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We obtain the gauge invariant energy eigenvalues and degeneracies together with rotationally
symmetric wavefunctions of a particle moving on 2D noncommutative plane subjected to
homogeneous magnetic field B and harmonic potential. This has been done by using the
phase space coordinates transformation based on 2-parameter family of unitarily equivalent
irreducible representations of the nilpotent Lie groupGNC . We find that the energy levels and
states of the system are unique and hence, same goes to the degeneracies as well since they are
heavily reliant on the applied B and the noncommutativity θ of coordinates. Without B, we
essentially have a noncommutative planar harmonic oscillator under generalized Bopp shift
or Seiberg-Witten map. The degenerate energy levels can always be found if θ is proportional
to the ratio between ~ and mω. For the scale Bθ = ~, the spectrum of energy is isomorphic
to Landau problem in symmetric gauge and hence, each energy level is infinitely degenerate
regardless of any values of θ. Finally, if 0 < Bθ < ~, θ has to also be proportional to the
ratio between ~ and mω for the degeneracy to occur. These proportionality parameters
are evaluated and if they are not satisfied then we will have non-degenerate energy levels.
Finally, the probability densities and effects of B and θ on the system are properly shown
for all cases.

Keywords: Particle in noncommutative plane, magnetic field, harmonic potential, gauge
invariance, degeneracy, wavefunction
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1 Introduction

Historically, the notion of noncommutative structure in spacetime coordinates primarily pre-
dates back to Heisenberg and formally realized by Snyder in 1947 [1] as an effective way to
avoid or at least, ameliorate the short-distance singularities which had plagued quantum field
theory and in particular, gauge theories in the early days. However, this idea only became a
subject of interest for a short while due the remarkable success of the ensuing emergence of
renormalization scheme. We refer to [2, 3, 4] to gain some insight on the historical context and
pertinent reviews in greater details. Nonetheless in recent years, the research involving these
noncommuting coordinates has gained back its momentum due to the discovery of its applica-
bility in the framework of superstring theories and of quantum gravity [5]. For some reviews of
these topics and in particular, of quantum field theory on noncommutative spacetime, we refer
to [2, 6].

There are numerous works which tackle the issue of the one particle sector of noncommuta-
tive field theories i.e, noncommutative quantum mechanics (NCQM) in different settings. This
includes harmonic oscillator [7, 8, 9], magnetic field [10, 11, 12, 13, 14], hydrogen atom [15],
central potential [16, 17], Landau problem [18], Klein-Gordon and Dirac oscillators [19, 20, 21],
Aharonov-Casher effect[22] and the list goes on. One of the authors [23] studied a system of
spinless electrons moving in a 2D noncommutative space in the presence of a perpendicular
magnetic field and confining harmonic potential. His focus was on the orbital magnetism of the
electrons in different regimes of temperature, magnetic field and noncommutative parameter θ.
In fact, he proved that the degeneracy of Landau levels can be lifted by the θ-term appearing
in the electron energy spectrum at weak magnetic field.

In the above mentioned works, the center of interest usually revolves around eigenvalue prob-
lem which most of the time are treated using algebraic method while the analytical approach
receives relatively lesser attention in comparison which hinders us from gaining some direct phys-
ical insight. Apart from that, the sources which discuss the degeneracies of NCQM models are
also noticeably scarce and face the issue of gauge dependency (e.g, in [24, 25]). Therefore, these
concerns shall be our main focus to be addressed in this paper particularly for charged quantum
harmonic oscillator on noncommutative plane. We will not however be utilizing the minimal
coupling prescription as is done naively on many occasions in the literature as it yields gauge
dependence of the underlying energy spectra e.g, in anisotropic harmonic oscillator and quantum
Hall effect [10, 13, 26]. We will instead rely on families of self-adjoint irreducible representations
of the universal enveloping algebra U(gNC) of the Lie algebra gNC as the kinematical symmetry
group of 2D noncommutative quantum mechanics whose Lie algebra has been established in [27]
that is able to produce gauge invariant spectra.

The paper is organized as follows: In Section 2, we briefly revisit the minimal coupling pre-
scription and state the alternative gauge invariant phase space coordinates transformation to be
used later. Then, the time-independent Schrödinger equation of an isotropic harmonic oscillator
in noncommutative phase space is solved to express the energy eigenvalues and eigenstates that
emerge. We rely on the symmetric part of the 2-parameter (r, s) family of irreducible self-adjoint
representations U(gNC) as the coordinate transformation. It turns out that the product of the
two parameters of the system i.e, magnetic field and noncommutativity has to be 0 ≤ Bθ ≤ ~
so that the effective mass that characterizes the system is real which then gives rise to three
possible cases. As a result, the third section is dedicated to the study of the first case i.e, in
the absence of magnetic field (Bθ = 0). The gauge invariant energy eigenvalues and degenera-
cies are evaluated and the rotationally symmetric eigenstates are defined. We also provide an
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instructive example. The similar discussion are done in the forth section as in the previous one
for the remaining two cases in the presence of homogeneous magnetic field for 0 < Bθ < ~ and
Bθ = ~ respectively. The final section is allocated to serve as visual guide on the probability
densities and effect of magnetic field and noncommutativity on the system for all cases.

