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Abstract

A gauge invariant mathematical formalism based on deformation quantization is out-
lined to model an A/ = 2 supersymmetric system of a spin 1/2 charged particle placed in a
nocommutative plane under the influence of a vertical uniform magnetic field. The noncom-
mutative involutive algebra (C°°(R?)[[9]],*") of formal power series in ¥ with coefficients
in the commutative ring C'* (R2) was employed to construct the relevant observables, viz.,
SUSY Hamiltonian H, supercharge operator Q and its adjoint Q' all belonging to the 2 x 2
matrix algebra Ma>(C(R?)[[J]], *") with the help of a family of gauge-equivalent star prod-
ucts *". The energy eigenvalues of the SUSY Hamiltonian all turned out to be independent
of not only the gauge parameter r but also the noncommutativity parameter ¢. The non-
trivial Fermionic ground state was subsequently computed associated with the zero energy
which indicates that supersymmetry remains unbroken in all orders of 9. The Witten index
for the noncommutative SUSY Landau problem turns out to be —1 corroborating the fact

that there is no broken supersymmetry for the model we are considering.

I Introduction

Supersymmetric quantum mechanics arises as the (0+1)-dimensional limit of the supersymmet-
ric quantum field theory. E. Witten in [I§] used simple supersymmetric quantum systems to
describe under what conditions supersymmetry is spontaneously broken. In [I7], Witten carried
on remarkably connecting the difference of the number of Bosonic ground states from that of the
Fermionic ground states with a topological invariant intrinsic to the manifold associated with the
supersymmetric quantum system. Under some 1-parameter deformation of conjugation type by
a real valued function (Morse function) on the manifold, this topological invariant called Witten
index stays unchanged. He used Morse theory there [17] to establish this connection. Super-
symmetric quantum mechanics in noncommutative spaces have been studied in the past (see, for

example, [8]). The supersymmetric Landau problem in a noncommutative plane that we study

*rafsanjany.jim@bracu.ac.bd
tshhchowdhury@bracu.ac.bd


http://arxiv.org/abs/2405.02239v1

in this article had been studied in the past in [8I[TT,12]. Although supersymmetry is shown to
remain unbroken in [8], the SUSY Hamiltonian there yields different spectra in the symmetric
and Landau gauges as verified in appendix On the other hand, supersymmetry is shown to
be broken in appendix [V for the cases of [ITL[12]. All these are remedied in the present arti-
cle by introducing a gauge invariant mathematical formalism for which supersymmetry remains
unbroken in all order of the noncommutativity parameter .

The physical problem that we address in the present article is that of a spin 1/2 charged
particle of mass m and charge e constrained to move in a noncommutative plane under the in-
fluence of a uniform vertical magnetic field B. The dynamics of such a charged particle having
spin in the commutative setup is best described by the Pauli Hamiltonian given by (B1]). Since
the commutative problem exhibits supersymmetry (see [7]), we expect similar results to hold in
the noncommutative setup. Essentially, there are 2 technical ingredients of the recipe: 1) Non-
commutativity and 2) Supersymmetry. The first ingredient of the recipe for the model we are
considering was introduced in [4]. For the classical system of a particle moving in a 2-dimensional
plane, observables belong to the commutative algebra C°°(R?), equipped with pointwise product.
Deformation quantization technique can be used by deforming this commutative algebra C>°(R?)
of classical observables using a deformation parameter ¢ (for instance, by taking F, G in (2.9)) to
be smooth functions on R?). For the quantum mechanical system of a scalar (spinless) particle
moving in a 2-dimensional plane coupled to an external vertical uniform magnetic field, we need
to consider equivalence classes of unitary irreducible representations (Unirreps) of an appropriate
symmetry group. We know from our previous studies [3] that the kinematical symmetry group,
for a quantum mechanical system in a noncommutative plane, is the nilpotent Lie group Gyc¢ of
the triple central extension of the abelian group of translations in R*. Therefore, we want our
quantum observable space (which turns out to be an involutive noncommutative algebra after
successful deformation of C*°(IR?)) to conform with a certain class of self adjoint irreducible rep-
resentations (see[2]]) of the universal enveloping algebra U(gxc) of the Lie algbera gye associated
with the Lie group Gyc that models a family (parametrized by r) of equivalent noncommutative
planes. But we have a particle on a noncommutative plane to be coupled with an external uni-
form vertical magnetic field. This is achieved by introducing the noncommutative U(1) gauge
field (2.14). While applying the deformation quantization technique, we had to maintain care-
ful agreement between the representation theoretic picture (see section [[) and the deformation
quantization picture (see section [[L1]). Now that we have the mathematical framework to model
a scalar charged particle in a noncommutative plane coupled to an external vertical uniform mag-
netic field using deformation quantization following [4], we proceed to formalise the framework
to deal with the second ingredient of the recipe, namely supersymmetry.

The quantum observables, in the mathematical formalism we propose, belong to the non-
commutative x-algebra (or involutive algebra) (C°°(R?)[[¢]],+") of formal power series in ¥
with coefficients in the commutative ring C*°(R?) first introduced in [4]. The noncommuta-
tive, associative product between 2 formal power series F,G € C*(R?)[[9]] is given in ([2.9)
which was first introduced in [4]. The parameter r that labels this noncommutative prod-
uct is called the gauge parameter as the resulting Poisson structure is independent of it (see
2I9). Note that the gauge parameter r here that labels the star product *" is the same as
the one that labels the equivalent noncommutative planes in (2.I]) as mentioned in the previous

paragraph. The gauge parameter value » = 0 corresponds to the familiar Landau gauge while



r = % corresponds to the symmetric gauge. The involution is defined in (3I2) using the in-
ner product of the Hilbert space L?(R?,dx dy). The state space is a Zg-graded vector space
F = ((C=(R?) N L%(R?,dx dy))[[¥]], *") @ ((C>=(R?) N L?(R?,dx dy))[[9]],*"). The first com-

1/,(2)

(2) -
ponent 1'% of an element W e

€ F is meant to represent a bosonic state while the

second component (") of W represents the fermionic partner state of 1»(2). The super poten-
tial A € (C*°(R?)[[9]],*") is a formal power series in ¥ with coefficients in the commutative
ring C*°(R?). The explicit expression of the superpotential A in terms of its *"-product with
a bosonic or a fermionic state ¢ € ((C*°(R?) N L?*(R?,dx dy))[[¥]],*") is given in @I0) so
that A *" ¢ € ((C*(R?) N L%(R?,dx dy))[[9]],+"). The supercharge operator @ and its ad-
joint QT are 2 x 2 matrices with entries in the noncommutative *-algebra (C>(R?)[[9]],*"),
ie., Q,QF € My(C®(R?)[[¥]],+") as given by @II). The supercharge operator () upon act-
ing on a fermionic state %/J(()D
ily be seen using (3I5). Along the same vein, the adjoint QT, of the supercharge opera-

A " ¢(1)
€ F yields a bosonic state 0 € F as can eas-

(2 0
tor @, acting on a bosonic state € F returns the fermionic state e F
0 At 5 b
which also follows from (ZI5). One then writes down the supersymmetric (SUSY) Hamiltonian
Hy 0
H=|"7 € My (C>(R?)[[9]],*"), with Ha, Hy € (C°°(R?)[[9]], ") being the Bosonic and

0 H;
Fermionic Hamiltonians, respectively. The noncommutative eigenvalue equations for the partner
Hamiltonians then read as
o 42 = EQUD),

(1.1)
Hy «" 1/’7(11421 = Er(LlJZﬂ/’y(zllea

forn =0,1,2,.... Energy eigenvaules E,(f) of the partner Hamiltonians can be read off from the
following expression
- B 1 1
EO == Z) £ —heB 1.2
" m \" + 2 om (1.2)

with n = 0,1,2... above and one considers + and — on the right side of (2] for ¢ = 2 and
1 = 1, respectively, on its left side. Here, m is the mass and e is the charge of the charged
particle constrained to move on a 2-dimensional noncommutative plane subjected to the uniform
magnetic field B.

Equation (1)) then leads one to the eigenvalue equation of the SUSY Hamiltonian H for the

(2)
excited SUSY eigenstate ¥, 11 = (5(?) ) €F
n+1

H‘I’n—i-l = En+1 ‘I’n-i-la (13)
with n =0,1,2,.... and the eigenvalue E, ;1 for the excited SUSY state W, is given by
B
By i=EQ =E), = h%(n +1). (1.4)

Since H € My (C>(R?)[[9]],*"), on the left side of (L3)), the entries, of the pertinent matrices
following matrix multiplication, naturally get multiplied using the noncommutative *"-product.
One immediately finds using (L.2)) that the ground state energy E(()l) of the Fermionic Hamiltonian



is zero. There is no nontrivial Bosonic eigenstate, i.e., eigenstate of Hy with zero energy as is
also evident from ([2)). Hence, the ground state ¥ of the SUSY Hamiltonian H associated with

zero eigenvalue can be read off as
0
‘IIO = ) (15)
(wé”>

where the fermionic ground state 1/)(()1) is worked out in (B40) for an arbitrary real value of
the gauge parameter r. It is worth remarking here that the Fermionic ground state (see [B.4T])
is independent of the noncommutativity parameter ¢ in the Landau gauge (r = 0) while the
Fermionic ground state (8:42)) in the symmetric gauge (corresponding to r = %) explicitly depends
on the noncommutativity parameter 9. Similar situation arises when one computes the excited
eigenstates of the SUSY Hamiltonian. The n'? eigenstate 1/),(11)%&1 of the Fermionic Hamiltonian H;
in the Landau gauge is computed in (3.47). This expression contains the n'" Hermite polynomial
in the shifted z-coordinate exponentially suppressed by a factor containing the same shifting.
The shifting does not involve any ¢ contribution. The superpartner of w,(ll,%an, then, can easily
be seen to be A *° 1/),(,1)%&,,, which, in terms of superpotential operator [B.8)), can be read off as
Aow,(ll)%an. One can then gather these excited partner states as components of a column vector (see
[B.49) representing the n'" excited state of the SUSY Hamiltonian in the Landau gauge. The n*®
eigenstate zp,(i;ym (seeB5]) of the Fermionic Hamiltonian H; in the symmetric gauge, on the other
hand, contains associated Laguerre polynomials in ¥ deformed radial variable in the cylindrical
coordinate system. There are an exponentially suppressed and a positive exponential factors
containing similar deformation of the radial coordinate of the underlying cylindrical system.
One, then, finds the superpartner state A *3 ,(ngym = Aéwffgym, of the Fermionic state z/J,(L%%ym
which can be gathered together as components of a column vector (see 3.59) representing the nt®
excited state of the SUSY Hamiltonian in the symmetric gauge.

