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Abstract

This article is a contribution to the study of superintegrable Hamiltonian systems with magnetic fields
on the three-dimensional Euclidean space [E3 in quantum mechanics. In contrast to the growing interest in
complex electromagnetic fields in the mathematical community following the experimental confirmation
of its physical relevance [X. Peng et al., Phys. Rev. Lett. 114 (2015)], they were so far not addressed in
the growing literature on superintegrability. Here we venture into this field by searching for additional first
order integrals of motion to the integrable systems of cylindrical type. We find that already known systems
can be extended into this realm by admitting complex coupling constants. In addition to them, we find one
new system whose integrals of motion also feature complex constants. All these systems are multiseparable.
Rigorous mathematical analysis of these systems is challenging due to the non-Hermitian setting and lost

gauge invariance. We proceed formally and pose the resolution of these problems as an open challenge.


http://arxiv.org/abs/2212.04141v1

I. INTRODUCTION

This article is a contribution to the study of integrable and superintegrable Hamiltonian systems
with magnetic fields on the three-dimensional (3D) Euclidean space E3 in quantum mechanics,

with focus on complex valued magnetic fields. More specifically, we assume a Hamiltonian of the

form (using units where e = —1, m = 1)
1 - — — — —
H=2 (P +Aj@)pj+piAi) +A;(%)?) + W (@), (1
with implicit summation over repeated indices j = 1,2,3 (in the whole paper), p = —ihV is the

momentum operator and A = (A (¥),A2(%),A3(¥)) and W (X) are the vector and electrostatic po-
tentials of the electromagnetic field.
Integrability then entails the existence of two algebraically independent integrals of motion

X1, X, (further specified below) mutually in involution, i.e.
[H,Xi] = [H,X5] = [X;,X] = 0. 2

Superintegrability assumes additional one or two integrals, algebraically independent of each other
and the integrals needed for integrability. They are usually considered to be polynomials in the
momenta p;, for computational feasibility usually of a low order (typically 2).

Integrable (and especially superintegrable) systems are rare and distinguished by the possibility
to obtain the solution to their equations of motion in a closed form. They are subsequently invalu-
able for gaining physical intuition and serve as a starting point for modeling more complicated
systems. Finding and classifying these systems is therefore of utmost importance.

Despite its physical relevance, (super)integrability with magnetic fields was mostly ignored due
to computational difficulty. The first systematic result remedying this omission was the article by
Shapovalov on separable systems [1], followed by the articles in E, [2, 3]. Subsequent articles in
[E3 assumed first order integrals [4] or separation of variables [5—8], but some recent articles go
beyond separation [9, 10]. The non-relativistic quantum case with spin was also investigated, see
e.g. the recent article [11] and references therein.

In all the cases above the magnetic field was by assumption real. On the other hand, there has
recently been a growing interest in imaginary or complex magnetic fields following the experi-
mental confirmation of their physical relevance by observing the Yang-Lee zeros [12]. A recent
paper [13] investigates an exact solution for electron in graphene interacting with a complex mag-

netic field. A paper by Jaramillo [14] shows a formal analogy between stable marginally outer
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trapped surfaces (MOTS) of black holes and non-relativistic charged particle in complex electro-
magnetic field on closed surfaces. In the mathematical community these systems are considered
as pseudo-[15] or quasi-Hermitian [16, 17] systems, see also [18—20] for some more recent work
and additional references.

As we have demonstrated in the previous paragraph, complex magnetic fields merit further
research. However, the non-Hermitian setting of these systems poses several problems that we do
not resolve in this paper and pose them as an open challenge.

The most fundamental one is the rigorous definition of the magnetic Hamiltonians. This is
caused by the fact that the time-independent gauge transformation A’ (¥) = A(X) + Vx (%), W/(X) =
W (X), manifesting itself in the quantum context as the position dependent change of phase of the
wave function

0v() =exp 1) ) W), ®
is unbounded once x(X) has a nonvanishing imaginary part, which may be necessary to fully fix
the gauge. In other words, we can fix the real part of the vector potential by a unitary gauge
transformation, but the choice of the imaginary part involves an unbounded transformation, which
may affect the spectral properties.

Even if this problem is addressed, the spectrum of the corresponding Hamiltonian can be com-
plex, which complicates its physical interpretation as only real spectra are usually measurable.
The mathematically correct approach to the problem entails pseudo-[15] or quasi-Hermiticity (or
self-adjointness) [16, 17], i.e. the Hamiltonian H satisfies H T — @HO® ! where the metric ® and
its inverse ® ! are bounded operators, and is self-adjoint with respect to the modified scalar prod-
uct (-,®-). However, in the more general pseudo-Hermitian case, where the metric ® is indefinite,
the modified “scalar product” is indefinite as well and we deal with the so called Krein space,
see e.2. [21]. Only when the metric is positive, i.e. in the more strict quasi-Hermitian case, we

can talk about a nonstandard representation of usual quantum mechanics. (For bounded operators

H these definitions coincide if 0 ¢ {(y,®y)|y € JZ, ||y| = 1}, see [22] for a proof.) For more
detail concerning these notions see [18, 19] and references therein.