2 Energy spectrum on noncommutative plane

Before we begin our discussion on the gauge invariant coordinates transformation, we will briefly
revisit the so called minimal coupling prescription which is used in many literature. In standard
quantum mechanics, the quantum phase space coordinates comprise of the Hermitian operators
x̂,ŷ,p̂x and p̂y defined on L2(R2, dxdy) with the following commutation relations

[x̂, ŷ] = [p̂x, p̂y] = 0, (2.1)

[x̂, p̂x] = [ŷ, p̂y] = i~I, (2.2)

[x̂, p̂y] = [ŷ, p̂x] = 0, (2.3)

where I is the identity operator on L2
(
R2, dr1dr2

)
. The above commutation relations correspond

to the 5-dimensional Weyl-Heisenberg group, GWH . We can try to incorporate noncommuting
spatial coordinates governed by [X̂, Ŷ ] = iθI where θ is a real frame dependent parameter. The
minimal coupling prescription in noncommutative quantum mechanical problem in the presence
of a constant magnetic field is derived from the following gauge potential

Â(X̂, Ŷ ) = (−B(1− α)Ŷ , αBX̂), (2.4)

where Landau and symmetric gauges correspond to α = 1 and α =
1

2
respectively. Later, this

prescription can be used naively to write down the kinematical momentum operators as follows

P̂i = p̂i − eÂi, i = x, y. (2.5)

Subsequently, the above transformation can be used to map the noncommutative spatial co-
ordinates to commutative ones by the well known generalized Bopp shift or Seiberg-Witten
map

X̂ = x̂− θ

2~
p̂y, (2.6)

Ŷ = ŷ +
θ

2~
p̂x, (2.7)

P̂x = p̂x, (2.8)

P̂y = p̂y. (2.9)

In [26], this noncommutative setup has been shown explicitly to yield gauge dependency via
eigenfrequencies of the underlying energy spectra for the cases of anisotropic harmonic oscilla-
tor and quantum Hall effect which is inconsistent in the context of noncommutative quantum
mechanics. Therefore in this work, we will be counting on families of self-adjoint irreducible
representations of the universal enveloping algebra U(gNC) of the Lie algebra gNC whose corre-
sponding Lie group GNC has been established in an earlier paper [27] which is the kinematical
symmetry group of 2D NCQM. We will not delve any further into the group theoretical structure
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as that has been done in [26]. What we are interested in is using the result of gauge invari-
ant coordinates transformation in the paper i.e, 2-parameter family of equivalent self-adjoint
irreducible representation of the universal enveloping algebra U(gNC) on the smooth vectors of
L2(R2, dxdy), a family to which Landau and symmetric gauge representations belong where it
is formulated as below

X̂s = x̂− sθ
~
p̂y, (2.10)

Ŷ s = ŷ + (1− s)θ
~
p̂x, (2.11)

Π̂α,s
x =

(1− α)~B
~− αθB

(
ŷ − sθ

~
p̂x

)
+ p̂x, (2.12)

Π̂α,s
y = −αB

[
x̂+

(1− s)θ
~

p̂y

]
+ p̂y, (2.13)

where the Landau and symmetric gauges correspondent to, respectively,

r = 1, s = 0, (2.14)

r =
~

~ +
√
~2 − ~Bθ

, s =
1

2
. (2.15)

In this work, we will be focusing on the symmetric gauge part since the energy eigenvalues and
the associated degeneracies that will be obtained can naturally be extended to Landau gauge
as well due to gauge invariance. For the wavefunctions, the mathematical structure should
only apply to the symmetric gauge and also any other gauge choices with underlying rotational
symmetry under simple substitution.

The Hamiltonian of a particle of mass m which oscillates with an angular frequency ω under
the influence of an isotropic harmonic oscillator potential in the noncommutative phase space
can be denoted as

Ĥ =
1

2m

(
Π̂2

1 + Π̂2
2

)
+

1

2
mω2

(
Q̂2

1 + Q̂2
2

)
. (2.16)

By representation theory, the corresponding gauge invariant (symmetric gauge part) phase space
coordinates transformation between noncommutative operators and commutative ones based on
2-parameter family of equivalent self-adjoint irreducible representation of the universal envelop-
ing algebra U(gNC) on the smooth vectors of L2(R2, dxdy) can be obtained as follows [26]

X̂ = x̂− θ

2~
p̂y, (2.17)

Ŷ = ŷ +
θ

2~
p̂x, (2.18)

Π̂x =
~B

~ +
√
~(~−Bθ)

ŷ +
~ +

√
~(~−Bθ)
2~

p̂x, (2.19)

Π̂y = − ~B
~ +

√
~(~−Bθ)

x̂+
~ +

√
~(~−Bθ)
2~

p̂y, (2.20)

where θ is a small, positive parameter which measures the additionally introduced noncom-
mutativity between the observables of the two spatial coordinates. The self-adjoint differential
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operators on the space of smooth vectors of L2(R2) obeys the following commutation relations[
X̂, Ŷ

]
= iθI, (2.21)[

Π̂x, Π̂y

]
= i~BI, (2.22)[

X̂, Π̂x

]
=
[
Ŷ , Π̂y

]
= i~I, (2.23)[

X̂, Π̂y

]
=
[
Ŷ , Π̂x

]
= 0, (2.24)

where I being the identity operator on L2
(
R2, dr1dr2

)
. Note that the magnetic field i.e, B can

be rescaled B → eB

c
to connect our notation with the usual literature on Landau problem.