It is to be noted that in our formalism, the eigenvalues of the partner Hamiltonians in (2]
and hence the eigenvalues of the SUSY Hamiltonian given by (4] are not only gauge independent
(parameter r independent) but also are all independent of the noncommutativity parameter ©.
The mathematical reasoning for 9 independence of the SUSY energy spectra is that our formalism
is a gauge independent one, i.e., one obtains the same energy (see[[4) for a given SUSY partner
states (determined by n € N) in any gauge. Now, as emphasized in the previous paragraph,
both the ground state @[J&lgan and the n'' excited eigenstate 1#7(11,%an of the Fermionic Hamiltonian
H; in the Landau gauge does not contain 9 in their expressions. As a result, there will be
no contribution of ¥ in the pertaining energy eigenvalues of the Fermionic Hamiltonian in the
Landau gauge. Since our formalism is a gauge independent one, energy eigenvalues of the SUSY
Hamiltonian will be independent of # in any gauge. In other words, energy spectra of the SUSY
Hamiltonian for the SUSY Landau problem in a noncommutative plane exactly matches with
the ones obtained from the SUSY Hamiltonian associated with the SUSY Landau problem in an
ordinary 2-dimensional plane.

The organization of the article is as follows. In section [[I, we briefly recall the mathematical
formalism adopted in [4] for modelling a spinless charged particle moving on a noncommutative
plane under the influence of an external vertical uniform magnetic field. Subsequently, in section
[[II, we extend the formalism to model a spin % charged particle in the same set up by embedding
the formalism discussed in the previous section into the framework of ' = 2 supersymmetry. In



particular, we explicitly compute the superpotential as a formal power series in the deformation
parameter ¢ using the noncommutative U (1) gauge fields introduced in section[[I1l The pertinent
super charge operator @, its adjoint Qf, and supersymmetric Hamiltonian H were thereafter
computed that satisfy the deformed SUSY algebra given by 822). Gauge dependent ground
state of the Fermionic Hamiltonian H; was explicitly computed there. We then obtained the
n'™ excited eigenstate of H; and its partner state explicitly. In section [Vl we compare the
results obtained in this article with the ones obtained in some of the relevant published articles.
Finally, in section [V] we provide our concluding remarks and point out some of the possible
future directions. Appendices VLIIVI.2] were created to facilitate the comparisons conducted
in section [V] while appendix [VL3] provides the detailed calculation for the computation of the
gauge parameter r-dependent ground state of the Fermionic Hamiltonian H;.

II  Scalar Charged Particle in a Noncommutative Plane

and Minimal Coupling to an External Magnetic Field

A triple central extension of the abelian group of translations in R* was introduced in [I}2].
The resulting centrally extended group is a 7-dimensional nilpotent Lie group which was denoted
by Gyc there. It is considered the kinematical symmetry group of quantum mechanics in a
noncommutative plane (see [3]) in the same spirit as the 5-dimensional Heisenberg group Gwy
underlies the structure of quantum mechanics in a 2-dimensional plane. For details on the
comparison between Gyc and Gy, refer to (section II of [I]). The set of equivalence classes of
unitary irreducible representations (unirreps) of Gy is called its unitary dual and is denoted by
Gyo. The unitary dual Gre of Gye is computed in [2] by means of the triple (h, ¥, B). Here, B
is interpreted as the magnetic field that is responsible for the noncommutativity between the 2
momentum operators out of the 4 noncentral generators of the nilpotent Lie group Gyc. In [4],
one focuses on the equivalence class of unirreps of Gy labeled by (h,¢,0). One then forms a
family of equivalent irreducible self-adjoint representations (due to different values of the gauge
parameter r) of the universal enveloping algebra U(gxc) of the Lie algebra gne associated with

the Lie group Gyc:

o P (T_l)ﬁA
X' =z+ 7 Dy,
N rd
Y =g+ —pg
Y+ hp ) (2'1)
I, = po,
ﬁy—ﬁy

Here, & and g are the quantum mechanical position operators. They act on a generic element
¢ € L*(R?,dx dy) in the following way



Also, the quantum mechanical momenta operators p, and p, act on a generic vector ¢ &€
L?(R?,dx dy) in the following way

(et)a,9) = ~ih 2 (a,),
(B0)() = =05 5,)

Physically, what one has is a family (parameterized by r) of noncommutative 2-planes due
to a fixed triple (A,9,0). One then couples a spinless point particle of mass m, moving in
the noncommutative plane, to an external uniform magnetic field B minimally through the

introduction of the following 1-parameter family of representations (e being the coupling):

5 —1)0
T Ut L
h
- r
Y=y e Axa
y+ =
. — - 2.2
fir = 2(1—r)ehB g+ 1+ 2r(1 —r)evB B, (2:2)
h+/h? — 4TT—1)€h19B h+ \/h? —4r(r — 1)ehdB
. —2rehB 2 2r(1 —r)evB P

Y ht /R —dr(r — DehdB The VA2 —4r(r — DehB |

Here, ﬂ; and ﬂ; are called the kinematical momenta operators. The minimal coupling of
the particle, of mass m situated in the noncommutative plane (given by (21])), with the external

electromagnetic field can be manifested by a simple manipulation of ([22)):

o . r—1)9
'XT:‘T—’—( h) py7
N v
Y=g+
Y+ ﬁp
- 2¢(l1 —r)hB 0 2.3
fr = p, + e(l—r) y_'_r_ﬁz , (2.3)
hi++\/h? —4r(r — 1)ehdB h
. . 2rehB . (r=19
I = + .
v =P B+ /B2 —4r(r — 1)ehdB < h py>

The representation given in the equation above satisfy the following set of commutation

relations: o . N N
(X7, Y7 =, [II, H;] = iehBlI,

X0 = |1+ 2(1 —r)edB
T hi+ /I2 —dr(r — 1)671193 ’ (2.4)
[YT HT] iy 2revB
a ht JR?—dr(r —1)choB |

Here, I is the identity operator on L2(R2, dz dy). The last 2 commutators [X",1I7] and
[Y’”,ﬁ;], above in (M), are gauge dependent and are not intrinsic to the group Gy as the
kinematical momenta II”, and II], are not generators of the Lie group Gy, but rather they are
derived objects (see the last 2 equations of (2.3])) obtained from the group generators Xr yr,



Py and p,, of the Lie group Gyc. Now, writing I = (117, fIZ) and p = (Pg, Py), the kinematical
momenta, in the last 2 equations of [23]), take the following form

II' =p—cAr, (2.5)
where the 2-component operator A” = (A7, A;) represents a noncommutative U (1) gauge field
given by

. —2(1 —r)hB - 2rhB
A’I‘ — ( 'f') ’r‘, r T . (26)
h+ \/h? —4r(r — 1)ehdB h+\/h? —4r(r — 1)ehdB

The derivations &A;, with 7,7 = 1,2, of the components of the operatorial expression of the

noncommutative U(1) gauge field given by (2.0]), are defined by
0, AT = [9;, A7, (2.7)

where 7,5 = 1,2. From the explicit expression ([2.6]) of the operatorial representation of the 1-
parameter family of noncommutative U(1) gauge fields, one, using the definition (27 of deriva-
tion, obtains the following '

0, A7 — 9, A7 — %[A;, A7) = Bi. (2.8)
Equation (2.6) does not seem very natural as the underlying gauge fields are operator valued
one forms. The more natural framework would be to treat the underlying noncommutative U(1)
gauge fields as some noncommutative algebra valued one forms. In the following subsection, we
briefly discuss this framework called deformation quantization and discuss how it can be applied
to the case of a scalar charged particle confined to a noncommutative plane under the influence

of a vertical uniform magnetic field, as was carried out in [4].

II.1 Star Product Approach

For a thorough understanding of the theory of deformation quantization from geometric point of
view, we refer the readers to the beautiful exposition [10] by Fedosov. In the context of a scalar
charged particle moving in a noncommutative plane under the influence of a vertical uniform
magnetic field B, one introduces a noncommutative associative *-algebra (involutive algebra) of
formal power series in the deformation parameter ¥ (the same as the spatial noncommutativity
parameter introduced in the previous section) and coefficients lying in the ring C°°(R?).

