arXiv:1205.2474v1 [hep-th] 11 May 2012

Testing Spatial Noncommutativity via Magnetic Hyperfine Structure Induced by Fractional Angular Momentum of Rydberg System

Jian-Zu ZHANG^{a,∗}, Hong-Ping LIU^b, Wei CAO^c, Ke-Lin GAO^b

a Institute for Theoretical Physics, East China University of Science and Technology, Box 316, Shanghai 200237, People’s Republic of China b State Key Laboratory of Magnetic Resonance and Atomic and Molecular Physics, Wuhan Institute of Physics and Mathematics, Chinese Academy of Science, Wuhan 430071, People’s Republic of China c Department of Physics, University of Fribourg; Ch du Musee 3, 1700 Fribourg, Switzerland

PACS 03.65.-w – Quantum mechanics.

Abstract An approach to solve the critical problem of testing quantum effects of spatial noncommutativity is proposed. Magnetic hyperfine structures in a Rydberg system induced by fractional angular momentum originated from spatial noncommutativity are discussed. The orders of the corresponding magnetic hyperfine splitting of spectrum ∼ 10^{−7} − 10^{−8}eV lie within the limits of accuracy of current experimental measurements. Experimental tests of physics beyond the standard model are the focus of broad interest. We note that the present approach is reasonable achievable with current technology. The proof is based on very general arguments involving only the deformed Heisenberg-Weyl algebra and the fundamental property of angular momentum. Its experimental verification would constitute an advance in understanding of fundamental significance, and would be a key step towards a decisive test of spatial noncommutativity.

∗ Correspondence should be addressed to: J.-Z. Zhang (email: jzzhang@ecust.edu.cn)

1. Introduction – As one of the current candidates in tracking down new physics beyond the standard model, quantum mechanics in noncommutative space (NCQM) [1–21] should be verifiable.^1 Modifications of spatial noncommutativity (NC) to normal quantum theory depending on vanishingly small NC parameters, which lead to NC quantum effects are usually far beyond experimental accuracy. Therefore, a widely held view is that NCQM can only make predictions outside the range of experimental observation. However, the conclusion is premature [20]. Indeed, attempts in recent experiments performed by Connerade et al. [20] suggest that there may be a way to test for NCQM.

Recently, it has been found [14, 19, 21] that the vanishingly small NC constants [5, 12], which usually appear in NC corrections of any physical observable, cancel out in the fractional angular momentum (FAM) originated from spatial noncommutativity under well-defined conditions. It turns out that FAM results in the unusual zero-point value h̄/4. This provides a distinct signature of spatial noncommutativity, which survives into the normal quantum scale. The difficulty involved in testing spatial noncommutativity via FAM is that direct measurements of FAM are a challenge enterprise.

With particular emphasis on feasible experimental tests, this paper proposes an approach of testing spatial noncommutativity via measuring magnetic hyperfine structures (MHFS [22, 23]) induced by FAM in a Rydberg system. The orders of the corresponding splitting of MHFS ∼ 10^{−7} − 10^{−8}eV lie within the limits of accuracy of current experimental measurements, and can be detected by using existing technology. The significant advance of the proposed method is that it solves a critical outstanding problem of NC quantum effects being unmeasurable, paves the way for notable progress and will lead to the first real test of spatial noncommutativity. Our proof is based on a very general argument involving only the deformed Heisenberg-Weyl algebra and the fundamental property of angular momentum. Therefore, if it is achieved experimentally, this will constitute an advance in understanding of fundamental significance.

2. Review of FAM originated from spatial noncommutativity [14, 15, 19, 21] – We investigate ion motion in the laboratory system, trapped in a uniform magnetic field

1This paper focuses on the low energy relics of noncommutative quantum theory and construct formalism, which closely relates to a way testable by current experiments. It is enough to work in deformed formalism at the NCQM level.