In [26], the cyclotron frequency was defined to be ωc = B
m . So strictly speaking, in SI units,

due to the absence of the charge of particle of interest in ω, we can consider that it is already
being absorbed in B. Therefore, throughout this work, B will be defined as the magnetic field
multiplied by a unit charge. However, we will simply call it magnetic field in the sequel.

By substituting from (2.17) until (2.20) into (2.16), the Hamiltonian is of the form

Ĥ =
1

2m

(
~B

~ +
√

~(~−Bϑ)
ŷ +

~ +
√
~(~−Bϑ)

2~
p̂x

)2

+
1

2m

(
− ~B
~ +

√
~(~−Bϑ)

x̂+
~ +

√
~(~−Bϑ)

2~
p̂y

)2

+
1

2
mω2

(
x̂− ϑ

2~
p̂y

)2

+
1

2
mω2

(
ŷ +

ϑ

2~
p̂x

)2

.

(2.25)

After a few algebraic manipulation steps, then

Ĥ =

(
2~2 + 2~

√
~2 − ~Bθ − ~Bθ +m2ω2θ2

8m~2

)(
p̂2x + p̂2y

)
+

(
~2B2 +m2ω2(2~2 + 2~

√
~2 − ~Bθ − ~Bθ)

2m(2~2 + 2~
√
~2 − ~Bθ − ~Bθ)

)(
x̂2 + ŷ2

)
−
(
~B +m2ω2θ

2~m

)
L̂z.

(2.26)

where Lz is the z-component of the orbital angular momentum. By rearranging (2.26), we can
introduce a new effective mass and frequency so that the expression above excluding the L̂z-term
can have the form of the Hamiltonian of a planar isotropic harmonic oscillator as follows

Ĥ =
1

2M

(
p̂2x + p̂2y

)
+

1

2
MΩ2

(
x̂2 + ŷ2

)
− γL̂z. (2.27)

Hence, by comparing (2.26) and (2.27), the effective mass is

M =
4m~2

2~2 + 2~
√
~2 − ~Bθ − ~Bθ +m2ω2θ2

, (2.28)

whereas the effective frequency is

Ω =

√
2~2 + 2~

√
~2 − ~Bθ − ~Bθ +m2ω2θ2

4m~2
, (2.29)
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and we have set γ as

γ =
~B +m2ω2θ

2~m
. (2.30)

The corresponding stationary Schrödinger equation is therefore

− ~2

2M

(
∂2Ψ(x, y)

∂x2
+
∂2Ψ(x, y)

∂y2

)
+

1

2
MΩ2(x2 + y2)Ψ(x, y)− γLzΨ(x, y) = EΨ(x, y). (2.31)

Since the Hamiltonian (2.27) is rotationally symmetric, it is appropriate to work in polar coor-
dinates (r, ϕ). Then (2.31) becomes

− ~2

2M

(
∂2Ψ(r, ϕ)

∂r2
+

1

r

∂Ψ(r, ϕ)

∂r
+

1

r2
∂2Ψ(r, ϕ)

∂ϕ2

)
+

1

2
MΩ2r2Ψ(r, ϕ)−γLzΨ(r, ϕ) = EΨ(r, ϕ),

(2.32)

where Lz = −i~ ∂
∂ϕ . After solving the above eigenvalue problem, the expression of the eigenvalues

are obtained and in terms of Ω and γ

Enr,ml
= (2nr + |ml|+ 1) ~Ω−ml~γ, (2.33)

where nr ∈ N and ml ∈ Z are radial and angular momentum quantum numbers respectively.
On the other hand, the expression of the wavefunctions is

Ψnr,ml
(r, ϕ) =

1√
2πr

Rnr,ml
(r)eimlϕ, (2.34)

in which Rnr,l(r) is the radial wavefunction given as follows

Rnr,ml
(r) =

(
2MΩ

~

) 1
2

√
nr!

(nr + |ml|)!
√
r

(
MΩ

~
r2
) |ml|

2

exp

(
−MΩ

2~
r2
)
L|ml|
nr

(
MΩ

~
r2
)
,

(2.35)
and Lml

nr
is the Laguerre polynomials [9, 28].

Realize that there is a condition to be satisfied to the solution of the eigenvalue problem
before it can really be applied to a physical system. In (2.28), the expression denotes the
effective mass of a particle in the oscillator potential which is real and greater than 0. Hence,

~2 − ~Bθ > 0. (2.36)

Since we can control the magnitude of the magnetic field, it has to be non-negative and real
i.e, B > 0. For the noncommutativity parameter, it is also non-negative and real. However, we
are not interested to analyze the situation at θ = 0 since we are discussing the NCQM model.
Hence,

0 6 Bθ 6 ~. (2.37)

Due to the above constraint, we will analyze further the three possible cases in greater details
in the upcoming sections i.e,

Case I: Bθ = 0,

Case II: Bθ = ~,
Case III: 0 < Bθ < ~. (2.38)
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3 Without magnetic field

3.1 Case I: Bθ = 0

In the absence of magnetic field, the solution of the eigenvalue problem in (2.33) and (2.34) can
be simplified as follows

Enr,ml
= (2nr + |ml|+ 1) ~

√
ω2

(
1 +

m2ω2θ2

4~2

)
−ml~

ϑ

2~
mω2. (3.1)

Ψθ
nr,ml

(r, ϕ) =
1√
2π

(
4mω√

4~2 +m2ω2θ2

) 1
2

√
nr!