Following on our research with real magnetic fields [23], we search for superintegrable system
of the cylindrical type with additional first order integrals whose electromagnetic fields are com-
plex functions. In Section II we review cylindrical-type integrable systems, i.e. the corresponding
integrals of motion and the magnetic field, in cylindrical coordinates. In Section III we specify the

problem of first order superintegrability with complex fields and briefly comment on the calcula-
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tions leading to our classification. Interested reader can find the details of the computation in the
Appendix A. The core of our article is the Results section IV. There we analyze the new system
with complex integrals of motion in Subsection IV A and the old systems extended by choosing

complex coupling constants in Subsection IV B. Our concluding remarks are in Section V.

II. CYLINDRICAL-TYPE SYSTEM

Before we specify the corresponding integrals X;, X», we have to introduce the formalism used
for magnetic field in curvilinear coordinates in classical mechanics, cf. [8, 24].

Defining the cylindrical coordinates
x' =rcos(¢), x> =rsin(9), x*=2, 4)
we represent the vector potential A as a 1-form
A=Apdx! +Ardx® +A3dx® = A, dr +Aypde +AzdZ. (5)
Hence we obtain the following transformations

sin(@) cos(9)

r

Al = COS((P)Ar - Aq), Ay = Sin(¢)Ar+ A¢, A3 =Az. (6)

As components of the canonical 1-form A = p jdxj , the momenta p; transform in the same way
and we can define the magnetic. momenta by p‘;‘ = pj+A; in both Cartesian and cylindrical
coordinates. (We used to call p‘;‘ the gauge covariant momenta, the terminology coined probably
in [4] but implicitly used as velocities p‘;‘ = X/ since the first papers on superintegrability with
magnetic field [25]. With complex magnetic field it is no longer appropriate terminology because,
as we mentioned in the introduction, the gauge transformation (3) may be unbounded.)

Components of the magnetic field 2-form B = dA are

B = B'(%)dx* Adz+ B*(X)dz Adx! + B3 (X)dx! A dx?

=B'(r,¢,2)dp NdZ+B?(r,¢,Z)dZ Adr +B*(r,¢,Z)dr Ad¢, 7
which leads to the following transformation
8% = b (r.9.2) in(0)8°(10.2),
52 = " (1.9, 2) 4 cos(0)8°(10.2), ®

B = B9.2)



We can use the same formalism and notation in quantum mechanics as well, we just have to
quantize the equations and the (properly symmetrized) integrals in Cartesian coordinates and sub-
sequently transform our equations into cylindrical ones. For example, the transformed momenta

read

pL = —ih (cos((l))&r— Sin(¢)a¢) o = —i <sin(¢)a,+ Cosr(¢)a¢) py=—ihidz, (9

r

i.e. transformation is the same as (6) upon defining p,.y 7 = —ifd,¢ 7.

We can now introduce integrals of motion of the cylindrical type, i.e. integrals that imply
separation of Schrodinger (or, classically, Hamilton-Jacobi) equation in the cylindrical coordinates

in the limit of vanishing magnetic field B. Expressed in the cylindrical coordinates they read

1
Xi= ()45 X (51,0, 2)pk+ plst(,0,2) ) +mi(1,9,2),
a=r¢.Z

1
Xo= (245 X (5010.200h+phss(19,2)) +ma(9,2).
a=r¢,Z

(10)

The functions s?‘é’z, m > together with the electromagnetic fields B,W are to be determined from

the integrability conditions (2).

Since the integrals of motion as well as the Hamiltonian and their commutators are differential
operators, the integrability conditions (2) can be separated into the coefficients of derivatives which
must vanish independently, yielding the so-called determining equations. The second order ones
can be solved in terms of 5 auxiliary functions p(r),o(r), w(¢),t(9),(Z) of one variable each

that we use in the subsequent calculations, namely

5= 3g¥@). ol =Y i@y p). F =) N
50, =@, =" io0)

Br:—%zéu(z)JFZﬂ%f(tb), B¢=T<rf)+%50(r>, ;
B =Y i) ) o) -

cf. [8, 23, 26]. We further use primes for derivatives of these functions with respect to their

respective independent variable.



