TABLE I. Values for f(nρ, |µ|) for nρ = 1, 2, 3 and |µ| =
0, .., nρ − 1

The energy corrections are all negative. In order to

show the relation of E
(0)
nρ,µ,nz and |∆E(1)

nρ,µ,nz/E
(0)
nρ,µ,nz |

with the magnetic field, we will plot the unperturbed
eigenenergy of the 3D isotropic harmonic oscillator in a
uniform magnetic field as a function of ~ωc. Exemplarily
we select nz = 1 and ω = 1 and nρ = 1, 2, 3 and |µ| =
0..nρ−1 for the graphs of these relationships. Any other
selection will not change the qualitative behavior of the
system.
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FIG. 1. For the values, nz = 1, nρ = 1, ω = 1, figure (a)
depicts the unperturbed 3D isotropic harmonic oscillator in
a uniform magnetic field’s eigenenergy as a function of the
~ωc, whereas figure (b) depicts the first-order perturbation
normalized by the unperturbed eigenenergy as a function of
~ωc.

The unperturbed eigenenergy E
(0)
1,0,1 from (48) for large

ωc varies asymptotically linearly with ωc. Whereas the

energy correction ∆E
(1)
1,0,1 varies asymptotically as ω2

c .

So |∆E(1)
1,0,1/E

(0)
1,0,1| will asymptotically vary ∼ ωc, as de-

picted in figure 1. So, we can conclude that the magni-
tude of the corrections depends stronger on the magni-
tude of the magnetic field than the unperturbed energy
of the isotropic 3D harmonic oscillator in a uniform mag-

netic field E
(0)
nρ,µ,nz . On the other hand, figure 1 shows

that for small magnetic fields, the energy corrections de-
crease until it reaches it local minimum at ωc = 1.79
before the magnitude of the relative energy corrections
starts to increase again towards its asymptotic behavior.

0 2 4 6 8 10
0

10

20

30

40
(a)

 = 0
 = 1

0 2 4 6 8 10
0

0.005

0.01

0.015

0.02
(b)

 = 0
 = 1

FIG. 2. For the values, nz = 1, nρ = 2, ω = 1, figure (a)
depicts the unperturbed 3D isotropic harmonic oscillators in
a uniform magnetic field’s eigenenergy as function of the ~ωc
for µ = 0 (blue line) and µ = 1 (orange line), whereas figure
(b) depicts the first-order perturbation normalized by the un-
perturbed energy as a function of ~ωc for µ = 0 (blue line)
and µ = 1 (orange line).

In the case nρ = 2, the behavior of the eigenenergies
of the unperturbed isotropic 3D harmonic oscillator in

a uniform magnetic field E
(0)
2,0,1 and E

(0)
2,1,1 and the mag-

nitude of relative energy corrections due to noncommu-

tativity |∆E(1)
2,0,1/E

(0)
2,0,1| and |∆E(1)

2,1,1/E
(0)
2,1,1| is qualita-

tively the same as in the case nρ = 1. The magnitude

of the relative energy correction |∆E(1)
2,0,1/E

(0)
2,0,1| first de-

creases until ωc = 2.58, where it reaches its absolute
minimum before it starts increasing again towards its
asymptotic behavior. We can observe the same behavior

for |∆E(1)
2,1,1/E

(0)
2,1,1| and get a minimum at ωc = 2.71 for

µ = 1. Furthermore, we can identify that for increas-
ing magnetic Quantum number µ, the magnitude of the
relative corrections increases.

0 2 4 6 8 10
0

20

40

60

80
(a)

 = 0
 = 1
 = 2

0 2 4 6 8 10
0

0.025

0.05

0.075

0.1
(b)

 = 0
 = 1
 = 2

FIG. 3. For the values, nz = 1, nρ = 3, ω = 1, figure (a)
depicts the unperturbed 3D isotropic harmonic oscillators in
a uniform magnetic field’s eigenenergy as function of the ~ωc
for µ = 0 (blue line), µ = 1 (orange line), and µ = 2 (yellow
line), whereas figure (b) depicts the first-order perturbation
normalized by the unperturbed energy as a function of ~ωc
for µ = 0 (blue line), µ = 1 (orange line), and µ = 2 (yellow
line).

In the case nρ = 3, the behavior of the energy of the
unperturbed isotropic 3D harmonic oscillator in a uni-
form magnetic field and the magnitude of the relative
energy corrections due to noncommutativity is qualita-
tively the same as in the cases nρ = 1 and nρ = 2.
As we can see from figure 3, we get increasing correc-

tions |∆E(1)
3,µ,1/E

(0)
3,µ,1| with increasing magnetic Quantum

number µ. The magnitude of the relative energy correc-
tions reach a minimum at ωc = 3.11 for µ = 0, ωc = 2.81
for µ = 1, and ωc = 3.20 for µ = 2 before they start to
increase again towards their asymptotic behavior.

Furthermore, we can identify that the increasing mag-
netic field’s impact is increasing for increasing nρ and
magnetic Quantum number µ. Moreover, the value for

ωc where |∆E(1)
nρ,µ,1

/E
(0)
nρ,µ,1

| becomes minimal increases

for the constant µ and increasing nρ.
Overall, evidently, the eigenenergies and their first-

order corrections strongly depend on the magnitude of
the magnetic field. The relative change of the corrections
to the magnetic field shows that the corrections increase
faster than the eigenenergies with increasing magnetic
field for increasing magnetic Quantum numbers.

VI. CONCLUSION

We studied the charged harmonic oscillator in a uni-
form magnetic field in the extended framework of non-
commutative Quantum Mechanics in 3D. In line with
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this, without touching the basic definition of the starting
point of noncommutative Quantum Mechanics, namely
the commutators of [x̂i, x̂j ] = iθij and [p̂i, p̂j ] = iηij we
extended the antisymmetric tensor λij to (11). This ex-
tension of the noncommutativity from the noncommu-
tative plane to the noncommutative space gives rise to
a change in the algebra of the system. The first re-
sult of this is a never-vanishing commutator [x̂i, p̂j ] for
any combination of i and j. Based on this algebra, we
investigated the effect of the noncommutativity in 3D
to the eigenenergies of the commutative system. The
Hamiltonian for the charged isotropic harmonic oscilla-
tor in a uniform magnetic field proves to be non-trivial in
the noncommutative phase-space (3D). A closed solution
could not be obtained in this algebra. Therefore, in the
limit of weak noncommutativity, i.e., in the low energy
limit, we could obtain the corrections to the eigenen-
ergies in first-order time-independent perturbation the-
ory in closed form. It turns out that the corrections to

the eigenenergies are negative, i.e. the eigenenergies in
the noncommutative system are smaller compared to the
commutative ones. To analyze the effect of the mag-
nitude of the magnetic field on the energy corrections,
we plotted the graphs of the magnitude of the relative

energy corrections |∆E(1)
nρ,µ,nz/E

(0)
nρ,µ,nz | as a function of

~ωc. The analysis showed that the magnitude of the en-

ergy corrections |∆E(1)
nρ,µ,nz | increases asymptotically for

large ~ωc with ~ω2
c , whereas the unperturbed eigenener-

gies E
(0)
nρ,µ,nz increase with ~ωc linearly. Ergo, the cor-

rections to the eigenenergies increase faster with respect
to ~ωc than the eigenenergies themselves. This behavior
could be also identified in the graphs of the relative cor-
rections of the eigenenergies for the exemplarily selected
parameters. This result suggests, that noncommuative
Quantum Mechanics can be experimentally studied even
in the low energy limit by employing a strong magnetic
field to a 3D harmonic oscillator.
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