(nr + |ml|)!

(
2mω√

4~2 +m2ω2θ2
r2
) |ml|

2

exp

(
− mω√

4~2 +m2ω2θ2
r2
)
L|ml|
nr

(
2mω√

4~2 +m2ω2θ2
r2
)
eimlϕ.

(3.2)

A close inspection reveals that the eigenvalues and eigenstates shown in (3.1) and (3.2) are quite
familiar in some literature (e.g [9, 23]) as it is actually the solution of the eigenvalue problem
involving noncommutative planar isotropic harmonic oscillator if the coordinates transformation
used is the generalized Bopp shift or Seiberg-Witten map. The energy eigenvalues of the system
for the first few lower quantum number pairs are shown in Table 1.

Table 1: Energy eigenvalues of the first few ground and excited states designated by the quantum
number pairs (nr,ml) in terms of Ω and γ.

(nr, 0) Energy (0,ml) Energy (nr,ml) Energy

(1, 0) 3~Ω (0, 1) 2~Ω− ~γ (1,−1) 4~Ω + ~γ
(2, 0) 5~Ω (0, 2) 3~Ω− 2~γ (1,−2) 5~Ω + 2~γ
(3, 0) 7~Ω (0, 3) 4~Ω− 3~γ (2,−1) 6~Ω + ~γ

(0,−1) 2~Ω + ~γ (1, 1) 4~Ω− ~γ
(0,−2) 3~Ω + 2~γ (1, 2) 5~Ω− 2~γ
(0,−3) 4~Ω + 3~γ (2, 1) 6~Ω− ~γ

As can be seen, it is not immediately obvious to infer if there is any hidden pattern in the
distribution of energies. Hence, we will express γ in terms of Ω in (3.1) as this step is crucial in
simplifying the analysis later on

γ =

√
1− ω2

Ω2
= κΩ, (3.3)

where 0 < κ < 1 is a direct consequence since the frequency, ω is nonzero. We can then rewrite
the energies as tabulated in Table 2.

If one of the two quantum numbers is zero, it will result in the energy spectrum which is
equidistant from one another as can be observed more clearly in Figure 1. Clearly, we can
notice that the effect of the individual quantum numbers nr and ml differs ever so slightly in
the minimal discrete energy step or quanta of energy, δE depending on κ. The sign of ml also
plays a role in affecting the gap of δE.

δEml>0 < δEml<0 < δEnr ,

(1− κ)~Ω < (1 + κ) < 2~Ω. (3.4)

7



Table 2: Energy eigenvalues of the first few ground and excited states designated by the quantum
number pairs (nr,ml) in terms of Ω.

(nr, 0) Energy (0,ml) Energy (nr,ml) Energy

(1, 0) 3~Ω (0, 1) (2− κ)~Ω (1,−1) (4 + κ)~Ω
(2, 0) 5~Ω (0, 2) (3− 2κ)~Ω (1,−2) (5 + 2κ)~Ω
(3, 0) 7~Ω (0, 3) (4− 3κ)~Ω (2,−1) (6 + κ)~Ω

(0,−1) (2 + κ)~Ω (1, 1) (4− κ)~Ω
(0,−2) (3 + 2κ)~Ω (1, 2) (5− 2κ)~Ω
(0,−3) (4 + 3κ)~Ω (2, 1) (6− κ)~Ω

Figure 1: (color online) Energy level diagram for the first few ground and excited states designated
by the quantum number pairs (nr, 0) and (0,ml).

However, what really matters is the joint effect of both quantum numbers that has to be
determined to see if the system has any degeneracy. At least, any two successive degenerate
energy levels can always be determined if there exists, such as

Enr;1,ml;1 = Enr;2,ml;2, (3.5)

otherwise we have

(2nr;1 + |ml;1|+ 1) ~Ω−ml;1~κΩ = (2nr;2 + |ml;2|+ 1) ~Ω−ml;2~κΩ,

κ =
2(nr;2 − nr;1) + (|ml;2| − |ml;1|)

ml;2 −ml;1
.

(3.6)

Hence, we can compare κ from (3.3) and (3.6) to get

κ =
2(nr;2 − nr;1) + (|ml;2| − |ml;1|)

ml;2 −ml;1
=

√
1− 4~2

4~2 +m2ω2θ2
. (3.7)

As long as the above equation is satisfied, the degenerate energy levels can be found. The left
hand side of the equation above is a rational fraction. Then, the corresponding right hand side
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has to be a rational fraction as well. As a result, it is natural to eliminate the ~2-term. That is
only possible if the product m2ω2θ2 is of the order of a positive rational number multiple of ~2
i.e, m2ω2θ2 = c2~2. Hence, we can write

κ =

√
c2

4 + c2
. (3.8)

Then, by using the method of induction (where the relevance of the square term in c2 is in
simplifying the method), the sequence of possible values of c2 can be determined as follows

c2n,k =
k2

n(n+ k)
, (3.9)

where we will attach the subscript i.e, cn,k in the sequel. To check the validity of the above
proposed sequence √√√√ c2n,k

4 + c2n,k
=

k

2n+ k
, (3.10)

which is indeed rational. To sum up, the degenerate energy levels of the system in Case I
i.e, in the absence of magnetic field where the system is similar to the noncommutative planar
harmonic oscillator under minimal coupling prescription can always be found and is very unique
to the particular system provided that the noncommutativity can be described in terms of mass
and frequency of the particle that is

θd =

{(
~
mω

)
cn,k

∣∣∣∣∣cn,k =
k√

n(n+ k)
, n, k ∈ Z > 0

}
. (3.11)

Notice that the above result is also dimensionally consistent since, the noncommutativity is in
the units of m2 whereas mass, angular frequency and reduced Planck constant are in the units of
kg, s−1 and m2 ·kg·s−1. The factor cn,k is dimensionless. We also want to note that similar study
for Case 1 has been done in [24] with a different approach i.e, through algebraic method. The
difference is, they describe the degenerate noncommutativity in terms of two relatively prime
numbers whereas we describe it in terms of two positive integers.