B aligned along the z-axis and an electrostatic potential [21] V_{eff} = V_{eff,2} + V_{eff,z} = m_I 2 (ω^2_ρx_ix_i + ω^2_z z^2), (1)

(the summation convention is used, i, j = 1, 2), where m_I is ion mass, ω_ρ and ω_z are characteristic frequencies, respectively, in the (x_1, x_2)-plane and z direction. The vector potential A_i of B is chosen as A_i = −Bϵ_{ij} x_j /2, A_z = 0. The Hamiltonian H(x, p) of the trapped ion can be decomposed into H = H_2 + H_z, where H_z(z, p_z) = p^2_z/2m_I + m_I ω^2_z z^2/2, and H_2(x, p) = H_{k,2} + V_{eff,2} = 1 2m_I p^2_i + 1 2 ω_cϵ_{ij} p_ix_j + 1 2 m_I ω^2_P x^2_i , (2)

where H_{k,2} = ∑ i(p_i − q^∗A_i)^2/2m_I is the mechanical kinetic energy operator which is different from the canonical kinetic energy operator p_ip_i/2m_I . H_2 is a two dimensional Chern-Simons Hamiltonian with the cyclotron frequency ω_c = q^∗B/m_I , effective charge q^∗ = Z^∗e(> 0) and the characteristic frequency ω_P = (ω^2_ρ + ω^2_c /4)^{1/2}. In the following, we focus on the H_2.

The deformed Hamiltonian H_2(x̂, p̂) in noncommutative space can be obtained by reformulating the corresponding undeformed H_2(x, p) in terms of deformed canonical variables x̂_i and p̂_i which satisfy two dimensional deformed Heisenberg-Weyl algebra

[x̂_i, x̂_j ] = iξ^2ϵ_{ij} θ, [x̂_i, p̂_j] = ih̄δ_{ij} , [p̂_i, p̂_j ] = iξ^2ϵ_{ij} η,

where θ and η are the constant parameters of spatial noncommutativity, independent of position and momentum; ϵ_{ij} is a two-dimensional antisymmetric unit tensor with ϵ_{12} = −ϵ_{21} = 1, ϵ_{11} = ϵ_{22} = 0. The scaling factor ξ is defined as ξ = (1 + θη/4h̄^2)^{−1/2}.

The deformed Heisenberg-Weyl algebra can be realized by x_i and p_i as follows:

x̂_i = ξ(x_i − 1 2h̄ θϵ_{ij} p_j ), p̂_i = ξ(p_i + 1 2h̄ ηϵ_{ij}x_j ), where x_i and p_i satisfy the undeformed Heisenberg-Weyl algebra [x_i, x_j ] = [p_i, p_j] = 0, [x_i, p_j] = ih̄δ_{ij}. The deformed H_2(x̂, p̂) can be further expressed by x_i and p_i as Ĥ_2(x, p): Ĥ_2(x, p) = Ĥ_{k,2}(x, p) + V̂_{eff,2}(x) ≡ 1 2M (p_i + 1 2 Gϵ_{ij} x_j )^2 + 1 2 Kx^2_i = 1 2M p^2_i + 1 2M Gϵ_{ij} p_ix_j + 1 2 MΩ^2_P x^2_i , (3) where the effective parameters M, G, Ω_P and K are defined as 1 2M ≡ ξ^2( 1 2m_I c^2_1 + 1 16h̄^2 m_I ω^2_ρθ^2), G 2M ≡ ξ^2( 1 m_I c_1c_2 + 1 4h̄ m_I ω^2_ρθ),

MΩ^2_P ≡ ξ^2( 1 m_I c^2 + 1 2 m_I ω^2_ρ), K ≡ MΩ^2_P − 1 4M G^2,

and c_1 = 1 + m_I ω_cθ/4h̄, c_2 = m_I ω_c/2 + η/2h̄. Ĥ_2 can be changed into two uncoupled harmonic modes [14, 21].

Similarly, the deformed angular momentum J_z(x̂, p̂) = ϵ_{ij}x̂_ip̂_j can be expressed by undeformed variables x_i and p_i as Ĵ_z(x, p) = ϵ_{ij} x_ip_j − 1 2h̄ ξ^2 (θp_ip_i + ηx_ix_i) .

The corrections due to spatial noncommutativity are terms O(θ) and/or O(η), which lead to Ĵ_z taking fractional value. The existing upper bounds of θ and η are θ/(h̄c)2 ≤ (10 T eV )−2 [5] and | √ η | ≤ 1μeV/c [12]. O(θ) and O(η) are vanishingly small, so that the corrections of spatial noncommutativity are beyond the limits of measurable accuracy of experiments.

3. Reduction for massive system – We found a testable effect of spatial noncommutativity in the reduced system of Ĥ_2. Because Ĥ_2 and Ĥ_{k,2} do not commute, different from the massless model considered in [24], the difficulty of reduction for the massive model is how to treat the mechanical kinetic energy Ĥ_{k,2}. To get rid of this difficulty, the reducing procedure is adopted in the following steps.

