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Abstract : In this paper, we study the generalized Klein-Gordon oscillator under the effects of the violation of

Lorentz Symmetry defined by a tensor field (KF)µναβ out of the Standard Model Extension (SME). We consider a

possible scenario of Lorentz-Violating with a Cornell-type potential form electric field and a linear magnetic field

that contributes a harmonic-type central potential effects in the quantum motions of oscillator fields. The bound-

states solutions of the wave equation using the parametric Nikiforov-Uvarov method by considering a Coulomb-

and Cornell-type potential form functions are obtained. We see that the eigenvalue solutions gets modified by the

Lorentz symmetry breaking effects in comparison to the Landau levels (without Lorentz-Violation effects in flat

space).
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1 Introduction

The Standard Model extension (SME) in high energy physics is an effective field theory that incorporates known

physics and Lorentz-violating terms [1–5]. The violations enter through Lorentz non invariant operators in the

Lagrangian, parameterized by coefficient tensors with Lorentz indices. If Lorentz symmetry is broken sponta-

neously, these coefficients are the vacuum expectation values of tensor operators, selecting out preferred directions

in space-time. This SME is an extension of the usual Standard Model of particle physics including gravity along

with all possible operators for Lorentz violation. The gauge sector of the standard model extension (SME) com-

posed of a CPT-odd part [6] and a CPT-even part [6–12]. Phenomenological consequences of Lorentz-violating

and CPT-odd non minimal coupling between fermions and the gauge field in electromagnetism were first studied
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in Ref. [6] where, Dµ = ∂µ + i eAµ + i g
2 εµναβ (kAF)

ν Fαβ , in the context of the Dirac equation. Here, (kAF)
λ is

the Carroll–Field–Jackiw (CFJ) four-vector, and g is the non minimal coupling magnitude. In Ref. [12], author

proposed a new CPT-even non minimal coupling between the fermionic and gauge fields in the context of the

Dirac equation, where Dµ = ∂µ + i eAµ + i λ (e)

2 (KF)µναβ γν Fαβ . Here (KF)µναβ is the background tensor that

governs the Lorentz violation in the CPT-even electrodynamics of the SME [7, 8, 10] with the same symmetries

as that of the Riemann tensor in General Relativity, as well as zero on double-trace condition (KF)
µν

µν = 0 [13, 14].

The author in Ref. [15] studied the spontaneous symmetry breaking and present a method to derive the gauge-field

propagators. Also, they had given the bosonic field action by Saction = − 1
4
∫

d4x(KF)µναβ Fµν Fαβ , where Fµν

is the electromagnetic field tensor. The decomposition of the tensor field was given in details in Refs. [12, 15] and

the current limits on the coefficients of Lorentz-violating were given in Ref. [16].

Inspired by Refs. [12, 15], the background of Lorentz symmetry violation and CPT-even non minimal coupling

established by a tensor field in the context of the Klein-Gordon equation was proposed in Ref. [17] where, the term

− g
4 (KF)µναβ Fµν Fαβ is coupled through a substitution pµ pµ → pµ pµ − g

4 (KF)µναβ Fµν Fαβ . Here the tensor

field (KF)µναβ is same as stated above and is CPT even, i.e., it does not violate the CPT symmetry. Though CPT

violation implies violation of Lorentz invariance [18], the reverse is not necessarily true. After that many authors

have been studied the effects of Lorentz-violating in the relativistic quantum system, such as, quantum motions

of spin-0 scalar bosons in Refs. [17, 19–23], Klein–Gordon and generalized Klein-Gordon oscillator in Refs.

[24–33], dynamics of spin-1/2 particles Refs. [34–39], and the Dirac oscillator Ref. [40]. Note that the Lorentz

symmetry breaking effects was studied in non-relativistic limit also, for example, studies on Aharonov–Bohm

effect [41], in Rashba-type coupling [42, 43], in Landau-type quantization [44], on geometric phases for a Dirac

neutral particle [45, 46], in a Dirac neutral particle inside a two-dimensional quantum ring [47], in a spin-orbit

coupling for a neutral particle [48], on a Coulomb-like central potential induced by the LSV on the harmonic

oscillator [49], neutral particle with a permanent magnetic dipole moment that interacts with an electric field [50],

non-relativistic quantum effects associated with a privileged direction in the space-time [51], a neutral particle in

the presence of an attractive inverse-square potential [52].