We can also say that everytime the energy is of the form

E = (2nr + |ml|+ 1)~Ω− k

2n+ k
ml~Ω, (3.12)

we can expect to have degenerate energy levels for any pair of quantum numbers. The uniqueness
of degeneracy comes from the fact that apart from the parameter cn,k, the noncommutativity, θ
in (3.11) is actually a function of mass and frequency of the particle. These parameters influence
the resulting quantum number pairs to be obtained to produce degenerate states.

By equating the left-hand side of (3.7) and the right-hand side of (3.10), the three successive
degenerate energy levels can be found. When the angular momentum quantum numbers for any
two degenerate levels are both positive

Enr;1,ml;1
= Enr;1−n,ml;1+2n+k = Enr;1+n,ml;1−(2n+k). (3.13)

9



If however, we are focusing on both angular momentum quantum numbers to be negative, then

Enr;1,−ml;1
= Enr;1+n+k,−ml;1+2n+k = Enr;1−(n+k),−ml;1−(2n+k). (3.14)

We will not discuss the situation when either one of the angular momentum quantum number is
negative as we can just compare the energy levels of these two formulas to see their equivalence.
Hence, any successive degenerate energy levels for a particular θ and hence excited states of the
same energy can always be found when (3.13) and (3.14) are satisfied. Otherwise, the system is
non-degenerate.

3.2 Example

As an instructive example, let us consider the particle of interest to be an electron where its
mass is

m = 9.109× 10−31 kg. (3.15)

As for the angular frequency, it really depends on numerous factors in a particular system and
is rather difficult to calculate accurately, but are generally of a similar order to those found in
common household and industrial springs. Typical values lie in the range from 100Nm−1 to
1000Nm−1 [29]. The relationship between spring constant, k and angular frequency, ω is given
as follows

ω =

√
k

m
, (3.16)

Hence, the acceptable domain of angular frequency will be somewhere between 1.048× 1016 and
3.313 × 1016. If an electron is accelerated through a 10V electrostatic potential, the frequency
in the non-relativistic limit follows [30]

ω = 1.518× 1016s−1. (3.17)

Then, for simplicity, we will let n = k. At n = k, it does not matter what the actual value of

this constant is as it will always produce cn,k =
1√
2

. Hence, the noncommutativity parameter

will be

θd =
1√
2

(
~
mω

)
= 5.395× 10−21m2, (3.18)

and therefore we obtain

κ =
1

3
. (3.19)

Table 3 and 4 below show the energy eigenvalues of the case Bθ = 0 at θ = 5.395× 10−21m2 for
different quantum number pairs and hence excited states.
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Table 3: (color online) Ordered pair of quantum numbers and its corresponding energy for ml ≥ 0
at Bθ = 0 and κ = 1

3 .

Energy (in units of ~Ω) (nr,ml)

25× 1
3 (3, 2), (2, 5), (1, 8), (0, 11)

23× 1
3 (3, 1), (2, 4), (1, 7), (0, 10)

21× 1
3 = 7 (3, 0), (2, 3), (1, 6), (0, 9)

19× 1
3 (2, 2), (1, 5), (0, 8)

17× 1
3 (2, 1), (1, 4), (0, 7)

15× 1
3 = 5 (2, 0), (1, 3), (0, 6)

13× 1
3 (1, 2), (0, 5)

11× 1
3 (1, 1), (0, 4)

9× 1
3 = 3 (1, 0), (0, 3)

7× 1
3 (0, 2)

5× 1
3 (0, 1)

3× 1
3 = 1 (0, 0)

We are highlighting the table to show that for every 3 times of the minimal discrete energy step,
3× δE, there will be a single additional degenerate state in the subsequent levels. This pattern
persists for higher-order states as well for all ml ≥ 0.

Table 4: (color online) Ordered pair of quantum numbers and its corresponding energy for ml < 0
at Bθ = 0 and κ = 1

3 .

Energy (in units of ~Ω) (nr,ml)

53× 1
3 (1,−11), (3,−8), (5,−5), (7,−2)

51× 1
3 = 17 (0,−12), (2,−9), (4,−6), (6,−3)

49× 1
3 (1,−10), (3,−7), (5,−4), (7,−1)

47× 1
3 (0,−11), (2,−8), (4,−5), (6,−2)

45× 1
3 = 15 (1,−9), (3,−6), (5,−3)

43× 1
3 (0,−10), (2,−7), (4,−4), (6,−1)

41× 1
3 (1,−8), (3,−5), (5,−2)

39× 1
3 = 13 (0,−9), (2,−6), (4,−3)

37× 1
3 (1,−7), (3,−4), (5,−1)

35× 1
3 (0,−8), (2,−5), (4,−2)