The ion oscillates harmonically with an axial frequency along the z-axis (its energy alternates between kinetic and potential energy). In the (1, 2)-plane, it executes a superposition of a fast circular cyclotron motion of an effective cyclotron frequency with a small radius (its energy is almost exclusively kinetic energy), and a slow circular magnetron drift motion of an effective magnetron frequency in a large orbit (its energy is almost exclusively potential energy). V̂_{eff,2} is reduced by reducing the amplitudes of the radio-voltage and the dc voltage applied between the electrodes of the ring and two end caps of the combined trap. We use, e.g., Doppler cooling to slow the energy of ion down to the mK and then cool the ion to the ground state of Ĥ_2 with the sideband cooling [25, 26]. By synchronizing the laser field with V̂_{eff,2} reduction, the ion is kept in the ground state of the reducing Ĥ_2. In V̂_{eff,2} → 0 the axial and the magnetron-like motions disappear, only the cyclotron motion survives. Thus Ĥ_2 → Ĥ^{(V̂ →0)}_2 = Ĥ_{k,2}, and the energy of the survived motion is the ground value Ê_{k,0}.

Taking Ĥ^{(V̂ →0)}_2 = Ê_{k,0} as the initial condition, the reduced system is obtained by resetting an electric field Ẽ of harmonic potential m_I (ω̃^2_ρx_ix_i + ω̃^2_z z^2)/2, which leads to a full Hamiltonian H̃_2 = Ĥ_{k,2} + K̃x_ix_i/2 (in Eq. (3) we replace ω_ρ with ω̃_ρ, then K and G are replaced with K̃ and G̃). Ẽ satisfies the condition that the ion is trapped in the first stability range of the Paul trap. Thus Ẽ is weak. The original B is fixed such that the corresponding energy interval ΔÊ_k = Ê_{k,1} − Ê_{k,0} is large enough so that Ẽ cannot disturb the ion from the ground state |Ê_{k,0}⟩ to the first excited state |Ê_{k,1}⟩ of Ĥ^{(V̂ →0)}_2 . Thus the system remains in the ground state. In the subspace {|Ê_{k,0}⟩_i} of the ground state, for any state |ψ⟩ = ∑ i c_i|Ê_{k,0}⟩_i we obtain H̃_2|ψ⟩ = (Ĥ_{k,2} + K̃x_ix_i/2)|ψ⟩ = (Ê_{k,0} + K̃x_ix_i/2)|ψ⟩.

Therefore, in the subspace {|Ê_{k,0}⟩_i} of the ground state, H̃_2 is reduced to:

H̃_2 → Ê_{k,0} + 1 2 K̃x_ix_i ≡ H̃^{(0)}_2 . (4)

The reduced system H̃^{(0)}_2 is a constrained one [21]. The Lagrangian corresponding to H̃_2 is L̃_2 = Mẋ_iẋ_i/2 + G̃ϵ_{ij}ẋ_ix_j /2 − K̃x_ix_i/2. The reduced Lagrangian corresponding to H̃^{(0)}_2 is L̃^{(0)}_2 = G̃ϵ_{ij}ẋ_ix_j /2 − K̃x_ix_i/2 − Ê_{k,0}. The definition of canonical momenta p_i ≡ ∂L̃^{(0)}_2 /∂ẋ_i does not determine velocities ẋ_i as functions of p_i and x_j , but gives relations between p_i and x_j : φ̃_i ≡ p_i + 1 2 G̃ϵ_{ij} x_j = 0. (5)

According to Dirac’s formalism of quantizing a constrained system, such relations are primary constraints [27, 28]. Because the Poisson brackets {φ̃_i, φ̃_j}_P = G̃ϵ_{ij} ≠ 0, the Dirac brackets are determined, {x_i, p_j }_D = δ_{ij} /2, ect. The constraints φ̃_i are strong conditions. They are used to eliminate dependent variables: four variables (x_i, p_i), (i = 1, 2) are reduced to two independent ones (e.g. x_1, p_1). Using these constraints to eliminate dependent variables, the corresponding quantum commutators of independent variables x̃ ≡ √ 2x_1 and p̃ ≡ √ 2p_1 are [x̃, p̃] = ih̄, ect. Then H̃^{(0)}_2 is rewritten as 1-dimensional harmonic Hamiltonian plus Ê_{k,0}. The full Hamiltonian H̃_2 has two harmonic modes [21, 14]. The reduction to the reduced phase space alters the symplectic structure. It leads to one mode of H̃_2 going to infinity, decoupling from the system, and only one mode H̃^{(0)}_2 surviving.^2 H̃^{(0)}_2 has a reduced set of eigenstates, and the eigenvalues of Ĵ_z then become

J̃_n = h̄J̃ (n + 1 2 ), (n = 0, 1, 2, · · · ) (6a)

J̃ = 1 − m^I ω^cθ 4h̄ − η m_I ω_ch̄ + m^2_Iω̃^2_ρθ + η

. (6b)

Where the two terms O(θ) and O(η) are corrections due to the spatial noncommutativity,

which are inaccessible to experiment because they are vanishingly small.