To begin with, the set of all formal power series in ¢ with coefficients in the commutative
ring C°°(R?) is endowed with the structure of a ring and is denoted by C>°(R?)[[d]]. Now, given
2 formal power series F, G € C*°(R?)[[¢J]], one can define a noncommutative associative product

between them following [4] as follows
. = e
(F " G)(z,y) = F(x, y)eﬂ(rflwiayﬂwgyazG(:v, Y), (2.9)

which is parameterized by the same gauge parameter r, used to label the noncommutative planes
in (2.0). Here the formal power series F, G can be read off as

F(:E,y) = Z Fn(I, y),ﬂn,

Y (2.10)
G(xvy) = Z Gn(iZ?, y),ﬂn,

n=0



with F,,(z,y) and G, (z,y) being smooth functions of z,y for n > 0.

Endowed with the noncommutative associative *"-product *” : C>°(R?)[[d]] x C>°(R?)[[d]] —
C°°(R?)[[9]] defined in ([29)), the ring C°>°(R?)[[J]] of formal power series now attains the structure
of an involutive algebra (C>°(R?)[[¢]],*"). The involution can easily be defined first by using
the *"-product of an element of (C*°(R?)[[¢]],*") with a sufficiently well-behaved function in
((C>=(R?) N L?(R?,dxdy))[[9]], *") and then using the inner product available in L?(R? dx dy)
(see (BI2) for details). The following result is a consequence of the star product defined above

0
e =X"p = xp —i(r — 1)ﬁ—¢,
o 0y (2.11)
y*" b =Y =yyp —ird
Ox
where 1) is a sufficiently well-behaved vector in ((C*°(R?)NL?(R?, dxdy))[[9]], *"). To uniformize

notations, let us introduce the following definitions

N o
pa ¥ = puth = i, py = pyh = i

N
3 (2.12)
where p, and p, can be considered as elements of the noncommutative x-algebra (C> (R?)[[9]], *")
and ¢ is a sufficiently well behaved functions in ((C*°(R?) N L?(R?, dxdy))[[d]], *").

Finally, one can proceed to show that the star product *" is gauge equivalent to the star
product ™ [4] both obeying (ZJ) by proving the existence of an invertible operator 7" on C> (R2)
satisfying

T(F «" G) = T(F) " T(G). (2.13)
Here, the invertible operator is given by T = ei(T_T/Wzgy}.

According to this formalism, one can rewrite the vector potential given in operatorial form

(see20) as

nc = (A;C,A;c) — < _2(1 - T)hB 2ThB )7 (214)

y X
ht /I —dr(r — 1)ehoB ht /I2 —4r(r — 1)ch0B

where x and y are considered as elements of the noncommutative *-algebra (C°°(R?)[[9]], *")
obeying(2.I1]). The gauge field written as an ordered pair of formal power series in ¥ now obeys
the following in parallel with (Z.8]):

O Ay — 0y Ay — %[Af T Ay] = BL (2.15)

where I € C*°(R?) that maps everything to 1.
Before closing this section, let us look into how one obtains gauge parameter r-independent
Poisson structure from the star product *” defined in (Z9). For F, G € (C>(R?)[[J]], *") as given

by (2I0)), one obtains

= F [1=i(r = 1)90,8, — ir00,0, +...| G, (2.16)
. OF 0G OF 0G

oo



Similarly,

=G [1—i(r = 1)90,8, - ir00,0, + .| F, (2.17)

0Fy 0G 0Gy OF
T L T R (Y
_ g [0 9Gy _ 0F 0Gy
N dxr Oy Oy Oz Y
(2.18)
where the higher order terms in ¥ are dropped. Dividing both sides of [2I8]) by ¥ and taking
the limit ¥ — 0, one obtains
: 1 r r _
éll)% E(F* G —G«" F)={Fy,Go}, (2.19)
where the curly bracket on the right side of (Z.I9)) stands for the Poisson bracket between the 0-th
order terms Fy and Gy, of the formal power series F' and G in ¢, respectively. We immediately
see that although the star product between 2 formal power series involves the gauge parameter r
explicitly (see 2.9)), the term in their star commutator that is linear in ¢ (which is precisely the
Poisson bracket between the pertaining 0-th order terms of the formal power series in question)

is independent of the gauge parameter r, as expected.

IIT Supersymmetric Quantum Mechanics in Noncommu-

tative Spaces

The main purpose of the present article is to study the system of a spin % charged particle
constrained to move on a 2-dimensional noncommutative plane under the influence of a uniform
vertical magnetic field using the deformation quantization technique discussed in the previous
section for the case of a scalar charged particle in a noncommutative plane subjected to a uniform
vertical magnetic field. In the commutative setup, one can extend the formalism for the spinless
charged particle to the case of a charged particle with spin by taking the coupling of the spin of the
particle with the applied magnetic field into account. For the dynamics of a particle having spin
there will be an extra contribution to the Hamiltonian due to this direct interaction of the intrinsic
magnetic moment of the particle with the applied magnetic field (see page 456, [I5]). One includes
this extra contribution to the Hamiltonian of a spinless charged particle to write the correct
expression of the Hamiltonian of a charged particle having spin. A well-known Hamiltonian, that
incorporates all these ideas for a particle with spin, is the Pauli Hamiltonian. In the following,
we will first discuss the Pauli Hamiltonian in the commutative setup in detail.

The system of a spin % charged particle moving in an ordinary 2-dimensional plane under the
influence of a vertical uniform magnetic field is known to exhibit supersymmetry [7]. The Hamil-

tonian corresponding to this commutative problem is given by the following Pauli Hamiltonian



A s R
H = o (Pi — eAs)*ann + gﬁeBas}, (3.1)

where m, e are the corresponding mass, and magnitude of the charge (hence nonnegative) of the
particle, respectively, and B is the magnitude of the magnetic field (hence nonnegative). Besides,
ﬁgxg and 3 are the (2 x 2) identity matrix and the third Pauli matrix, respectively. The value of
the gyro-magnetic ratio ¢ is 2 for the problem to possess supersymmetry. It is worth remarking
here that supersymmetry (SUSY) fixes the value of the gyro-magnetic ratio g.

The pertinent supercharge operator for the above defined Hamiltonian is given by

A 1 [0 A
3.2
Q=—— (0 0) (32)
where the superpotential A operator is defined by
A=i(p, — eA,) + (—py + €A,). (3.3)

Furthermore, the operators Q, QT and H satisfy the supersymmetric algebra, i.e.,

{QQ1={Q",Q"r =0, {Q.Q"}=H, [H,Q=[H Q=0 (3-4)
with H is given in (3. One should also note that H is a (2 x 2)-operator valued matrix given
by

a—(H 0 , (3.5)
0 H
where
. 1 oo
H2 = 2—AA 3
1” (3.6)
1= _ATAu
2m

are the partner Hamiltonians.

Henceforth, we will distinguish an operator A on L?(R?,dx dy) from the corresponding non-
commutative algebra element A in (C°°(R?)[[0]], +") with the introduction of a hat. It should also
be mentioned here that in the above we consider Q, Q, and H to be operator (on L2(R2, dx dy))-
valued (2 x 2) matrices, while, in the following, we will construct analogous objects, denoted by
Q, Qf, and H, which are all (2 x 2) noncommutative algebra (C°°(R2)[[0]], +")-valued matrices,
ie., Q,QT, H € Ma(C=(R?)[[9]],*").

In this article, we consider the noncommutative U(1) gauge field as an ordered pair of formal
power series each belonging to (C(R?)[[9]], ") (see [4])

e 1 (0 s )

h+\/h? — 4rr—1)eﬁﬁB h—l—\/ﬁz 4r(r — 1)ehvB

The superpotential in terms of the formal power series A} and A}¢ takes the following form

) —2(1—r)ehB 2rehB
A=i(p, v)+( —pt . (38)
 h+ /B2 —4r(r — 1)ehdB B+ \/h% —dr(r — 1)em93

10



It is evident from equation ([3.8) that the superpotential is again in (C*°(R2)[[¢]],*"). The
x"-product between the superpotential A given by (B8] and a sufficiently well-behaved vector
¥ € ((C*(R?) N L2(R?, dxdy))[[d]], ") is given by

A*Tib:i[pm*l/i— —2(1 —r)ehB y*rwl

h+\/h? —4r(r — 1)ehdB

n o+ 2rehB .

by ht VR —dr(r — 1)ehdB ’

(3.9)
A —2(1—r)ehB .
=1|pph — Y”
[p v h+ \/h? —4r(r — 1)ehdB v
2rehB -

+ | —pyv + Xyl

P e nG —DehiB

Here, X" and Y are given by the equation @I). The above equation ([B.9) can be expressed as
a formal power series in ¥ with coefficients in C>°(R?) N L?(R?, dx dy):

A" p = (ha—w + (1 —r)eByy — zha—w + reB:vw)

0 0y
, 62/1 ir(r —1)e? B2 , oy

[z(r 1)%eB 8y - y +ir(r — 1)eB ay

r?(r —1)%e2 B2 2ir?(r — 1)e3 B3
_rr 1%’ B h) zip |9+ l—( = ) yy (3.10)
_r(r— 1)2e2B? o ir?(r —1)3e2B? oY

h oy h oy
2r3(r — 1)2e3B3

We denote this fact as A" 1 € ((C°(R?)N L3(R2, dx dy)[[9]], *"), the noncommutative, associa-
tive x-algebra of formal power series in ¥ with coefficients in C*°(R?) N L?(R?, dx dy). Therefore,
one can write @ and Q' in terms of A. The Hamiltonian is the anticommutator of the super-

charges @ and Qf. In particular, the supercharges @ and Q! in the noncommutative plane is

oAy (o0
Q_\/%<0 o)’ © _\/%<AT o)' (3.11)
Here, Q and QT are (C>°(R?)[[9]], *")-valued 2 x 2 matrices, i.e., Q, Q" € Ma(C(R2)[[d]], *").