III. FIRST ORDER SUPERINTEGRABILITY IN THE CYLINDRICAL CASE WITH COM-
PLEX FIELDS

We are looking for first order superintegrability in the cylindrical case. This means that we
impose the integrability conditions (2) with the cylindrical integrals (10). First order superintegra-

bility then amounts to the existence of an additional integral of the form (in Cartesian coordinates)
Y = kip} +koph + k3 ph + kel 4 ksLs + keLs +m(x!, 3%, ). (13)

Here we have the magnetic momenta pA pjt+A; (x X%, x ) and angular momenta L‘;-‘ =& jklxk p?
(We sum over both indices k, [ and €}y, is the totally antisymmetric Levi-Civita symbol.) The con-
stants k; and the function m may be complex but the coordinates x!,x?,x3 and the corresponding
momenta are assumed to be real.

To summarize our problem, we assume that
[X1,H| = [X2,H| = [X1,X2] =[Y,H| =0 (14)

with the Hamiltonian (1), and integrals (10) and (13). As mentioned above, we can separate
these equations into coefficients of derivatives such as dy, r, (or d,z in cylindrical coordinates) that
must vanish separately. We thus obtain the determining equations which we solve for the fields
B,W together with functions sg’g’z,mm,m and constants k; in the integrals. (We note that if the
constants kg and k3 are not intertwined with any other constant k; in (13), i.e. all other constants k
in (13) can be set to 0, then the corresponding integrals, X| = LA +m(xt, %%, X3 pA +m(r,¢,Z)
and X, = pA + xlx2 23 = p‘% +m(r,¢,Z), respectively, can be seen as a “square root” of the
cylindrical integrals (10). In this case the cylindrical integrals (10) are dependent on these first
order integrals and we do not have the required superintegrability.)

We proceed in cylindrical coordinates. We substitute the partially reduced form of magnetic
field B from (12) into the equations for Y, which we use to constrain B further and determine W.
In the process we split into several cases depending on whether the constants k; vanish or not, and
subsequently use conditions on X7, X, to constrain the fields further and determine their final form.
We include the details of our calculation in the Appendix A.

Taking into account that the cases with real electromagnetic fields and integrals were considered
in O. Kubi’s Master thesis [23], we are mainly interested in solutions not found there, especially

those with complex constants k; in the integral Y.
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We find one such system, which we analyze in Subsection IV A. We also confirm that the
systems found earlier can be extended into complex systems by simply allowing complex coupling

constant. We analyze those in Subsection IV B.

IV. RESULTS
A. The new system

The corresponding electromagnetic field in Cartesian coordinates is given by

By ib b o w1 b2
B(X) = (_ (x! —ix2)3’ - (x! — ix2)3 70) , WX = 2(xT —ix2)2 - 8(xl — ix2)d (15)

where both coupling constants b and w; may be complex.

With complex magnetic field, we no longer have the gauge freedom. Let us write all the results
in terms of magnetic momenta p‘;‘

This system is maximally superintegrable. We have 3 first order integrals,

Vi =ipt+p8, Ya=I5+il}— , X=pi+ (16)

(x! —ix?) 2(x! —ix2)?’

i.e. one of the cylindrical integrals reduces to a first order one, X, = Xzz, followed by the Hamilto-

nian and the second cylindrical integral

140 AN2 AN2 Wi b
H=— — 17
2((1’1) +(p2) +(p3) )+2(x1—ix2)2 8(x1—ix2)4’ (17)
b(x! +ix?) (x! +ix?) (x! +ix?)
X = (142 - ) A p? . 18
1= (5) e 3 2(x! —ix?)3 e (18)

The algebraic independence of all 5 integrals is obvious once we notice that L% contains (x3)? p%
and x> is absent from the other integrals.

The determining equations for the classical and quantum (super)integrability are very similar
if we choose a suitable form of symmetrization. For first order integrals there is no change at
all, for second order integrals only the zeroth order equation differs, namely there is an a priori
nonvanishing additional term proportional to 1> [4]. In [23] we showed that the correction for the
integral X; = L3 + ... has the following form —% (x'9,2 —x?0,1)B> and vanishes for the Cartesian
integrals P? + ..., including X; = P§ + ... In our case B> = 0, therefore the integrals have the

same form in classical mechanics as well. However, interpretation of our system in that context is

unclear due to complex coefficients in (15).



Comparing the form of the Hamiltonian (17) with Case Ilc in [1], we see that the system

separates in cylindrical coordinates, with the corresponding commuting integrals X; and X5.