In this contribution, we study the generalized Klein-Gordon oscillator under the effects of Lorentz-Violating.

We choose a scenario of Lorentz symmetry breaking with the electromagnetic field configuration defined by a

Cornell-type potential form electric field and a linear magnetic field. Then, we choose a Coulomb- and Cornell-

type potential form function and determines the bound-state eigenvalue solutions of the generalized oscillator

field. We analyze the effects of Lorentz symmetry breaking as well as electromagnetic field on the energy profile
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and the wave function and show that our results is different from those results obtained in Ref. [33] and gets

modified.

This paper is summarized as follows: in section 2, we study the Klein-Gordon field in a Lorentz symmetry

violation environment and then introduce oscillator to the field. We solve this modified wave equation by choosing

a Coulomb-type potential form function f (r) = b
r (sub-section 2.1) and a Cornell-type potential form function

f (r) =
(

ar+ b
r

)
; finally in section 3, we present our results.

2 Analysis of Generalized Relativistic Quantum Oscillator Field Under Lorentz Symmetry Violation

In this section, we study the relativistic quantum motions of a scalar field via the generalized Klein-Gordon

oscillator under central potential effects induced by Lorentz symmetry breaking environment defined by a tensor

field (KF)µναβ out of the SME. As stated above, this tensor field coupled with the electromagnetic field tensor

Fµν is introduced into the Klein-Gordon equation through a non-minimal substitution

pµ pµ → pµ pµ −
g
4
(KF)µναβ Fµν Fαβ . (1)

This tensor field (KF)µναβ can expressed by the parity-even sector given by (κDE) jk = −2(KF)0 j0k, (κHB) jk =

1
2 ε jpq εklm (KF)

pqlm, and the parity-odd sector given by (κDB) jk = −(κHE)k j = εkpq (KF)
0 jpq, respectively Refs.

[3, 4, 6–12, 15]. Next, for studies of the generalized Klein-Gordon oscillator, we replace the momentum operator

pµ →
(

pµ + iM ω Xµ

)
Refs. [24–27, 30, 31, 33, 53] and p†

µ →
(

pµ − iM ω Xµ

)
in the modified equation (1),

where Xµ = (0, f (r),0,0) = f (r)δ r
µ is an arbitrary four-vector, and ω is the oscillation frequency.

Therefore, the relativistic quantum motions of scalar oscillator field via the generalized Klein-Gordon oscilla-

tor is described by the following wave equation [26, 27, 32] (c = 1 = h̄)[
−
(

pµ + iM ω X µ

)(
pµ − iM ω Xµ

)
+

g
4
(KF)µναβ Fµν Fαβ

]
Ψ = M2

Ψ[
− ∂ 2

∂ t2 −
(
~p− iM ω f (r) r̂

)
•
(
~p+ iM ω f (r) r̂

)
+

g
4
(KF)µναβ Fµν Fαβ

]
Ψ = M2

Ψ . (2)

Using the properties of the tensor field (KF)µναβ , one can write Eq. (2) in flat space metric in cylindrical

coordinates (t,r,φ ,z) as[
− ∂ 2

∂ t2 +
1
r

(
∂

∂ r
+M ω f (r)

)(
r

∂

∂ r
−M ω r f (r)

)
+

1
r2

∂ 2

∂φ 2 +
∂ 2

∂ z2

]
Ψ

+

[
− g

2
(κDE)i j E i E j +

g
2
(κHB)i j Bi B j−g(κDB)i j E i B j

]
Ψ = M2

Ψ . (3)
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That may be written as[
− ∂ 2

∂ t2 +
∂ 2

∂ r2 +
1
r

∂

∂ r
−M ω

(
f ′+

f
r

)
−M2

ω
2 f 2(r)+

1
r2

∂ 2

∂φ 2 +
∂ 2

∂ z2

]
Ψ

+

[
− g

2
(κDE)i j E i E j +

g
2
(κHB)i j Bi B j−g(κDB)i j E i B j−M2

]
Ψ = 0. (4)

Here prime denotes derivative w. r. t. the argument.