One should also note here that we denote by t the involution operation on the noncommutative
-algebra (C°°(R?)[[9]],*"). The involution A" of the noncommutative algebra element A €
(C*(R?)[[Y]], *") can be realized by means of the *"-product with a sufficiently well-behaved
algebra element ¢ € ((C*°(R?) N L*(R?, dx dy))[[9]], *"):

given by

(AT 5", ¢) = ((A") T, 9),
= (p, A" ¢), (3.12)
= (b, A" ¢),
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where ¢, € ((C*(R?)NL3(R2, dz dy))[[¥]],*"), {, ) denotes the inner product of L?(R?, dz dy).
One should also note here that A is a formal power series in (C°°(R2)[[9]], *"), whereas A" is an
operator.

In supersymmetry, one considers a Zs-graded Hilbert space on which the supercharges act.
In the context of deformation quantization, one can replace this Zs-graded Hilbert space by a Zo
graded algebra of formal power series:

F = ((C=(R*) N L*(R?, dx dy))[[9]], +") & ((C**(R?) N L*(R?, dx dy))[[9]], ") (3.13)

Therefore, each element ¥ € F is a two component column vector, i.e.,

i)
¥ — <¢(1)> , (3.14)

where each of 1/(?) and () is in ((C>(R?) N L?(R?,dx dy))[[9]], *"). As a result, the action of
Q (or Q) on W € F is given by

[0 A P 7 A (M)
oo 1) (o) - ()
(0 0 [vp® 0
Q' = <AT 0) <¢<1>> = (AT *w(z)) :

The product defined above between () and ¥ merits elaboration: initially the product between

(3.15)

@ and W follow the rule of matrix product while the product between the elements are the star
product *".
Now, one can find the partner Hamiltonians by straightforward calculations:

iz = % [(pr - ZeAI Dy + eAy ) *" (_me + ZeAz — Dy + €Ay ):|
1 N .
" 2m {pm ¥ o — epe x" AL —ipy %" py +iepy ¥ AL — e AT+ py

+ €2 A+ A +ie A +" p, — ie? AT K" A +ipy " pr —iepy x" A

+ py ¥ Dy —epy ¥ AL —ie A+ py + ieQAZC *" AN — e AL+ py + eQAZC %" AZC} , (3.16)
= % [pm " Dy — €pg ¥ A — e A %" p, + €2 AT KT A 4 py ¥ py —epy " A

+ eA}) *" py + eQA;C " A+ ie AL " py —ie A+ py

+ de(pe +7 Ay — py ¥ Ay — e[Al ;“A;;])}

Similarly,
1
Hy = o [pz * Dy —epy * AL — e AN« p, + eQAf *" AL+ py " py —epy x" AL
— Ay " py + eQA;‘f *" AV —ie AL " py +ie A+ p, (3.17)

—ie(py " Ay —py ¥ AL — e[AL TTA;‘/“])]

Here, the part inside the braces of the partner Hamiltonians can be replaced by the following
equation [4] .
ie e
8IA;C — 0y AL — E[Af * Ay] = BI, (3.18)
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where B is the noncommutative field strength and I is the constant function in C°°(R?) that maps
all of R? to the constant real value 1. Using (B.I8)), one can rewrite the partner Hamiltonians as

1
Hy = o [(pm —eAY) *" (pp — eAL) + (py — eAZc) " (py — eAZC) I ehB]I},
In (3.19)
H, = % {(pm - GAEC) *" (pz — GA;C) + (py _ eAZ“) %7 (py _ eAZC) _ ehB]I]
Therefore, the supersymmetric Hamiltonian is exactly the Pauli Hamiltonian, i.e.,
1 r nc nc) T ne\ \ 7 ~
H=— [((pm —eAY) «" (pr — eAY) + (py — eAY) " (p, — €A} ))]Im + ehBHa3]. (3.20)

One should immediately notice from the above equation that the SUSY Hamiltonian is a 2 x 2

H= <H2 0 ) . (3.21)
0 H

Since Ha, H; € (C>(R?)[[9]], ") as is evident from ([3.19), one finds that H € M (C> (R?)[[J]], *").
Without much difficulties, one can now show that Q, Q' and H satisfiy the following deformed
SUSY algebra

matrix given by

{Q.Q}={Q".Q"Y =0, {Q.Q"Y=H [HQ]=[HQ=0. (3.22)

Here, the product between any two matrices from Q,Qf, and H involved in the commutator

and the anticommutator above in (822)) is just the matrix product while the product between

elements of the relevant matrices ensuing from the matrix product is given by the star product
T

*7

The Witten operator of the Zs-graded vector space F, given by the equation ([B.I3)), can be

(-1F = (g _O]I>, (3.23)

where I, being the constant function in C°°(R?) introduced earlier, is also the unital element of the
noncommutative algebra (C*°(R?)[[¢]],*"). One, therefore, has (—1)F € My(C>(R?)[[9]], ").
The eigenvalues of the Witten operator are &1, as expected. Here, 1 is the eigenvalue of (—1)%

read off as

(2
when it acts on a purely bosonic state of the form (1/}0 ) € F, while, —1 is the eigenvalue of

(—1)¥ when it acts on a Fermionic state < > € F. Furthermore, one can show that the Witten

P
operator (—1)¥ satisfies the following equations involving commutator and anticommutator with
H, Q, QF, and (—1)F itself (the matrix product is respected below again with the entries of the
relevant matrices multiplied with one another using *" product):

(CD7H] = 0aa {(=17.Q} = {(-1".Q"} = 0asa ((-1)")" = <f) §> —iLa, (3:24)

where 0g2 € Mo (C(R?)[[9]], ") is the 2 x 2 matrix with every element of it being the constatnt
smooth O-function on R? that maps all of R? to the constant real value 0. Also, I5x2 belongs to
My (C%(R?)[[9]], *"). Therefore, the SUSY quantum mechanical system, corresponding to the

model we are considering, can be represented by the following quintuple (consult [17] for details)
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(HanQTa(_l)Fv]:) : (325)
From (B19) and [B:20)), it is immediate that both the partner Hamiltonians, i.e. the Fermionic
Hamiltonian H; and the Bosonic Hamiltonian Hs, consist of two parts. The first part

1 ks nc nc T nc
577 L(pe = €AT) " (Do — eAT) + (py — €AY) " (py — eAY)] (3.26)
is exactly the Hamiltonian of the Landau problem in a noncommutative plane and the second

part

1
——ehBI 3.27

is an extra contribution. Using the technique specified in the reference (page 10 in [4]), one can

immediately write the n*" energy eigenvalue of the partner Hamiltonians H; and Hy as

E,(zl) = hﬁ (n—l— l) — LﬁeB,

m 2 2m
B 1 1 (3.28)
E,(f) -1 (n + = | + —heB,
m 2 2m
for n > 0. The above expression can also be written in a matrix form as
(2)
Ay 0 eB 1) -~ 1 R
( 0 E£1)> =h— ( 5) ]I2><2 + %h@BO’g}, (329)

where ﬁgxg and &3 are the 2 x 2 identity matrix and the third Pauli matrix, respectively.

Using equations (33), (I0), and @I7), the Fermionic and Bosonic Hamiltonians can be
read off as
Hy = %»A " AT,
1 (3.30)
Hy = —AM+" A
2m

The above expressions for the partner Hamiltonians then lead one to conclude that there exists
a relationship between the eigenstates of H; and Hy. To see this relation explicitly, let us denote

by 1/)" {1 the (n + 1) excited state of the Fermionic Hamiltonian H; with energy eigenvalue

denoted by E(lll. One can then write

Hy ")y = Efhns. (3.31)

The expression above then leads one to the eigenstate of the Bosonic Hamiltonian in the following

way
Ho +" (A* wnH) :iA*T Al (A* ¢n+1)

= Ax" Hy x oY),

= A" ES) w)

—E(+1A* 1bn+1

One then concludes that 1/) @ = A 1/1(1)1 is an eigenstate of the Bosonic Hamiltonian Hy with
the energy eigenvalue Fy, @ = =E, (1) . Therefore, the (n+ 1) eigenstate of the SUSY Hamiltonian

is given by
( (2)> (A* 1/1 D
.= |= N (3.33)
Unh Unh

14
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One finally arrives at the following expression of the SUSY Hamiltonian
Hy 0 @ Hy " w 2
0 H (N Hy«" 1/;n 11
B ( E®p? )
+1¢n+1

(2)
Here, the energy eigenstates ¥, = <w£) ) € F = ((C>*(R?) N L*(R?,dx dy))[[v]],*") &
n+1

((C>(R?)N L*(R?,dx dy))[[¥]], *"), for n > 0. One immediately observes using ([3.29) and (3.32)
that the component wavefunctions w,(f) = Ax" 1/17(11_21 and 1/17(11_21 of the SUSY eigenstate ¥, =

(3.34)

(A * w”“), are indeed eigenstates of Hy and H;, respectively, with the same eigenvalue
¢n+1
1 6B susy
E(_Zl - E7(12) = h—m (n+1)=:E;, for n>0. (3.35)

It turns out that the energy eigenvalues are all independent of the noncommutativity parameter
9 and the gauge parameter r. Hence, the eigenvalue equation (3.34) for the SUSY Hamiltonian
H reduces to

HY, 1= E;P V0, (3.36)

for n > 0, where E;'7) is given by ([B.35).