Let us introduce “complex” coordinates for the xlx? plane, 7z = x4+ ix?, z=x' —ix®2. The

corresponding magnetic momenta read

1 _ 1 _
Pl =5t =ip), pE =S (pi+iph). (19)

We note that the vanishing B?, see (15), implies that p’l* and p’% commute. The same clearly holds
also for p2 and p2.

The transformed electromagnetic field reads

b wi b
B=—dzAdx®, W(z,72,x)) = —= — — 20
FANDC, W Zx) =5 (20)
and the integrals are as follows
A A a3 A oA b4 b
Yl _21pz7 Y2—2X P; p3 Z? XZ_p3+2227 (21)
1 w1 b2
H=—-(4pp+(p3)*) + == — — 22
2( pzpz+(p3) )+222 827 ( )
_ bz z  wyz
Xi= (@t =) = — i =P+ (23)

3 273 %

The minus sign in X is obtained from the complex unit Z, as the angular momentum L‘g‘ =x! p’% —
x?p{ transforms into i(zp — zp2).

The forms of the Hamiltonian and the integral X; imply that this system can be seen as an
extension of a 2D system (at least in the classical context), a method to obtain 3D system with
magnetic field from 2D systems discussed in classical setting without complex coordinates in
[27, 28]. There we can set the integral of motion X, to a constant k and obtain the corresponding
2D system by merging the first and zeroth order terms. The corresponding 2D system lacks the
linear term and thus has no magnetic field. We see that the use of complex coordinates z = x! +ix?,

1

7 =x! —ix? in the 2D system does not interfere with the method.

However, this method is formal in the quantum context because the purely continuous spectrum
of p3 precludes a reasonable choice of the constant x.

Let us analyze the algebra of integrals. The commutators are as follows, with only the leading
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order terms for the dependent integrals R; and R, written for brevity:

Y1,Y2] =0, [11,X]=0, [Y2,X]=—2ihp,=0nY1, [X1,X2]=0 (24)
[Y1.X1] = 2ih(i{pt,zps —Zp3}) +... =t ihRy, (25)
Y2, X1] = ih{2x3p? —Zpg‘,zp? —Zp?} +...=!ilR,, (26)

where {-,-} denotes the anticommutator, {a,b} = ab + ba. The higher order commutators are as

follows
[Yl,Rl] = —2ihY12, [Yz,Rl] = —ih{Yl,Yz}, [Xz,Rl] =0, 27)
Y1,Ry] = —in{Y¥1, Yo}, [Vo,Ro] = —ih(2YF —6bX> +2w1), [X2,Rp] = —TiRy, (28)
X1,R1] = ih(2{X1,Y1} —B*Y1), [X1,Ra] = ih(2{Y2, X1} — 1*Y2), (29)
[R1,R>] = ifi(4ibH — 6ibX3 + 4iwX>), (30)

so the algebra closes. We notice that the terms with 72 in (29) do not arise in the classical mechan-
ics, i.e. they modify the Poisson brackets.
A similar 2D system arises as Eg with ap = 0 in the classification of 2D superintegrable systems

(see e.g. the review article [29])
_ as
H:4pzpz+6llZZ—Z—2, (31)

(notice the choice m = % instead of m = 1 in [29]), was recently analyzed from the point of view
of dynamical symmetry algebras [30]. We did not find this more general 2D system, which can be
extended into 3D as well, due to our first order additional integral ansatz. In contrast to the system
(31), which exhibits an equidistant, oscillator-like spectrum (determined using ladder operators
[30]), for our system (20) the quadratic integral pf + %Zz reduces to a first order one p, = —iho,
and there are no ladder operators. The free motion in the z direction of our system suggests a

purely essential spectrum.

1. Physical interpretation of the system

There are several problems with the rigorous definition of the Hamiltonian (17). First the choice
of the vector potential A: we no longer have the freedom to choose the imaginary part as the gauge

transformation is unbounded. Second, if we cannot choose A, we must retain the (x1 — ixz) —4 term
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in W (15). Due to its strong singularity, it cannot serve as a perturbation with respect to magnetic

Laplacian (p})?+ (p4)? + (p3)? in the standard definition.

We leave these problems as an open challenge. In this article, we proceed formally by choosing

the simplest gauge for (15) satisfying divA =0, i.e.

o b
A(X) - <0707 —2()(71 _ l.xz)z) ) (32)

which also eliminates the most singular term in W (15).

The Hamiltonian (17) now reads

wi
2(x! — ix2)2p3 + 2(x! —ix2)2’

1
H=_(pi+p3+p3)—

> (33)

This Hamiltonian is pseudo-Hermitian [15], i.e. ®H O ! = HT, with ® = £, a Hermitian (i.c.
bounded and self-adjoint) invertible operator that changes the sign of x> — —x? and p, — —p».
However, the partial parity &, is not a positive operator, therefore our Hamiltonian is not quasi-

Hermitian in the sense of [16, 17].