In this analysis, we consider the following electric field of the electromagnetic field configuration given by

~E = ~E1 +~E2, (5)

where the individual electric field is given by ~E1 = (E1,0,0) with E1 ∝ r⇒ E1 = c1 r Refs.[19, 20, 26, 28, 30–

32, 54–59], where c1 is a constant and ~E2 = (E2,0,0) with E2 ∝
1
r ⇒ E2 =

c2
r Refs. [17, 25, 27–29], where c2 is

a constant. Therefore, we have the electric field ~E =
(

c1 r+ c2
r

)
r̂. Note that for c2 → 0, we have a linear radial

electric field. This type of linear electric field is produced by a uniform volume distribution of the electric charges

having volume charge density ρ . On the other hand, if c1→ 0, one will have a Coulomb-type radial electric field

that is produced by uniform distribution of the linear charge density. This type of combined electric field along the

radial direction is called the Cornell-type potential form electric field that has recently been studied in quantum

systems in Ref. [33].

Let us assume that there exists, inside an infinitely long non-conductor cylinder, a magnetization given by ~M =

κ r ẑ (where κ is a constant) [60]. This example of magnetization is well known in the literature [60–62]. It can be

achieved by a distribution of non-conducting super-paramagnetic particles with an elliptical shape (single-domain)

[61], like a core-at-shell coating system [62], where its major axis is parallel to the axis of the cylinder. The shape

factor provides a larger demagnetization field between the adjacent particles in the radial direction (compared

to the z-direction) as a pseudo-permanent magnet. The cylinder is constantly magnetized by an electromagnet

with inverted conical poles. The conical shape of the poles yields a κ-coefficient to magnetization inside the

sample. However, we should keep in mind that there exists an external magnetic field of the electromagnet. Since

the cylinder is very long, this external magnetic field can be considered to be weak at the point of our analysis,

thus, we can neglect it. Therefore, by following ref. [60], inside this non-conductor cylinder, this magnetization

produces a magnetic field

~B = µ0 κ r ẑ = χ r ẑ , χ = µ0 κ. (6)

This type of magnetic field has been used in quantum system by various authors [21, 30–32, 63, 64].
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Based on the above crossed electric and magnetic field configuration, we consider a possible scenario of the

Lorentz symmetry violation given by the following nonzero components

(κDE)11 = κ1 , (κDB)13 = κ2, (7)

while (κHB)i j = 0 of the tensor field (KF)µναβ . Here κ1,κ2 are constants.

Also by using the method of separation of the variables, one can always express the total wave function in

terms of different variables. Let us choose an ansatz of the total wave function Ψ(t,r,φ ,z) in terms of a radial

wave function ψ(r) as follows:

Ψ(t,r,φ ,z) = e−iε t ei l φ ei k z
ψ(r), (8)

where ε is energy of the scalar particle, l = 0,±1,±2, .... are the eigenvalues of the z-component of the angular

momentum operator, and k is a constant.

We study below the generalized Klein-Gordon oscillator under a central potential effect induced by Lorentz

symmetry breaking environment defined by the crossed electric and magnetic fields Eq. (5) with the non-zero

components Eq. (7) of the tensor field. In this analysis, we have chosen two types of function, namely, a Coulomb-

type which is inversely proportional to the inverse of the axial distance ( f ∝
1
r ⇒ f (r) = b

r ), and a Cornell-type

function the sum of linear and Coulomb-type function given by f (r) =
(

ar + b
r

)
and analyzed the quantum

mechanical systems.

2.1 Coulomb-Type Potential Form Function f (r) = b
r .

In this section, we study the generalized Klein-Gordon oscillator by choosing a Coulomb-type potential form

function f (r) = b
r . This type of function has been studied in quantum mechanical systems Refs. [26, 27, 32, 65–

68].