33× 1
3 = 11 (1,−6), (3,−3)

31× 1
3 (0,−7), (2,−4), (4,−1)

29× 1
3 (1,−5), (3,−2)

27× 1
3 = 9 (0,−6), (2,−3)

25× 1
3 (1,−4), (3,−1)

23× 1
3 (0,−5), (2,−2)

21× 1
3 = 7 (1,−3)

19× 1
3 (0,−4), (2,−1)

17× 1
3 (1,−2)

15× 1
3 = 5 (0,−3)

13× 1
3 (1,−1)

11× 1
3 (0,−2)

7× 1
3 (0,−1)
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For the remaining case of ml < 0, the degeneracy pattern is not apparent at first glance.
However, when we highlight the table to separate the energy levels consisting of even and odd nr
states and treat them individually, we start to notice that the behaviour is more or less similar
to the ones that we have earlier when ml ≥ 0. Figure 2 displays the side-by-side comparison
of the asymmetric distribution of energy eigenvalues of positive and negative ml states. Every
integer on the black lines (energy levels) represents radial quantum number, nr. Each of the
green line in Figure 2 signifies the level at which we start to have a single additional degenerate
state compared to the previous line. The region in between them should be occupied by a similar
number of degenerate states. The same behaviour is true for the negative ml domain though,
to separate the even and odd nr states, we use blue and yellow lines respectively.

Figure 2: (color online) Energy level diagram of the case Bθ = 0 at κ = 1
3 .

4 With magnetic field

In the presence of magnetic field, based on (2.37), the noncommutativity should be restricted
in such a way that the product Bθ is between 0 and ~. In this section, we will explore the
remaining cases i.e, Bθ = ~ and 0 < Bθ < ~ respectively.

4.1 Case I: Bθ = ~

The solution of the eigenvalue problem in (2.33) and (2.34) for the extreme end, Bθ = ~ can be
simplified as follows

Enr,ml
= (2nr + |ml|+ 1) ~

√(
B2 +m2ω2

m

)(
~2 +m2ω2θ2

4m~2

)
−ml~

~B +m2ω2θ

2~m
, (4.1)
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ΨB,θ
nr,ml

(r, ϕ) =
1√
2π

(
2

~

√
4~2(B2 +m2ω2)

~2 +m2ω2θ2

) 1
2
√

nr!

(nr + |ml|)!

(
1

~

√
4~2(B2 +m2ω2)

~2 +m2ω2θ2
r2

) |ml|
2

exp

(
− 1

2~

√
4~2(B2 +m2ω2)

~2 +m2ω2θ2
r2

)
L|ml|
nr

(
1

~

√
4~2(B2 +m2ω2)

~2 +m2ω2θ2
r2

)
eimlϕ.

(4.2)

A quick check while taking into account that Bθ = ~ in (4.1) yields Ω2 = γ2 which implies that

Ω = γ. (4.3)

If we look at the energy eigenvalues closely when Ω = γ, the degeneracy pattern is actually
equivalent to those in Landau problem in symmetric gauge. The degeneracy of Landau problem
in symmetric gauge is very well known and therefore, we will not provide any example. Every
energy level of Landau problem in symmetric gauge is infinitely degenerate and hence, this
applies to this case. We can then rewrite the energy eigenvalues as

(2nr + |ml|+ 1−ml)~Ω. (4.4)

As refresher, the distribution of energies is shown in Figure 3 below. Unlike the first case, we
can set θ to be of any value and we will still get the degenerate energy levels i.e,

θd = θ. (4.5)

Figure 3: Energy level diagram of the case Bθ = ~ for ml < 0.

As can be seen, the infinite degeneracy in this setting is asymmetrical with respect to the
sign of ml just like in the first case. The electron in response to the magnetic field and non-
commutativity at Bθ = ~, irrespective of its individual value, appears to prefer a direction of
Lz requiring more energy to exist in the positive states than the negative states. In this non-
commutative space, it costs energy for an electron circulating with positive angular momentum
while it is not the case when circulating with negative angular momentum. [31].
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4.2 Case III: 0 < Bθ < ~

By squaring and rearranging the expressions (2.29) and (2.30) will enable us to spot the common
and distinct terms

Ω2 =
B2

4m2
+

[
B2ω2θ2

4(2~2 + 2~
√
~2 − ~Bθ − ~Bθ)

+
ω2(2~2 + 2~

√
~2 − ~Bθ − ~Bθ)
4~2

]
+
m2ω4θ2

4~2
,

(4.6)

γ2 =
B2

4m2
+

[
ω2Bθ

2~

]
+
m2ω4θ2

4~2
, (4.7)

Just like in Case I, after a few algebraic manipulation steps, we can then express γ in terms of
Ω as follows

γ2 = ξΩ2, (4.8)

and it is straightforward to see that ξ takes the form

ξ = (4.9)√√√√1− 1

Ω2

[
~2ω2B2θ2 + ω2(2~2 + 2~

√
~2 − ~Bθ − ~Bθ)2 − 2~ω2Bθ(2~2 + 2~

√
~2 − ~Bθ − ~Bθ)

4~2(2~2 + 2~
√
~2 − ~Bθ − ~Bθ)

]
.