The Hamiltonian is neither invariant under the parity &2 nor the time reversal 7. It is #.7 -

self-adjoin without being self-adjoint with respect to & or 7.

We therefore conclude that the Hamiltonian (17) is pseudo-Hermitian but not quasi-Hermitian

and the physical interpretation of this system is not clear.

The Schrodinger equation HY = EW for the system (33) can be solved in the complex co-

1

ordinates z = x! +ix?, Z = x! — ix? by separation of variables with the following smooth non-

normalizable solution

A3 —2E_ wi—Asb1 i
¥ (z,7,x°) ~ Nex <Cz+ 3 Z+ :) ex (—QL x3> , 34

(@2x) P ACH? scrr z) P\ (34)
where C is the separation constant and A3 € R corresponds to the momentum p3 by the Fourier

transform.

We are not able to prove that the spectrum is purely essential. Both exponentials in (34) need to
be purely imaginary for standard construction of the Weyl sequence, but we do not know whether
A is real or not. In the oscillating case (31) the eigenfunctions y are bounded by the Gaussian

term exp(—%zi) = exp[—%((xl)2 + (x?)?)] so the previously discussed condition is not necessary.
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B. Systems found earlier admit complex coupling constants

All other systems have already been found in [4] or [27] (and considered also in [23]), i.e. the
form of their integrals is a standard one. We have the following 3 systems, where the coupling

constants b;,w; may be complex.

1. The constant magnetic field and vanishing scalar potential

B(X)=(0,0,b), W(Z) =0, (35)
i.e. our Hamiltonian is
1
H=2((p1)* +(12)" + (p3)"). (36)

Proceeding formally, we present 2 choices of gauge, the first one suitable for separation in

Cartesian coordinates, the second one for the cylindrical ones,
A=(0,6x",0), A= (-5 25x"0). (37)

For a general complex b = a + if} the Hamiltonian is symmetric under the parity & but not

P-self-adjoint, ZH P = H # H', and neither .7 - nor &.7 -symmetric.

Excluding the self-adjoint real case, the purely imaginary b = if3 yields an interesting ex-
ample of &.7 -symmetric (also &?- and .7 -symmetric) operator which is neither .7 - nor

P -self-adjoint, i.e.
PIHPT = PHP = THT =H+H". (38)

The Hamiltonian is therefore not pseudo-Hermitian with respect to a metric &2, 7 nor
P, but we cannot exclude a more complicated metric. This is another example showing
that &2 .7 -symmetry and pseudo- or quasi-Hermiticity are not necessarily equivalent. (In

fact, the inequivalence was demonstrated in [31], see also [18, 19].)

This system is maximally superintegrable with 4 first order integrals

b((x')* +(*)?)
2

Yi=pt—b?, Lh=pi+bx', Xi=I5+ . X =4, (39)

and a nonpolynomial one [4]
3 bx3
X5 = (p3 +bx')sin (—) — (P —bx*)cos (—) (40)
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where we assume that pg‘ = 0. Interpretation of the last integral in the quantum mechan-
. . 3 . . . .
ical context remains unclear due to the ’fF term in the trigonometric functions and purely

3
continuous spectrum of p? = p3.

As in the real case analyzed in [23], the stationary Schrodinger equation Hy = E v separates

in the Cartesian coordinates in the first (Landau) gauge (37)

¥ = resp (v ) exp (1202, @)
1" (x) = ((bx — A2)* + Af —2E) f(x), (42)
Yzl//()?) = ﬂQ‘P(f), Xz‘P(f) = ﬂ,3‘P()_c’) 43)

(The separation can be done rigorously using the (unitary) Fourier transform.)

The reduced Schrddinger equation for f(x) can be solved in terms of confluent hypergeo-
metric functions [23], which under some condition reduce to Hermite polynomials (see e.g.
[32, Chapter 13]), i.e. the form known from (shifted) 1D harmonic oscillator. This happens
if the energy E satisfies

A3 1
E==2+nb(n+5), n=01,., (44)

and the corresponding non-normalizable eigenfunctions are

W, 1 20 (0) = Kyexp (%(xzymgz)) H, <\/% ( - %)) exp <_2_bh (x— %)2> .

The result so far suggests that all the energies are in the essential spectrum,
[ib/2,400) C Opss(H). (46)

However, the standard argument, i.e. construction of Weyl sequences, does not work as the

last exponential in (45) is not bounded due to the nonvanishing imaginary part (b = a +if3)

B (022 + B2 — 13)
 2n(a2+B2) “7

We are therefore not able to prove the result above.