Thereby, substituting (5)–(8) and the Coulomb-type function into the Eq. (4), we arrived at the following

differential equation:

ψ
′′(r)+

1
r

ψ
′(r)+

(
Π − τ2

r2 −Ω
2 r2
)

ψ(r) = 0, (9)

where we have defined different parameters

Π = ε
2−M2− k2−gκ1 c1 c2−gκ2 χ c2, Ω =

√
g
2

c2
1 κ1 +gc1 χ κ2 τ =

√
l2 +M2 ω2 b2 +

g
2

c2
2 κ1. (10)
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Equation (9) is a second-order differential equations which can be solved using an appropriate method or

technique. In literature, several authors have been employed different techniques or methods to obtain the ex-

act or approximate solutions of the wave equations, such as, power series method, factorization method, super-

symmetric quantum mechanics, path integral method, the parametric Nikiforov- Uvarov (NU) and its function

analysis method etc.. Of these, the parametric Nikiforov-Uvarov (NU) method [69, 70] is of our particular in-

terest which is based on hypergeometric-type second-order differential equation [71]. This NU method has been

successfully applied in solving the quantum mechanical problems (see, Refs. [23, 28, 30–32, 53, 65–67]).

To solve the above equation (9), let us perform a change of variables via s = Ω r2 in the Eq. (9), we have

ψ
′′(s)+

1
s

ψ
′(s)+

1
s2

(
−ξ1 s2 +ξ2 s−ξ3

)
ψ(s) = 0, (11)

where different parameters are

ξ1 =
1
4
, ξ2 =

Π

4Ω
, ξ3 =

τ2

4
. (12)

According to the parametric NU-method [69, 70], the wave functions of the following second-order differential

equation
d2ψ(s)

ds2 +
(α1−α2 s)
s(1−α3 s)

dψ(s)
ds

+
(−ξ1 s2 +ξ2 s−ξ3)

s2 (1−α3 s)2 ψ(s) = 0 (13)

are given by

ψ(s) = sα12(1−α3 s)−α12−
α13
α3 P

(α10−1, α11
α3
−α10−1)

n (1−2α3 s). (14)

And that the energy eigenvalues equation is given by

α2 n− (2n+1)α5 +(2n+1)(
√

α9 +α3
√

α8)+n(n−1)α3 +α7 +2α3 α8 +2
√

α8 α9 = 0. (15)

The parameters α4, . . . ,α13 are obtained from the six parameters α1, . . . ,α3 and ξ1, . . . ,ξ3 as follows:

α4 =
1
2
(1−α1), α5 =

1
2
(α2−2α3), α6 = α

2
5 +ξ1, α7 = 2α4 α5−ξ2, α8 = α

2
4 +ξ3,

α9 = α6 +α3 α7 +α
2
3 α8, α10 = α1 +2α4 +2

√
α8, α11 = α2−2α5 +2(

√
α9 +α3

√
α8),

α12 = α4 +
√

α8, α13 = α5− (
√

α9 +α3
√

α8). (16)

By Comparing Eq. (11) with the Eq. (13), we have

α1 = 1, α2 = 0, α3 = 0, α4 = 0, α5 = 0, α6 = ξ1, α7 =−ξ2, α8 = ξ3,

α9 = ξ1, α10 = 1+2
√

ξ3, α11 = 2
√

ξ1, α12 =
√

ξ3, α13 =−
√

ξ1. (17)
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Using ξ1, ...,ξ3 and Eq. (17) into the Eq. (15), one can find the following eigenvalues of the quantum system

εn,l,k =±

√
M2 + k2 +2

(
2n+1+

√
l2 +M2 ω2 b2 +

g
2

c2
2 κ1

)√g
2

c2
1 κ1 +gc1 χ κ2 +gκ1 c1 c2 +gκ2 χ c2, (18)

where n = 0,1,2, ....

The normalized radial wave function is given by

ψn,l,k(s) = Nn,l s
τ
2 e−

s
2 L(τ)

n (s). (19)

In terms of r where s = Ω r2, the radial wave function becomes

ψn,l,k(r) = Nn,l (Ω)
τ
2 rτ e−

1
2 Ω r2

L(τ)
n (Ω r2), (20)

Nn,l is the normalization constant which can be determined by the following condition∫
∞

0
r dr |ψ(r)|2 = 1. (21)

Thereby, substituting (20) in the condition (21), we have the normalization constant

Nn,l = (Ω)
1
2

√
2(n!)
(n+ τ)!