From (B29)), one can see that the ground state energy E(()l)

of the Fermionic Hamiltonian H;
is indeed zero. There is no nontrivial eigenstate of the Bosonic Hamiltonian Hy associated with

zero energy. In other words, the ground state ¥y of the SUSY Hamiltonian has the form:

W = ( ?1)> . (3.37)
0

Hence, one concludes that the supersymmetry remains unbroken in all orders of ¥ for the model
we are considering.

From equation ([8.:29), it is evident that the ground state energy of the Fermionic Hamiltonian
is zero, which amounts to

1
Hl %7 wél) _ %AT A %" 1/}(()1) —0. (338)

One then concludes from the above equation that the ground state wél), of the Fermionic Hamil-
tonian Hy, is *"-annihilated by the superpotential A, i.e.,

Asm S = 0. (3.39)

One can use standard techniques of seperation of variables for solving partial differential equations
to achieve an explicit expression of wél). The detailed calculation is given in the Appendix (VL3).
In what follows, we write the gauge parameter r-dependent final expression of the ground state

rehBax?
h++\/h? —4r(r — 1)ehdB

(1) 1

Or(‘r y)_exp[ 2r(1_r)ed B {
h {1 + ht/h2—dr(r—1)ehd B }

mx +imy —

(3.40)

(1 —r)ehBy? } n
Ch+ VR —4r(r —1)ehdB

)
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where k is some constatnt determined by the boundary conditions imposed on the wavefunction.

Plugging in 7 = 0, one obtains the Fermionic ground state in the Landau gauge given by

1 By?
S (,y) = exp {ﬁ <mx +imy — 2y )} : (3.41)

Similarly, by setting r = %, one gets the Fermionic ground state in the symmetric gauge given by

1
wég(x Y)

1 ehB

| (3.42)
mx + 1my —
Y ohtoViZ 1 chUB

= exp ﬁ{1+ = )} (ﬁ-}-y?)}—i—c
2h+2vh2+ehd B

The formalism that we have developed so far in this section is a gauge invariant formalism in
the sense that one can change the value of the gauge parameter r to consider the SUSY system
in different gauges but there is no effect of the gauge parameter r in the energy eigenvalues of
the SUSY Hamiltonian given by ([3.35). Now we proceed to compute the n** excited state of
the Fermionic Hamiltonian H; in the familiar Landau and Symmetric gauges and verify that the
respective energy eigenvalues are indeed the same. With the Fermionic Hamiltonians in both the
gauges at our disposal, we then construct the n'" eigenstate of the SUSY Hamiltonian in both
Landau and Symmetric gauges.

Let us address the Landau gauge first. Plugging in » = 0 in the second equation of (3.19]), one
obtains the expression for the algebra element of the Fermionic Hamiltonian H}*" in the Landau
gauge. Going back to the operatorial presentation, the corresponding Fermionic Hamiltonian
operator H 1 in the Landau gauge can be expressed as

i 1 I
™ = o 52 + (b, — eBi)(, + eBa) — ehBl] | (3.43)
1 A .
= g [P+ by — B + chB] .

The Hamiltonian operator given by the above equation consists of two parts as discussed before.
The first part given by

ﬁ [P2 + (py — eB2)?], (3.44)

represents the Landau Hamiltonian operator in the Landau gauge. The second part ﬁehB]AI is an
extra contribution. These two parts of the Hamiltonian operator admit simultaneous eigenstates
which is precisely the eigenstate of the Landau Hamiltonian operator given by 344). To find
the explicit expression of this eigenstate, one should first notice that the operator p, commutes
with the Landau Hamiltonian operator given in (3.44)). Therefore, one can replace p, with its
eigenvalue k, times the identity operator I on L2(R?,dxdy) in (344). The equation (BZ4) then
reduces to

1 ~
i (82 + (s — B3] (3.45)
One can further simplify the above expression as
A2 22 2
Dz 1 e*B . Ky
2 4+ —m—- — =1 . 3.46
2m + 2" T2 <3: eB ( )

The expression above is that of the Hamiltonian operator of a 1-dimensional quantum harmonic
kJ

oscillator with the potential shifted in the coordinate space by % and the angular frequency
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%. The energy eigenvalues and the n*" excited eigenstate of the Landau Hamiltonian operator
(which is also an eigenstate of the Fermionic Hamiltonian since the Landau Hamiltonian operator

commutes with the Fermionic Hamiltonian operator) (see [3:44] and B:43)) are given by

B 1
Er = = (n + 5) and,
m

B o\ 2 iz i (3.47)
’Ellian('rvy) = Neikyyexp {_Z_h (I - i) }Hn (\) % (.I - i)) )

respectively, where N is a suitably chosen normalization constant and H,, is the n-th Hermite
polynomial in the shifted x-coordinate. Hence, the energy eigenvalues of the Fermionic Hamilto-

nian operator H ™, given by (343), in the Landau gauge are given by

1 B hB
E7(7,17I)4an = <n+ 5) h’e_ - 62—5
meam (3.48)

= h—mn,
m
while, using ([3:33)), the n'® eigenstate of the SUSY Hamiltonian can be read off as

L. Aoq/}’fllian 'rv
‘I’nan(x7y) = ( (1)7 ( y) (349)

notan (2, Y)
with A° being the superpotential operator associated with the superpotential A € (C°°(R2)[[0]], *")
(see (B8)) expressed in the Landau gauge.

The above calculation is done purely in the Landau gauge, which, in this article, is achieved
by setting the gauge parameter r to zero. In what follows next, let us show that the same energy
eigenvalues can be attained if one considers the Fermionic Hamiltonian in the symmetric gauge

by setting the value of the gauge parameter r to %
To express the Fermionic Hamiltonian (8I9]) in the symmetric gauge, let us first evaluate

ey L3 (D) R ehB , 1) (1)
T eA;E * 2 n,Sym — T + Y2 m,Sym )
G ) )8 (p h+ VIZ+ choB &

A Ak
b Vit enoB \U T 2nPr ) | s (3.50)

eVB ) e hB NS
=1+ ] Do + § | Vi,
[ 2(h+ v/h? + ehidB) L+ sty i+ V2 + ehdB °
by setting r = % for the symmetric gauge.
Similarly, one proceeds to show that the following holds
(ﬁy - eAZC) x2 ’Sll,%ym
14 edB ] . e hB N (1) (3.51)
= Py — x n,Sym*
2(h+ VI + ehdB) ] [V 1+ g b+ VP + eh0B °
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Let us denote

A (1> =1+ b
2) " 2(h+VR2 + ehdB)’

e
€4 =T
A(3) (3.52)
My = = mn ,
A2 (3)
B hB

h+ Vh2 + ehdB

The notation A is borrowed from [4] where A(r) as a function of the gauge parameter r is
provided in equation (3.14) on p. 8 of [4]. Therefore, using the above notations, one can rewrite

the Fermionic Hamiltonian operator in the symmetric gauge as

_ _
N 1 . . 1 e.B . . e.B o . 1 eB-
Hy™ = %(pi +py) + M (m ) (2 +9°) — (m ) (TDy — UPx) — gh L (3.53)

One also obtains

B eA})B B
e _eAR)B _ B (3.54)
My m 2m
Let us define B
we = (3.55)
m

One finally arrives at the following expression of the Fermionic Hamiltonian operator in the

symmetric gauge

reym L oo oy 1 We\? 2 | oo We\ gan oo Lo
HY™ = o= (0 + By) + 57 (7) (&% +37) - (7) (@py — 9pz) — Sl (3.56)

The Fermionic Hamiltonian operator H 7™, in the symmetric gauge, consists of two parts. The

first one, being

L2 | A2 1 wWel2 o | 2 We\ 2
g 0 5) + 5 () @ 407 = () L (3.57)
with L, = 2Py — UPa, resembles exactly the Landau Hamiltonian operator in the symmetric
gauge. The rest is an extra contribution arising from the Pauli equation. These two pieces
of the Hamiltonian operator commute with each other resulting in the fact that the Fermionic
Hamiltonian operator fliy"‘ (see B56) in the symmetric gauge and the Landau Hamiltonian
operator (see B.5T) expressed in the symmetric gauge share simultaneous eigenstates. Therefore,
it suffices to evaluate the eigenstates of the Landau Hamiltonian operator in the symmetric gauge
given by ([B.57). The most convenient way of solving the eigenvalue equation for the Landau
Hamiltonian operator in the symmetric gauge is to use the cylindrical coordinate system. The
excited eigenstates of the pertaining Landau Hamiltonian operator in the symmetric gauge can

be read off as

[ma|

A(%)eB p*A(3)eB
1(11%3/111 (p7 (b) :N"pvml (;;L P P <_%>
(3.58)
2A(1)eB
LI;;H (%) exp(im;),
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where Ny, m, is a normalization factor, L‘n":l is the associated Laguerre polynomial and p? =

22 +y?. The relationship of the quantum number n, attached to the Fermionic excited eigenstate
,(ngym in the symmetric gauge, with n, and m; appearing on the right side of (3.58) will be
explored shortly. One, therefore, writes the n'" eigenstate (see (3.33)) of the SUSY Hamiltonian

in the symmetric gauge as

3.59
(0, 0) (3:59)

where Az is the superpotential operator corresponding to the superpotential A € (C°°(R2)[[d]], ")

i3 o0
B (p.0) = (““ el ¢)> ,

(see (B.8))) expressed in the symmetric gauge.
The energy eigenvalues of the Landau Hamiltonian operator in the symmetric gauge are given
by

eB 1
Eiiyml = hﬁ (TL + 5) 5 (360)
where n is given by
— n,, if m; is a nonnegative integer,
n—n, 4 M=) : 5 s (3.61)
2 n, + |my|, if m; is a negative integer.