. Constant magnetic field with a nontrivial scalar potential governing the motion in direction
of the x° axis,

E(f) = (0,0,b), W(x) = W3(x3)7 (48)
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i.e. our Hamiltonian is

H = 32+ AP+ () + W (). “9)

We again continue formally, i.e. we choose the gauge (37). The properties of the Hamil-
tonian (49) with respect the parity &2 and/or time-reversal .7 carry over from the previous

case if and only if W5 has the same property.

In this case the second cylindrical integral remains quadratic,
4\? 3
X = (p4) + W), (50)

the other integrals in (39) remain unchanged. The nonpolynomial integral from (40) cannot

be used.

Some special choices of the potential W3 (x®) admit additional integrals, e.g.

c bZ(x3>2

b2
@ s ~2

3\2
() (51)

Ws (x3 )= Ws (x3 )

are known to admit the fifth quadratic integral [33]. These algebraic results carry over to
the case with complex coupling constants, but we again have the problem with rigorous

definition of the system.

For (49) we also obtain purely essential spectrum consisting of infinitely degenerate energies

(44) where we must replace 7L32 by the eigenvalue & corresponding to the spectral problem

(P + W () y = Ev.

. The system with non-constant magnetic field,

, 4b b? W
5= (a00) - W= (5 o5 2

i.e. our Hamiltonian is

2 W
H = 5 (A7 + 2+ A7) 4 (5 + a2 ) 9

Formally choosing the gauge satisfying divA =0,
A=(0,0,-2b(x*)7?), (54)

the Hamiltonian is even in x> and therefore invariant under the parity &2. The 2.7-

symmetry then depends on the invariance of constants under time-reversal .7, which means
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that they have to be real. On the other hand, the Hamiltonian is &?-pseudo-Hermitian if we
choose them purely imaginary. As the parity &7 is not positive definite, the Hamiltonian
is not quasi-Hermitian with the metric &,. or .7, though we cannot exclude a more

complicated metric.

The corresponding first order integrals of motion are

. 2b
X :”%W’ Y =pf. (55)

The other cylindrical integral X; is of the second order and reads

X, — (L?>2 B 4b ((x1)2+(x2)2) ( Ay 2b ) B 8wo ((x1)2+(x2)2)

(2)2 BT (2)2 !

(56)
This case in the chosen coordinates corresponds to the Case Ib) or Ic) in [27] with constants
aj=ay=0, a3=2b, by =by=0, bz=—4wy. (57)

There is, therefore, another second order integral of motion, namely

4bx! 2b Swox!
_7A_A A 0
0= - i3 (4 + ) - T oY

but it is not independent due to the relation

(X3 4+ Y2 —2H)X, + X} = —4(Xob+2w) (2H — X3). (59)

The solution of the stationary Schrodinger equation in terms of Bessel functions [23, equa-
tion (2.147)] does not yield a dense set of orthogonal polynomials. We have not obtained

the full spectrum; we expect a purely essential one but are not able to prove this result.

V. CONCLUSION

Motivated by the recent observation that the complex magnetic field is physically relevant at

least in statistical mechanics [12], in this article we looked for the first order superintegrable sys-

tems of the cylindrical type that admit complex-valued magnetic field, i.e. B/ : R? — C.

We have obtained four such systems, three of them known from [23] but allowing complex

coupling constants and one new system (15), where also the integrals of motion feature complex

coefficients.
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Drawing on results from [23], all these systems separate in cylindrical coordinates and at least
one further coordinate system, namely the Cartesian or the extension of “complex” coordinate

I'—ix?,x3 for the new system. This is a typical behavior for first order

system z = x! +ix?,Z = x
superintegrable systems with magnetic field if the integrals have the standard form. On the other
hand, the superintegrable system from [10] has a nonstandard set of first order integrals and does

not separate in any coordinates system.

The new system is maximally superintegrable with first order integrals, the Hamiltonian and
one quadratic cylindrical integral. The algebra of integrals closes with two additional quadratic

integrals, dependent on the previously mentioned.

The rigorous definition of these systems poses a formidable challenge. In the standard Hermi-
tian setting, the calculations are performed in the gauge-covariant form. With complex magnetic
fields we are in the non-Hermitian setting where the gauge freedom no longer holds, and it is not
clear how we should choose the corresponding vector potential. Leaving the resolution of this
problem as an open challenge, we proceeded by choosing the simplest gauge that also eliminates

the most singular terms.