, (22)

where τ is given in (10) and we have used the following relation of the generalized Laguerre polynomials which

is orthogonal over the range (0,∞] w. r. t. weighting function sτ e−s given by∫
∞

0
sτ e−s L(τ)

n (s)L(τ)
m (s)ds =

(
(n+ τ)!

n!

)
δnm. (23)

Thus, one can write the normalized wave function from (19) and using (22) becomes:

ψn,l,k(s) = (Ω)
1
2

 2(n!)(
n+
√

l2 +M2 ω2 b2 + g
2 c2

2 κ1

)
!


1
2

s

√
l2+M2 ω2 b2+ g

2 c2
2 κ1

2 e−
s
2 L

(√
l2+M2 ω2 b2+ g

2 c2
2 κ1

)
n (s),

(24)

Equation (18) is the relativistic energy eigenvalues and Eq. (19) is the normalized radial wave function of a

oscillator field by choosing a Coulomb-type function under the Lorentz symmetry breaking environment. We can

see that the energy eigenvalue and the wave function are influenced by the Lorentz symmetry breaking effects

defined by the parameters
{

g,κ1,κ2

}
as well as the electromagnetic field parameters

{
c1,c2,χ

}
in comparison

to the result without Lorentz symmetry breaking effects. This result without the effects of Lorentz symmetry

violation can be obtained by setting the parameters κ1 = 0 = κ2 in the radial Eq. (9) which becomes the Bessel’s

second-order differential equation whose solutions are well-known.
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2.2 Cornell-Type potential function f (r) =
(

ar+ b
r

)
.

In this section, we study the generalized Klein-Gordon oscillator under Lorentz-Violating effects by choosing a

Cornell-type potential form function f (r) =
(

ar+ b
r

)
. The Cornell-type potential which consist of both short and

long-ranges interactions has been studied in different branches of physics. In Refs. [65–68, 72–75], authors have

used this type function for the studies of the generalized Klein-Gordon or the Dirac oscillator in quantum systems.

Thereby, substituting (5)–(8) and the Cornell-type function into the Eq. (4), we arrive at the following differ-

ential equation:

ψ
′′(r)+

1
r

ψ
′(r)+

(
Λ − τ2

r2 −δ
2 r2
)

ψ(r) = 0, (25)

where τ is defined earlier and

Λ = Π −2M ω a−2abM2
ω

2, δ =
√

M2 ω2 a2 +Ω 2. (26)

Performing a change of variables via s = δ r2 into the Eq. (25), one can obtained the following second-order

differential equation

ψ
′′(s)+

1
s

ψ
′(s)+

1
s2

(
−ζ1 s2 +ζ2 s−ζ3

)
ψ(s) = 0, (27)

where

ζ1 =
1
4

, ζ2 =
Λ

4δ
, ζ3 =

τ2

4
. (28)

By Comparing Eq. (27) with the Eq. (13), we have

α1 = 1, α2 = 0, α3 = 0, α4 = 0, α5 = 0, α6 = ζ1, α7 =−ζ2, α8 = ζ3,

α9 = ζ1, α10 = 1+2
√

ζ3, α11 = 2
√

ζ1, α12 =
√

ζ3, α13 =−
√

ζ1. (29)

Using ζ1, ...,ζ3 and Eq. (29) into the Eq. (15), one can find the following eigenvalues of the quantum system

εn,l,k =±
√

M2 + k2 +2M ω a+2abM2 ω2 +gκ1 c1 c2 +gκ2 χ c2 +2
(

2n+1+ τ

)√
M2 ω2 a2 +Ω 2, (30)

where n = 0,1,2, ... and τ is given in (10).

The normalized radial wave functions are given by

ψn,l,k(s) = (δ )
1
2

 2(n!)(
n+
√

l2 +M2 ω2 b2 + g
2 c2

2 κ1

)
!