The details of these calculations can be found in [6]. Finally, the energy eigenvalues of the
Fermionic Hamiltonian operator H 17" in the symmetric gauge can be read off as

1 eB
ET(l.gym = hﬁn (3.62)
which exactly agrees with the expression for the energy eigenvalues given by (8:48). It is important
to note here, using([3:61]), that the energy eigenvalues given by ([B.60) are degenerate in the non-
negative integer values of m;, contributing to the degeneracy in the eigenvalues of the Fermionic
Hamiltonian. To be more specific, any Fermionic excited eigenstate (see B.5g)), in the symmetric
gauge corresponding to a given integer value of the radial quantum number n,, will yield the

for whatever non-negative integer value we

same energy eigenvalue (which is equal to %)

choose for the angular quantum number m;.

IV  Comparison with Other Results and Discussion

In this article, we have adopted a mathematically and physically consistent approach to deal
with the N/ = 2 supersymmetric Landau problem in a 2-dimensional plane using the deformation
quantization technique developed in [4]. It turns out that the energy eigenvalues of the super-
symmetric Hamiltonian is independent of the noncommutativity parameter ¢ (see (8:29))). It is a
physically consistent formalism as the energy eigenvalues of the supersymmetric Hamiltonian one
obtains are all independent of the gauge parameter r. In particular, all the energy eigenvalues
of the bosonic and fermionic partner Hamiltonians are the same in both Landau and symmetric
gauges. The energy eigenstates, on the other hand, for the partner Hamiltonians are indeed
gauge dependent (gauge parameter r dependent) expressions. We have explicitly computed an
r-dependent continuously degenerate ground state of the fermionic Hamiltonian in (G.64]). Plug-

ginginr=1andr = % yield the ground state of the fermionic Hamiltonian in the Landau and
symmetric gauges, respectively (see B413.42).
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To compare our results with the existing literature on supersymmetric Landau problem in a
noncommutative plane, first note that in [I2], the authors claim that the Seiberg-Witten map in
the first order yields the same energy spectra with the noncommutativity correction incorporated
in it both in Landau and symmetric gauges. In addition to this, they prove that supersymmetry
remains unbroken there in the first order of §. There they obtain the same energy eigenvalue in
the first order of @ for both the symmetric and the Landau gauges (see equation (33) and (35)
on p. 160) because of the expression of the noncommutative gauge fields in symmetric gauge
given by equation (29) on p.159 in their article. It is important to note that equation (29) there
can not be derived from the first order Seiberg-Witten map given by equation (9) appearing
on p. 159. What actually follows from equation (9) on p. 159 there for the symmetric gauge
in the first order of 6 are given in the appendix (63I6.4). These expressions lead one to the
supersymmetric Hamiltonian (6.30) in the appendix as opposed to equation (34) of [12] on p.
160. The resulting SUSY Hamiltonian in the symmetric gauge then yields the eigenvalues (6.32])
in contrast to what were obtained in equation (35) of p. 160 in [12]. Equation (6.29) obtained
from ([G32) clearly indicates that the ground state energy in the symmetric gauge becomes non-
zero violating the conclusions claimed in [12]. The resulting anomaly associated with the nonzero
ground state energy of the SUSY Hamiltonian in the symmetric gauge is due to the fact that
the noncommutative gauge fields were obtained from the commutative ones by limiting only to
the first order (in #) Seiberg-Witten map (see equation (9) on p. 159). In contrast to ( [12]), we
resort to the exact expression of the noncommutative gauge fields in terms of the commutative
gauge fields given by ([2.14) to obtain a gauge invariant energy spectra ([3.29) of the underlying
SUSY Hamiltonian (3:20). It is worth remarking in this context that there is indeed a formal
power series expansion in ¢ of the exact expression of the gauge fields (ZI4) given by equations
(4.10) and (4.14) on p. 13 of []. And these expressions align with the ones given by the familiar
Seiberg-Witten map when one sets the gauge parameter r = 1 (see equation (4.20) of [4] on
p. 14). From this viewpoint, if one takes the Seiberg-Witten map into account to transform
the commutative gauge fields into the noncommutative ones, one has to take the expressions
containing all orders of ¢ in order to obtain a gauge invariant formulation of supersymmetric
quantum mechanics in a noncommutative plane.

The authors in [11], on the other hand, claimed to have used the Seiberg-Witten map in
all orders of the noncommutativity parameter 6 to address the solutions of the Pauli equation
associated with a nonrelativistic spin % charged particle placed in a noncommutative plane under
the influence of a vertical uniform magnetic field. There they claim to have obtained the energy
eigenvalues (equation (46) on p. 11 of [11]) of the Pauli Hamiltonian in all order of 6. The
problem arises when one takes n = 0 in that expression. The ground state energy is not zero
there either in the symmetric gauge leading to the fact that the underlying supersymmetry is
broken in all order of §. This is in sharp contrast to what we have found in the present paper (see
the discussions around equation ([B.37))) that supersymmetry remains unbroken in all order of the
noncommutativity parameter ¢ (note that we have used 9 to denote the spatial noncommutativity
parameter while the authors in [R[ITL12] used 6 to denote the same).

The authors in [§] used the Moyal product to obtain a deformed SUSY algebra (equation (32)
on p. 410 of [§]) to formulate quantum mechanics in noncommutative spaces. They started the
treatment with the case of a simple noncommutative manifold in 2 spatial dimensions. There

they used Bopp shift (a consequence of the Moyal product) to transform the commutative spatial

20



coordinates into the noncommutative ones. And to elucidate the general construction further,
they took the example of the SUSY Landau problem associated with a noncommutative 2-plane.
Then they proceed to compute the eigenvalues of the SUSY Hamiltonian in the symmetric gauge
(given by equation (40) on p.411 of [§]). The energy eigenvalues have noncommutative correction
in the expression they obtained (see equations (46) and (51) of [§]). The verification of the
calculations are all provided in detail in appendix (VL.2)) for the sake of completeness. The gauge
prescription the authors adopted in this example of SUSY Landau problem for noncommutative
2-plane is termed as naive minimal prescription in [5]. It has been proved there that such
gauge prescription yields gauge dependent energy spectra for noncommutative two dimensional
anisotropic harmonic oscillator in a constatnt magnetic field (see sec 3.3 on p. 11 of [5]). We
repeated the calculation undertaken in [8] for the Landau gauge (see ([G48)) following naive
minimal prescription in appendix (VL2). The energy eigenvalues (see (6.55])) then obtained do
not have the noncommutativity parameter 6 in their expression as opposed to the symmetric
gauge expression (see (G.47)). In other words, the energy eigenvalues of the SUSY Hamiltonian
associated with the SUSY Landau problem in a noncommutative 2-plane that the authors in
[8] obtained are gauge dependent. It is worth remarking at this stage that despite the gauge
dependency of the energy eigenvalues of the SUSY Hamiltonian, the underlying ground state
energy is found to be zero both in the symmetric and the Landau gauges there which points up

the fact that supersymmetry remains unbroken in this setup.

V Conclusion and Outlook

In this article, we have studied the quantum mechanical system of a spin 1/2 charged particle
situated in a noncommutative plane under the influence of a uniform vertical magnetic field using
the technique of deformation quantization. The noncommutative SUSY Landau model that we
are considering here is found to respect the deformed A = 2 supersymmetry algebra (see ([3.22)
and [324)). The eigenvalues of the SUSY Hamiltonian H turn out to be all not only independent
of the gauge parameter r but also independent of the noncommutativity parameter 9 (see ([3.33])).
The gauge parameter r-dependent nontrivial ground state (see[3.40) of the Fermionic Hamiltonian
corresponds to zero energy and hence the SUSY remains unbroken in all order of ©/. This result
is in sharp contrast to the findings of [ITL[12] as discussed at length in section [[Vl Finally, the
excited states of the partner Hamiltonians were computed both in Landau and symmetric gauges.
The n'" excited state (see B.4T) of the Fermionic Hamiltonian H; in the Landau gauge has no
¥ contribution while the one (see (858)) in the symmetric gauge has ¥ dependence through the
quantity A (1) defined in [52).

Witten introduced a topological characteristic associated with the ground state of the SUSY
Hamiltonian known as the Witten index [I8]. The Witten index is defined by

A:TLQ — N, (51)

where ng and n; are the numbers of zero energy Bosonic states and the number of zero energy
Fermionic states, respectively. These two positive integers ny and ns can be interpreted as the
dimension of the kernel of the superpotential A and its adjoint A", respectively. Therefore, the

Witten index A given in (&J]) can be recast into the following expression

A = dim ker AT — dim ker A. (5.2)
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To determine dim ker A and dim ker A", one needs to focus on the solution space of the equations
A" ¢ =0 and A" x" ¢ = 0, where by 0, we mean the constant 0-function in C*°(R?) that maps
all of R? to the constant real number 0. By referring back to (3.39) and the appendix (VL3)),
one can conclude that the only nontrivial solutions of the homogeneous equation A *" ¢ = 0 are
the complex multiples of the ground state wave function of the Fermionic Hamiltonian H; given
by B40) which refers to the fact that dimker. 4 = 1. Besides, the equation [B.33]) indicates
that there is no nontrivial ground state of the Bosonic Hamiltonian Hy = ﬁA *" At. Now,
ker AT C ker Hy together with ker Hy = {0} implies that ker AT = {0}. One then immediately
concludes that dimker A" = 0. Hence, the Witten index A = —1 # 0. The calculated Witten
index coincides with the result for the SUSY Landau problem in the commutative setup (9 = 0).
This result also points up the fact that there is no broken supersymmetry for the model of the
SUSY Landau problem in the noncommutative plane we are considering (see page 257, [18]).