Even in this case we face another problem: The spectra of the found systems are not guaranteed
to be real (and measurable) as the resulting Hamiltonians are usually only pseudo-Hermitian and
therefore self-adjoint only with respect to an indefinite scalar product. Standard methods used
to infer the spectrum do not work in this setting. Unlike in the quasi-Hermitian case, where the
modified scalar product is positive definite, we thus cannot interpret these systems as nonstandard

representations of the usual quantum mechanics.
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Appendix A: Detailed solution to the determining equations

The condition [Y, H] = 0 separates into coefficients of the second, first and zeroth order deriva-
tives. The first order ones can be solved for the partial derivatives dgm, & € {r,¢,Z}. Assuming

sufficient smoothness, we use the compatibility conditions
aaﬁm:aﬁama aaﬁ € {l",(p,Z} (Al)

to arrive at the division into subcases. Namely, differentiating d,.ym = dy,m twice with respect to

Z, we get the simple condition
(kg sin(@)r — kscos(¢)r+k3)r*u™(z) = 0. (A2)
Together with the condition derived by differentiating d,zm = dz,m with respect to Z twice, namely
((ksZ — ko) 1" (Z) + 4kapt” (2)) cos (9) + ((ksZ + k) 1" (2) +4kspt” (Z)) sin () =0, (A3)

we find that the assumption k4 # 0 leads to u(Z) = w1 Z+ yp. The case ks # 0 is equivalent to
k4 # 0 by a rotation of the coordinate axes.

If both k4 = ks = 0, we similarly consider dz(d,9m = dy,m) and dz(d,zm = dz,m), which read
23" (Z)r* =0, (kysin(9) —kacos(¢))u”(Z2)r* = 0. (A4)

Eliminating all three constants here would leave only kg, which implies that the integral Y is a

reduced version of X1, not an additional independent integral. We can therefore conclude that
W(Z)=mZ+u (A5)

holds in both cases.

Differentiating d.¢m = dy,m with respect to r and Z now yields
(p"(r)r* +2p" (r)r —2p(r)) (kssin(¢) — kscos(9)) =0, (A6)
We therefore split our considerations into two cases:
1. ks =ks =0,

2. ky4 # 0 without loss of generality, i.e. p(r) = p3r*> +p; + par— L.
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1. Casel-kys=k;=0

In this case we shall consider two complementary possibilities: k; =0 orkp #0,and ky =k, =0
with k3 = ckg a nontrivial combination, i.e. ¢ # 0 and k¢ # 0.

Let us treat the latter case first. It does not yield anything new in the end. Substituting the
assumptions k; = k; = 0 and k3 = ckg into the compatibility conditions (A1), we immediately see
that the magnetic field B depends only on r. A straightforward calculation using the equations for
Y and the first order equations from [X;,H| = 0,[X>,H] = 0 and [X;,X;] = 0 yield that also the
scalar potential W depends on r only, which means the coordinates ¢ and Z are cyclic, e.g. we get
no additional integral, only the reduced cylindrical ones needed for integrability.

We can therefore proceed with k| # 0 without loss of generality. (This is equivalent to k; # 0 by
a rotation of the coordinate system.) The compatibility conditions (A1) differentiated with respect
to r twice yield

P17+ paIn(r) r 4 p3r’ + py kwr? o o
_ o = + —+ —= 4+ 0o3r+ 04. A7
p(r) r ’ ) 2k; 2r  6r? 3O (A7)

Plugging this result back into the compatibility conditions, we immediately find that o3 = 0 and
kspy = 0.

When we choose u; # 0, the compatibility conditions for m can be solved for the remaining
auxiliary functions 7(¢) and y(¢), but the remaining equations for integrals X; and X, lead to a
contradiction.

We therefore continue with y; = 0. The terms without  in the compatibility conditions for m
can be solved for y(¢) and 7(¢) in general as they do not contain k3 nor kg. The last remaining
terms in the same equations yield further constraints on the constants in these functions, leading
to 2 possible magnetic fields (absorbing ps into i, by a redefinition),
B 2k3 v + 2kiko iy + 2k3 W5 — k3 pa

2 (kycos (¢) —ky sin(¢))* r2
B (r.2) = (k3 +13) 02 —.121'1 _ (AS)
12 (kycos (@) — kg sin ()~ 73
(k& +k3) 0o — 1271) (ki cos (¢) + ko sin(¢))
12 (ky cos (¢) — ky sin (9))° 2
where 7, y; are constants in 7(¢) and y(¢), and

)

Bz(rv(va) = Wr

B’ (I", ¢7Z> = - )
B%(r,¢,Z) = uor, B%(r,¢,Z)=0, B'(r,¢,Z)=0. (A9)
Let us treat these cases separately.
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a. Nonconstant magnetic field

As we have noted, the compatibility conditions (A1) have been solved, so we can obtain the
form of m from the first order equations for integral Y. The first order equations for X, now yield
the function my, and imply t, =0 with W = W (r, ¢ ), which the zeroth order equation for Y reduces

to a function of one variable,
W =W (kyrsin(@) — kyrcos(¢)) = W (kyy — kox). (A10)

At this moment the equations for ¥ and X, are solved. The commutation [Xj,X,] = 0 is solved
once we set m(r,¢,Z) = m(r,9), so only the equation [X;, H] = 0 remains to be solved.