A simple check reveals that the domain of ξ is really the same as in κ i.e, 0 < ξ < 1. From
this point, the discussion and arguments that lead to degeneracy are very much similar to Case
I and hence will not be repeated here. In particular, we are referring to the effect of individual
quantum numbers as portrayed in Figure 2 and ξ is equivalent to κ in terms of the ratio of
quantum numbers as in (3.6). Later on, we will let the magnetic field and noncommutativity to
be expressed as follows

B = fmω, θ = g
~
mω

, (4.10)

as they will make the expression of ξ in (4.9) to be rational. In addition, θ is also dimensionally
consistent just like Case I. As for B, if we consider it as the magnetic field, it is supposed to be
in the units of kg ·A−1 · s−2 but as mentioned in the very first section, B is really the magnetic
field multiplied by a unit charge then, it will be in the units of kg · s−1 since the unit of charge
vanishes. Therefore, B is also dimensionally consistent. To make the expression in (4.9) more
readable we will let

L = 2~2 + 2~
√

~2 − ~Bθ − ~Bθ = ~2(2 + 2
√

1− fg − fg). (4.11)

Then

ξ =
2(nr;2 − nr;1) + (|ml;2| − |ml;1|)

ml;2 −ml;1
=

√
1− ~2m2ω2B2θ2 +m2ω2L2 − 2~m2ω2BθL

~2B2L + ~2m2ω2B2θ2 +m2ω2L2 +m4ω4θ2L
.

To produce degenerate energy levels, the right-hand side has to be equal to the left-hand side
which is rational. By substituting the proposed definition of B and θ, the simplified form of ξ is

ξ =

√
(f + g)2

4 + (f − g)2
. (4.12)
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Now, the problem of finding degenerate states essentially reduces to the problem of finding the
appropriate values or sequence of values of f and g such that (4.12) is rational.

By the method of induction, we find that the difference f − g has to be either

f − g =
4nk

n2 − k2
, (4.13)

or

f − g =
n2 − k2

nk
, (4.14)

where n and k are positive integers with f > g, and with f and g coprime and not both odd.
Apart from that, since 0 < Bθ < ~ and Bθ = fg~ then

fg < 1. (4.15)

Usually, we will set the value of magnetic field at our discretion in experiment and hence, we
will attach the subscript to the controlling parameter fexp. It is all the different possibilities of
the value of noncommutativity that has to be determined to locate degenerate states where we
will then denote as gn,k;f with

gn,k;f = fexp −
4nk

n2 − k2
, (4.16)

or again

gn,k;f = fexp −
n2 − k2

nk
, (4.17)

such that the domain is 0 < gn,k;f <
1

fexp
. We also want to make it clear that individually,

fexp and gn,k;f has to be a positive rational number in (4.12) as to ensure that the numerator is
rational and hence ξ is rational. Then, the degenerate noncommutativity will be

θd =

{(
~
mω

)
gn,k;f

∣∣∣∣∣gn,k;f =

{
fexp −

4nk

n2 − k2
, fexp −

n2 − k2

nk

}
, gcd(n, k) = 1, n, k ∈ Z > 0

}
.

(4.18)

where fexp and gn,k;f are dimensionless factors.

4.3 Example

In quantum Hall effect experiment, the typical value of magnetic field is

B = 12qkg s−1 = 1.922× 10−18kg s−1 = 12kg A−1s−2, (4.19)

where q is the charge of particle of interest (in this case, an electron) and is the typical magnitude
being used in quantum Hall effect experiments [32, 33]. Since we will again consider an electron
in Case I with mass 9.109× 10−31kg and angular frequency ω = 1.518× 1016s−1. Hence,

fexp =
12q

mω
= 1.390× 10−4, (4.20)
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which is clearly irrational. From here alone, we can actually infer that in general, it is actually
very difficult to finely tune the magnetic field in experimental settings in just the right value to
be able to observe the degenerate states. Consequently, we will then take the magnetic field to
be of lower value such that (4.20) is rational

fexp ≈ 1× 10−4 =
1

10000
, (4.21)

where now, B = 8.631qkg s−1. We will use (4.14) and by letting n = 2×104 + 1 and k = 2×104

(which are coprime and not both odd), then

gn,k;f =
1

10000
− (2× 104 + 1)2 − (2× 104)2

(2× 104 + 1)(2× 104)
=

1

400020000
. (4.22)

This results in the following degenerate noncommutativity

θd = gn,k;f
~
mω

= 1.907× 10−29m2. (4.23)

Notice that

fexp − gn,k;f =
40001

400020000
, (4.24)

which does in fact satisfy equation (4.14). Then, we have

ξ =

√
(fexp + gn,k;f )2

4 + (fexp − gn,k;f )2
=

40003

800040001
. (4.25)

We will not however be plotting the energy level diagram for the above value of ξ since its
numerator and denominator are very large. That means, it is expected that the very first lowest
degenerate state has a relatively high energy to be plotted in a proper scale. Hence, again for
experimental settings, we need to use sufficiently very high magnetic field (e.g, in the range of
thousands of Tesla) to detect degenerate states more easily that will in turn give more acceptable
value of ξ. Since 0 < Bθ < ~, high B will make the acceptable domain of θ to be even smaller.

5 Effects of B and θ on probability densities

In this section we are going to display the probability distribution functions of the ground and
excited states and also the effect of magnetic field and noncommutativity for each one of the
cases. Despite all the constraints imposed in these three cases, we want to note that the energy
eigenvalues and eigenstates can all be traced back to (2.33) and (2.34) where we only need to
manipulate Ω and γ without changing the mathematical structure of functions. Hence, it is
expected that the upcoming plots of probability densities will not look much different from one
another.