1
2

s

√
l2+M2 ω2 b2+ g

2 c2
2 κ1

2 e−
s
2 L

(
√

l2+M2 ω2 b2+ g
2 c2

2 κ1)
n (s), (31)

where δ is given in Eq. (26) and Ω in Eq. (10).
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Equation (30) is the relativistic energy eigenvalues and Eq. (31) is the normalized radial wave function of a

oscillator field by choosing a Cornell-type function under Lorentz symmetry breaking environment. We can see

that the energy eigenvalues and the wave function are influenced by Lorentz symmetry breaking defined by the

parameters {g,κ1,κ2}, the electromagnetic field parameters {c1,c2,χ}, and the Cornell-type function f (r) with

parameter {a,b} and gets modified in comparison to the results obtained in the previous section as well as without

Lorentz symmetry breaking effects. The result without the effects of Lorentz symmetry violation can be obtained

by setting the parameters κ1 = 0= κ2 in the radial Eq. (25) which becomes the Bessel’s differential equation whose

solutions are well-known. Furthermore, for zero magnetic field, χ → 0, one can show that the energy eigenvalue

(30) reduces to the result obtained in Ref. [33] (see Eq. (23) in Ref. [33]). Thus, the presence of a linear magnetic

field in quantum system increases the energy levels of a oscillator field in comparison to the eigenvalue Eq. (23)

obtained in Ref. [33].

3 Conclusions

In this work, we have studied the generalized Klein-Gordon oscillator under Lorentz symmetry violation effects

defined by a tensor (KF)µναβ out of the SME. The Lorentz symmetry violation is introduced by this tensor

field (KF)µναβ through a non-minimal substitution and the scenario of this violation is chosen by the non-zero

components (κDE)11 = κ1,(κDB)13 = κ2 while (κHB)i j = 0 of the tensor field. Furthermore, the electromagnetic

field configuration is chosen by a Cornell-type radial electric field ~E =
(

c1 r+ c2
r

)
r̂ and a linear magnetic field

~B= χ r ẑ, respectively that contributes a central potential effect in quantum motions of scalar field. The generalized

Klein-Gordon oscillator is examined by replacing the radial momentum operator −i~∇→
(
− i~∇− iM ω f (r) r̂

)
in the modified Klein-Gordon equation.

For studies of the generalized Klein-Gordon oscillator, in sub-section 2.1 we have chosen a Coulomb-type

potential form function f (r) = b
r and derived the radial wave equation of the generalized Klein-Gordon oscillator

which is a second-order differential equation. Using the well-known Nikiforov-Uvarov (NU) method, one can

find the energy eigenvalues given by the Eq. (18) and the normalized wave function given by the Eq. (19) of the

oscillator fields. We have seen that the Lorentz symmetry violation given by the parameters
{

g,c1,c2,κ1,κ2,χ
}

modified the energy spectrum and the wave function of the oscillator fields. In sub-section 2.2, we have chosen

another function called the Cornell-type potential form function given by f (r) =
(

ar+ b
r

)
and derived the radial

wave equation of the generalized Klein-Gordon oscillator. Then using the same Nikiforov-Uvarov method, we

have obtained the energy eigenvalue given by the Eq. (30) and the normalized wave function given by the Eq.
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(31). We have seen that the Lorentz symmetry violation given by the parameters
{

g,c1,c2,κ1,κ2,χ
}

and the

Cornell-type function f (r) modified the energy eigenvalues and the wave function of the oscillator fields.

Here, we studied a relativistic quantum oscillator model via the generalized Klein-Gordon oscillator under

Lorentz-Violating effects defined by a tensor field. We determined the manner in which Lorentz symmetry viola-

tion modified the energy profile and the wave function of these oscillator field. We have seen that the energy spec-

trum gets modified in comparison to the Standard Landau levels (standard corresponds to without Lorentz sym-

metry violation effects). From the first experimental realization of the one-dimensional Dirac oscillator Ref. [76],

researchers have interested on the Klein-Gordon oscillator which has many applications in different branches of

physics. The presented perturbation in the eigenvalues may be useful for simulation of a series of physical systems,

for instance, vibrational spectrum of diatomic molecules [77], binding of heavy quarks [78, 79], quark–antiquark

interaction [80]. From the observational point of view, it is clear that to have an observable modification in the

energy eigenvalues, huge number of particles in the state is needed, otherwise the magnitude of the effect to a real

spectrum may not be strong enough to be observed.
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