The coefficient of dz in [X;,H]| = 0 is now only a constraint on the constants. We obtain 2
solutions, both yield a magnetic field rational in y after transforming into Cartesian coordinates.
The coefficient of d, in [X,H] = 0 reduces m(r, ¢) further. The last first order equation, coeffi-
cient of 8¢, and the zeroth order equation both contain W. For them to be compatible with (A10),
the magnetic field reduces to the form considered in Case 3 of Subsection IV B or to a constant

magnetic field, which we treat in the following subsection.

b. Constant magnetic field

Here the calculations proceed in the same way as for real magnetic field, see e.g. [23]. There
is no problem to solve all first order equations, which yield the functions m,m,m; as well as the

separation of W,
Wa(9)

W(r,¢,Z) =W (r)+ 2

+Wi(2). (A11)
The zeroth order equation for ¥ now reads

(ki cos(¢) + kasin(@)) Wi (r) + ksWi(Z) + kaﬂiz;w)

(kisin (@) —kycos (9)) W5 (¢) +2 (ki cos(9) + kasin(9)) Wa(¢)

_ 3 =0. (A12)
Zeroth order equation for X; reads
W3 ()12 + (1 cos(9) +casin(9)) Wi (r) +c3W3(Z) + CGW;Z;(Q))
(csin() —cacos (0)) W3 (9) +2(c1cos(0) +casin(@) Wa(0) _ 1

73
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where ¢; are redefined constants from the auxiliary functions p(r), 5 (r),7(¢), y(¢) not appearing
in the magnetic field, i.e. they appear in the first order terms of integrals X;, X;. The assumption
ki # 0 allows us to solve for W; () by multiplying equation (A12) by 7> and differentiating 3 times
with respect to r. Separating the equations (A12) and (A13) into coefficients of r now eliminates
some constants from W (r) and with p, # 0 (nonvanishing magnetic field) yields W>(¢) equal to

a constant that exactly cancels the #~2 term in Wj (7). We conclude that
W(r,¢,Z)=wyor W(r,¢,Z) =Wz(Z) (A14)

depending on the values of constants k3 and c3. The constant in wy in the first case is irrelevant, so
we set it to zero.
We therefore arrived at systems analyzed in [23, 27] and listed as Cases 1 and 2, respectively,

in Subsection IV B.

We conclude that the case k4 = k5 = 0 yields only systems that were already known from [23]

but with complex coupling constants. We analyzed them further in Subsection IV B.

2. Case2-k4#0

Differentiating all compatibility conditions (A1) with respect to r and Z, the functions p(r) and

o (r) are determined to read
p(r)=psr’+pitpar !, o()=c3+or?, (AL5)

and we also find that y; = 0.

We plug these results into the compatibility conditions (A1) again. The highest order terms in
rimply tp = p3. Next, the terms with Z can be solved for 7(¢) and y(¢). The remaining terms
in the compatibility conditions now contain constants, some of which are therefore eliminated,

leading to only one solution with nontrivial magnetic field. Namely, our auxiliary functions read
w(Z)=ps, p(r)=psr’+pi+pr~', o(r)=03+01r7? (A16)
v (9) =2y3c0s(9) +ivae® +p2,  T(9) =01 — 11, (A17)

and the corresponding magnetic field reads

2i¢
.Te
B = —i

, BP=——— B’=0. (A18)



We thus assume 7, # 0 in this subsection.
The compatibility conditions for m are now solved. Substituting the auxiliary functions into the
first order equation for Y yields

(%) (2ik4r€i¢ + ik3 o219 )
2r2

We proceed to solve the first order equations for X;. Those corresponding to dy and d, yield m;
and W. We subsequently substitute the results into the equation corresponding to dz, differentiate

it with respect to r and obtain the terms multiplying ¢, 3¢

3 (i
8ivetws)m 5 0y (A20)
r
which due to our assumption 7, # 0 imply p; = 0 and y, = iy;3.
The zeroth order equation for X; and Y yield the final form of the scalar potential
w29 T22 40

(A21)

The equations for X, can be solved for m; and imply p3 = 0.

Thus we obtain the new system written in Cartesian coordinates (15) and analysed in Subsection

IV A), with T, = b.
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