We will plot the probability densities of the first 25 ground and excited states to observe the
behaviour of the function. As for the effect of magnetic field and noncommutativity, we will only
present the ground state i.e, |Ψ0,0|2 as the effect can naturally be extended to higher-order states.
For all the cases, we will set the mass and frequency of the particle and applied magnetic field
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to be similar to those in the examples of degenerate energy spectra from the previous sections
i.e,

m = 9.109× 10−31 kg ω = 1.518× 1016 s−1 B = 12q kg s−1, (5.1)

The density plots of the probability distribution functions for the ground state and the first
few excited states are manifested in Figure 4, Figure 6 and Figure 8 in Case I, Case II and Case
III respectively. Accordingly, the effects of noncommutativity on the ground state probability
density functions are shown in Figure 5, Figure 7 and Figure 9.

5.1 Case I: Bθ = 0

Figure 4: (color online) Density plot of |Ψnr,|ml||
2 at Bθ = 0 where θ = 5.395× 10−21 bounded by

the radius r = 5× 10−10 m.
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Figure 5: (color online) Effect of θ on |Ψ0,0|2 at Bθ = 0 bounded by the radius r = 5× 10−10 m.

5.2 Case II: Bθ = ~

Figure 6: (color online) Density plot of |Ψnr,|ml||
2 at Bθ = ~ where θ = 5.488× 10−17 m2 bounded

by the radius r = 3× 10−8 m.
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Figure 7: (color online) Effect of B on |Ψ0,0|2 at Bθ = ~ bounded by the radius r = 3× 10−8 m.

5.3 Case III: 0 < Bθ < ~

Figure 8: (color online) Density plot of |Ψnr,|ml||
2 at 0 < Bθ < ~ where θ = 1.907 × 10−29 m2

bounded by the radius r = 2× 10−9 m.
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Figure 9: (color online) Effect of θ on |Ψ0,0|2 at 0 < Bθ < ~ bounded by the radius r = 2×10−9 m.

5.4 Discussion

As mentioned in the very first section, nr is called the radial quantum number and it is responsi-
ble to count the number of nodes and antinodes of the radial part of the wavefunctions. For the
probability density functions of the ground and excited states, we can only observe the nodes
designated as concentric rings due to the rotational symmetry of the eigenfunctions. Hence,
when nr increases so does the number of nodes. It is also apparent that as |ml| increases, the
radii of concentric rings also increase. This implies that this is true regardless of the sign of ml.

On the other hand, when θ is varied, we only prepare the density plots of the probability
distribution functions at the ground state |Ψ0,0|2 since the effect can naturally be extended to
higher-order states. At |Ψ0,0|2, the maximum point of these functions are concentrated at their
center i.e, the origin designated by the brightest spot on the plots which imply that it is most
likely to find the particle there. These Gaussian-like functions are also radially symmetric in
their distributions and as θ increases, the probability distributions spread out farther radially
outward which suggest that the likelihood of finding the particle further from the origin increases.
This behaviour also persists for higher-order states. When it comes to magnetic field, it simply
has the opposite effects on the function in comparison to noncommutativity. We want to note
however that the effect of noncommutativity (or magnetic field) on the probability densities are
generally non-linear. That is why sometimes, observing gradual or abrupt change as in Figure
9 is quite common for particular choice of the parameters. We do not provide the effect of B at
constant θ in Case III since, for θ = 1.907× 10−29m, the effect is so minuscule to be noticed for
practical values of B and suffice it to say that it is negligible.

6 Conclusions

In this work, we conclude that the energy eigenvalues and degeneracies of the charged harmonic
oscillator in 2D noncommmutative space using 2-parameter family of unitarily equivalent irre-
ducible representations of the nilpotent Lie group GNC are unique features of the system as
they depend on the subjected magnetic field and noncommutativity. The mathematical struc-
ture of the rotationally symmetric energy eigenstates are not affected by these two parameters
as they are only factors of the variables. One of these variables of the oscillator i.e, mass of
the particle of interest has to be real and hence, we need to impose the following condition i.e,
0 ≤ Bθ ≤ ~. At Bθ = 0 which implies that B = 0, the solution of the eigenvalue problem is
simply the noncommutative planar harmonic oscillator based on minimal coupling prescription.

Degenerate energy levels can be determined when θd =

{(
k√

n(n+k)

)
~
mω

}
where n, k are pos-

itive integers. When it comes to Bθ = ~, we will end up with an energy spectrum which is
isomorphic to Landau problem in symmetric gauge which is very well understood and we know
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immediately that every energy level is infinitely degenerate regardless of any given values of B

and θ respectively. The remaining case however requires that θd =

{(
fexp − 4nk

n2−k2

)
~
mω

}
or

θd =

{(
fexp − n2−k2

nk

)
~
mω

}
where n, k are coprime and not simultaneously odd. The quantity

fexp is a controlling parameter based on experimental setup.
For future prospect, further study can be implemented to construct more generalized gauge

invariant transformation so that the study of gauge invariant degeneracies and symmetric wave-
functions can be extended to different variants of the problem for example, other exactly solvable
eigenvalue problems with different potentials, parameter-dependent eigenvalue problems (e.g,
energy-dependent harmonic oscillator, time dependence in mass and frequency, etc.), relativistic
models, time evolution, etc.
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