A couple of directions can be pursued following what have been done in this article from the
deformation quantization perspective. We plan to study relativistic SUSY Landau problem in
a noncommutative plane by studying the relevant Dirac Hamiltonian (consult p. 9-12 of [14]
for the one in the commutative setup). For example, the Hamiltonian modelling a massless
Dirac Fermion in a uniform magnetic field was considered in [I3]. We expect to obtain results
conforming with the ones in [I3] as the noncommutativity parameter ¢ approaches zero. Another
direction involves considering a spin % charged particle placed on a fuzzy 2-sphere with a Dirac
monopole situated at the center of it. In this proposed model, the analogue of the noncommutative
2-plane considered in this article is the fuzzy 2-sphere. Since the phase space for a particle
moving in a 2-dimensional plane is R* and R* possesses translational symmetry, it was natural
to centrally extend the abelian group of translations in R* by R? (since we demanded position-
position and momentum-momentum noncommutativity in addition to the quantum mechanical
canonical commutation relations to hold) to construct the desired projective representations of it.
The analogous Lie group to consider for the proposed model will be the semidirect product group
R3 x SO(3) that acts transitively on the phase space T*S?, the cotangent bundle on the 2-sphere
as discussed in [16]. The idea will then be to carry out the construction proposed in [4] and in
the present article by carefully studying the unitary irreducible representations of the Euclidean

group R? x SO(3). We then expect to reproduce the results given in [9] as ¢ — 0.
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V1 Appendix

In the first two appendices, we gather all the detailed calculations together associated with the
claims we made in this article with reference to the articles [8[12]. It is important to note that
many of the notations in the articles mentioned above are confusing. Despite that we stick to
the original notations in order to facilitate the comparisons mentioned in section [Vl In the last
appendix, the details of the calculation for the ground state of the Fermionic Hamiltonian H

are incorporated.

VI.1 Detailed Calculation associated with the article [12]

To begin with, let us consider the symmetric gauge
1 1

According to the paper, one uses equation (9) to calculate the noncommutative potential A,

and A,. Equation (9) is given by
&zAréJ%%@&+EJ (6.2)

For the simplification of the calculation, let us consider x = 1 and y = 2. Therefore, one can

write

Aj = Ay — %6129141 (02A1 + Fo1) — %6219142(31141 + Fi1),

1 1 1 1
1 3

= ——By— -0B?
B Y 3 Y,

1 3
—_-B(1+2B0)y.
2 (+4 >y

(6.3)

Similarly,
1 1
Az iy = A2 — 56129/11 (02 Ag + Fao) — 56219/12(31142 + Fi2),

1 1 1
— -Bu+ 0Bz (-B+B
PR ‘T(2 + ))’

1
= in + 2932:17,

1 3
—-B(1+2B0) .
2 (+4 >‘T

Finally, one can calculate the noncommutative Field Strength using equation (5) of the paper,
which is
Ej = 8ZAJ — 8JAZ — ’L[/L, AJ]* (65)
Using (63) and (64l in (G5), one can calculate the field strength B
By = Fia = 0145 — 0 Ay —i[Ay, A5,

1 3 1 3 1 3 o
3 1 3 2
- B (1 + ZB@) +6 [53 (1 + ZBG)} .
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Let us define 5
B, =B (1 n ZBe) . (6.7)
Therefore, equation (6.6) is given by

N — 1—
Bsym = Bsym + Znyme' (6.8)

From (6.8), one can express B in first order of 6. The exact expression is given by
3 3 Lo 2
B.,.=B 1+ZB9 + ZB 0+ O(6°),
3 1
=B+ ZB29+ ZB29+O(92)’ (6.9)
= B(1 + Bb) + O(6%).

From (63) and (€4), It is evident that there is a contribution of noncommutative parameter 6
in the noncommutative potential.

In the Landau gauge, the potential is given by
Ay =—-By and A =0. (6.10)
Again, one uses ([6.2]) to calculate the NC potential Ay and As. In particular,
Ay = Ay — %6129141 (02AL + Fp1) — %6219141(51141 + F11),

1
= By + 36By(~B - B),

(6.11)
= —By — B%0y,
= —B(1+ Bb)y,
and
Ag pon = 0. (6.12)
Furthermore, in the Landau gauge the NC field Strength is given by
Bi.. = B(1 + BY). (6.13)

One uses the expression of A, and Ay to construct the noncommutative superpotential according
to equation (21) of the paper. The superpotential equation is

A= —[i(8, +iA,) + (9, +iA,)]. (6.14)

0 A
Q= (O 0), (6.15)

and the super Hamiltonian is the anti-commutator of @ and QT i.e.,

AAT o>

L
V2

The supercharge @ is given by

(6.16)
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In other words, the partner Hamiltonians are H; = Af A and H, = AA'. The Hamiltonian in

terms of the NC variable is given by
A 1 A N
H = 5 _(81 + iAi)2H2X2 + BO'3 . (617)

The equation above is the well-known Pauli Hamiltonian when the gyromagnetic ratio g = 2.
To calculate the Eigenvalue of the Hamiltonian, let us start with the basics of the Harmonic

oscillator Hamiltonian. The Hamiltonian of a simple Harmonic oscillator is given by

(6.18)

The above Hamiltonian can be solved using the algebraic method. Where the operator & and af

is given by

(6.19)
o mw [ ip
al=/—(2—-—
2h ( mw)
One can easily show that the Hamiltonian is given by
- 1
H = hw (a*a + 5) . (6.20)
Whereas the eigenvalue is given by
1
E, =hw (n + 5) . (6.21)

Where n =0,1,2,.... Now, let us set i =m = 1. Then equation ([G.I8]) can be expressed as

. 1
H=—— + -wi? (6.22)

“ (6.23)
ot w & p
at=./2 _ Xz
2 w
Therefore, the Hamiltonian is given by
N At 1
H=w aa+§ ) (6.24)

and the energy

1
E,=w (n + 5) . (6.25)
According to ([GIT), the supersymmetric Hamiltonian in the Landau gauge takes the form
- 1 . .
i =5 [(_ (82 — iB(1 + BO)y)* — 82)axo + B(1 + BG)Jg} ,
: (6.26)

5 |:(_8£ - 85 + 2iBLany8x + Bgany2)ﬂ2><2 + BLan03:| .
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Here, the operator 0, commutes with the Hamiltonian ]?ILM) expressed in the Landau gauge.
Hence, one can replace the operator 0, with its eigenvalue ik, so that the expression for ﬁLan in
(628) can be manipulated as

-E[Lan = (_ai - 85 - 2BLanyk:E + B2 y2)ﬁ2><2 + BLaxxo3:| )

Lan

(—02 — 35 - 2B,..yk, + B> y2)ﬁ2x2 + BLMU3} ,

Lan

A kg k2 N .
(‘35 - 83 + BZ., <y2 - 2yB + A; ) - ki) Iox2 + Br..03
Lan

(6.27)

3

N[ = N =N =

Lan

. Er \2 . R
= (“ﬁ - 35 + B, (y - = ) - ki) Iox2 + Br..03

Lan

N =

One can now compute the energy eigenvalues of the Hamiltonian H,.. expressed in the Landau

gauge following equation (G21]). The energy eigenvalues are given by

A 1\ B,
E;a“ = BLan (n + _> + — 0-7

2 2
~ 1 1
= BLan (n + 5 + 50-) ) (628)

= B(1 + B9) (n—i—%-ﬁ-%a).

One immediately observes from (G.28) that the ground state energy in the Landau gauge is zero
as expected, i.e.,
Ej* = 0. (6.29)

It is important to note here that the eigenvalues of 92 cancel out —k2. Besides, there is no

effect of the constant term B,kx in the energy eigenvalue. In particular, the Harmonic oscillator

Lan
km

potential is shifted in the coordinate space by an amount of B One should also note here that

Lan
the energy of the Harmonic oscillator is not affected by the translation of the momentum.

Finally, the SUSY Hamiltonian in the symmetric gauge takes the form

H L 0, — (14 3B i 9, + B (1+ 380 i I
= — _ ' — = —_ _ —_ —_ xr
sym = 2 477 )Y vy 4 2x2
(6.30)
+ B(1 4 B)o3 |,
which, upon simplification, leads to
N 1 s .o B2 3 N, 3 .
Hsym:5 —896—8y+T 1+ZBG (z*+y°)+ B 1+ZBG L. 3 Ioxo
(6.31)

+ B(1+ Bf)os

Using standard techniques, one can show that the energy eigenvalues of the Hamiltonian above

expressed in symmetric gauge is given by

1 1
ESn =B (1 + %B@) <n tgHme |m|> + 3B+ Bo)o (6.32)
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Here, m € Z is the eigenvalue of the L, operator. Also, n = 0,1,2,.... According to the above
equation, it is evident that the ground state energy in the symmetric gauge is

B 3 1

= 2329 - %326‘, (6.33)
1

= ——B?9,
8
for m being zero or any negative integer. Now, based on (6.29) with (6.33]), one concludes that
the ground state energy of the supersymmetric Hamiltonian given in ([6.17) is not unambiguously
zero as opposed to the claim in [I2]. And hence, it can not be concluded using the analysis

undertaken in [I2] that the supersymmetry remains unbroken in this situation.

VI.2 Detailed Calculation associated with the article [8]
The NC supersymmetric Hamiltonian is given by the equation

2H™ ={Q, Q") (6.34)

where the anticommutator is taken with respect to the star product (see [§], page 5). The

supercharges in the above equation are given by
Q=01 - i%l) + i(‘?z - i42))0+, (6.35)
Qf = (—(01 —iAL) + (02 —iA2))o_,

where oy = Zitoe,

These supercharges are 2 x 2 matrices and hence it is evident that the
supersymmetric Hamiltonian is a 2 x 2 matrix.

Using the above expression of @ and QT, one can simplify the NC supersymmetric Hamiltonian
as

2HNO = (—(01 —iA1)? — (02 — iA2)?)Iy + (0142 — Do Ay — i[ Ay, A3y )os, (6.36)
where I and o3 are the 2 x 2 identity matrix and third Pauli matrix respectively. In the NC

setup, one identifies

Fio = 81./42 — (92./41 — i[A1, AQ]*, (637)

which is the generalization of the field strength tensor associated with the commutative gauge
field.
In the paper, the authors considered the SUSY Landau problem in the NC space. In the

commutative space, the vector potentials in the symmetric gauge are given by

_ BA2 _BAl
Al— 2&6, A2—2.’L',

where B represents the constant magnetic field and &, Z2 represents the quantum mechanical

(6.38)

position operator. Here, one should note that we use a hat to represent quantum mechanical
operator, i.e., observables, and without a hat the NC observables. Using (6.35]), the supercharges

in terms of the vector potentials can be written as

. B
Q =1 (pl =+ Zp2 — %(Il + ’LZZ?2)) 04,
. (6.39)

B
Qf = —i <p1 — ipg + %(xl - m:2)> o_,
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The supersymmetric Hamiltonian in the NC space is given by

B\ 2
2HNC = (p*p-i- (5> m*w—BL) I 4 Fiz03, (6.40)

where p = (p1,p2), * = (2%,2%), and L = z'py — 2?p; is the third component of the orbital

angular momentum in the noncommutative space. Besides, one uses (6.38) in (6.37) to calculate
Fis. In particular,

(6.41)
B,

:B _
+ 0,

1
s 1+ Lm),

where one uses noncommutative commutation relation [x!

, 2%, = i0. In the paper, the authors
introduced Bopp shift (see [§], page 1). To achieve the noncommutative commutation relation,
the Bopp shift takes the form

_ 9
=3 - ie”ﬁj. (6.42)

Note that under the Bopp shift, one can calculate

p ) (6.43)
(p1)* + =@%p1 + —572131) o,

2 2

92
4

zlxazl x¢p = <A1 — gﬁz) (i?l — §A2> b,
2
= <(551)2 + %(ﬁz)Q - gilﬁz - gilﬁz) o,
92
= <(551)2 + Z(pz) - 93511?2) ¢
2 xz? k= <A2 + gﬁl) (922 + gﬁ1> b,
< 5

(p1)* + 9352131> ¢.
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Therefore, one can write

p* ¢ = ((p1)* + (P2)?) ¢

2= (&) + (&) + % ((01)° + (32)%) - 9£> 2
Lx¢= (ﬁ - g ((1)* + (152)2)> 6.

Hence, the supersymmetric NC Hamiltonian is given by
NC ) 0B\ * B\’ .2 0B\ . 0B
2H > =|p°|(1+— ) + (=) 2=—-B|(l+— |L|LL+B|1+— | o3,
m 4 2 4 4
. B\?%. .

where the following identifications were made

%7 Cﬁ
S
1+
0B
5o (1+22)

The energy eigenvalues of the Hamiltonian given in the equation (G.43)) is

§(2n_ +1)+ §

Esym —
n_,n+ 2

Let us consider the Landau gauge now. The vector potential in this gauge is given by
A = —B:Z?27 Ay = 0.

In this gauge, the supercharges are

Q = (01 +iBx?) +idy)o,
Q" = (—(01 +iBx?) +ids)o_,

Therefore, the Hamiltonian is given by

2H)S = (= (01 + iBz?)? — (02)%) Lo + Fiz03,

Lan

= (p1 *x P14 po * p2 + 2Bx? x p1 + B22? « :c2) Iy + Fisos.
In the Landau gauge, the field strength is given by

Py, =0B.

29

(6.44)

(6.45)

(6.46)

(6.47)

(6.48)

(6.49)

(6.50)

(6.51)



Note that under the Bopp shift, one can calculate
pxpxy = py.

o 0.\ .
2% % pp*p = ($2 + 51?1) prp,

O 0,
= (552]91 + 5]9%) (2

6.52
2 xrixp = <i2+gﬁ1> <£2+gﬁ1) o, ( )

R 2

= ((172)2 + %(ﬁ1)2 + gi2ﬁ1 + gi2ﬁ1> ¢,
2

= ((W + %(ﬁlf + 6:@2151) 6.

Now, using the above relation one can rewrite the supersymmetric Hamiltonian of the NC space
as

0 6>
2H;, = [ﬁ% +28 (:@2151 + 515%) + B ((W + P+ %2151) +ﬁ5] I + Bos,
512 (6.53)

— [ﬁ% (1+B€+ Bf >+ﬁ§+32{(552)2+2%@2ﬁ1 (1+379) H I, + Bos.

The operator p; commutes with the above Hamiltonian, since there is no &' in the Hamiltonian.
Hence, they have the same eigenstates. Therefore, one can replace p; with the eigenvalue k; of
p1. The Hamiltonian can be written as

BO\® . ) 1. B k BO\\>
2H;, = [k? (1+7) +p§+BQ{(:c2)2+2§x2k1 <1+7>+<§1 <1+7)> }_
BO\?
kf<1+—>
2
2y fa F (B0 i
P2 B 2
(6.54)

The expression in the square bracket is an expression of a 1-dimensional Harmonic oscillator.

HQ + BU37

HQ + BO’g.

The energy eigenvalue of the Hamiltonian is given by the following expression

1 1

Here, one should note that the eigenvalue is independent of the noncommutative parameter
0. Besides, it is evident from the above expression of energy eigenvalue that the eigenvalue is

independent of k; € R. Hence, one can conclude that the eigenvalue is continuously degenerate.

V1.3 Detailed Calculation associated with the Ground State of the
Fermionic Hamiltonian

Since the ground state energy is zero for the Hamiltonian Hi, it is evident that the superpotential
should annihilate the ground state. Therefore, one can write

Asxm S = 0. (6.56)
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Using ([B.3)), one can write the left side of the above equation as

_ 2(1 — r)ehB 1)
R O NS PG «"
Yo Pa * Yo h—l— VI2 —A4r(r — l)ehﬁBy Yo
(1) 2rehB r (1)
+ | = * €T * ,
P G - DenaB ]
—ilpp® 2(1 —r)ehB o
= - —+
[p Y R i DeriB
. () 2rehB S (1)
+ | - )
P i DewiB ]
(6.57)
1. 2(1 — r)ehB Lo N )
=1 x + + & Mx
[p S /oy 1)eh193( w7
. (D) 2rehB . (r=1)9, (1)
+| - + &+ :
Pyto h+/h? —dr(r — l)eﬁﬁB{ h py}wo
B 2(1 —r)ehB g+ i1+ 2r(1 —r)edB ool
"N hr VR _ar —D)ehB’ h+ /2 —4r(r —1)ehdB 0
n 2rehB R " 2r(1 —r)edB R (1)
z— .
It /2 — dr(r — 1)chuB ht JR2—dr(r —DehoB ||
For the sake of simplicity, let us choose
2(1 —r)ehB
T ht V2 —4r(r —1)ehdB’
2rehB 6.58
Tt VhE = 4r(r — 1)ehdB’ (6.58)
S—1+ 2r(1 — r)evB
hi+ /B2 —4r(r — 1)eldB
Using equation (6.57) and (G658 in (6.56), one can write
{(zMy—l—zsz—l-N:z:—Spy) {1 )](I,y) =0,
(6.59)

: 9 AW _
(zMy+hs%+Nx+msa—y) D (z,y) = 0.

The above first-order partial differential equation can be solved using the separation of variables

technique. To this end, let us consider
0 (@,y) = X (@)Y (). (6.60)

Hence, equation (G.59) takes the form
hS 0X hS oY

i M ——+N j—— = 0. .61
7 y+X8x+ a:—l—zyay 0 (6.61)
One can write the above equation as
h
S dX 4 Nz—m
X do (6.62)
My + hSdY ‘
iMy sz =-m
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Here, m can take any real value carrying the dimension of momentum. The solution of the above

two first order linear differential equations is

Xt o [ (e 52) ]

1 My?
Y (y) = exp {ﬁ <imy — 2y ) + c’} .
Here, ¢ and ¢’ are dimensionless constants that can be determined using boundary conditions

imposed on the wavefunction 1/161) in (G.60).
Using the above expression of X (z) and Y (y) and plugging in the values of M, N, and S,

(6.63)

from ([G58)), one can write down the ground state wave function 1/)(()1) (z,y) for arbitrary real value

of the gauge parameter r explicitly as

rehBax?
h+\/h? —4r(r — 1)ehdB

(1) 1

h {1 + hty/h2—4r(r—1)ehdB }

mx +imy —

(6.64)

B (1 —r)ehBy? } Tk
h+ /B2 —4r(r — 1)ehd B '

Here, k, again, is a new dimensionless constant obtained from ¢ and ¢'.
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