In the case of both position-position and momentum-momentum noncommuting, there

is an effective intrinsic magnetic field B_{eff} ∼ η [21]. Thus a further limiting process of di-

minishing the external magnetic field B (ω_c) to zero is meaningful, and the surviving system

has non-trivial dynamics. In this limit we have η/(m_I ω_ch̄ + m^2_Iω̃^2_ρθ + η) → η/(m^2_Iω̃^2_ρθ + η).

Using the consistency condition^3 η = m^2_Iω̃^2_ρθ, this leads to a cancelation between the NC

parameters θ and η so that this term equals 1/2, and J̃ = 1/2 − m_I ω_cθ/4h̄, where 1/2

dominates J̃ . Therefore, the dominant value of the zero-point angular momentum J̃_0 as-

sumes a fractional value:^4 h̄/4. This is a distinct NC signal, which is within the limits of

2We compare dynamics in the present reduction and the reduction in the massless limit of [24]. Lagrangian L̃_2, reduced L̃^{(0)}_2 and constraints φ̃_i are similar to Lagrangian L Eq. (1), reduced L_0 Eq. (5) and constraints C^i Eq. (17) of [24]. The reduction L̃_2 → L̃^{(0)}_2 is similar to the reduction L → L_0 of [24]. In both reductions, therefore the similar Chern- Simons type behavior and truncated states decoupling are obtained.

3The proportionality of the NC parameters θ and η is determined by fundamental principles. At the quantum mechanics level, the general structures of the deformed annihilation and creation operators which satisfy a complete and closed deformed bosonic algebra at the non-perturbation level were obtained in Ref. [16]. The proportionality η = Kθ between the NC parameters θ and η is clarified from the consistency of the deformed Heisenberg-Weyl algebra with the deformed bosonic algebra. θ is a fundamental constant. K depends on some dynamical parameters of Lagrangian. From the definition of momenta being the partial derivatives of Lagrangian with respect to the NC coordinates, the dependence of η on the dynamical parameters of the considered system is understood.

4There is a subtle point related to taking the meaningful limits θ, η → 0 and B → 0. In the limits θ, η → 0, deformed dynamics in NC space is reduced to undeformed one in commutative space. The reduced system H̃^{(0)}_2 is a constrained one. The Deformed Poisson brackets of the constraints are {φ̃_i, φ̃_j }_P = G̃ϵ_{ij} . In the limits θ, η → 0, they are reduced to undeformed ones in commutative space, {φ_i, φ_j }_P = m_I ω_cϵ_{ij} . If we followed with B → 0(ω_c → 0), we would obtain {φ_i, φ_j }_P = 0, thus Dirac brackets of canonical variables would not be determined, and the system would not survive at the quantum level. This indicates that in Eq. (6b) when we take θ, η → 0 first to yield the conventional result, it makes no sense to follow with B → 0. On the other hand, if we take B → 0 first, the deformed Poisson brackets are reduced to {φ_i, φ_j }_P = (m^2_I ω^2_ρθ + η)ϵ_{ij} /h̄. This shows that the subsequent limit θ, η → 0 also is meaningless. Therefore, only in NC space non-trivial dynamics of the reducced system H̃^{(0)}_2 survives at the quantum level in the limit B → 0.

measurable accuracy of current experiments.

4. MHFS induced by FAM J̃_0 – We consider a doubly-charged alkaline-earth ion I^{++} caught in a combined-field trap. The trapping mechanism is provided by a uniform magnetic field B aligned along the z-axis and an electrostatic potential (1). For an alkalineearth atom, the outer subshell has two s electrons, and the inner shells are completely filled. When the two s electrons of the outer shell are ionized, the resulting double-ion I^{++} also has rotational symmetry and resembles an effective spherical nucleus. We consider an electron injected into the trap and the captured electron together with this ion forms a singly-charged ion I^+ which is still stably trapped. It is required that the principal quantum number n of the captured electron is large enough so that the system is a Rydberg one. In a reasonable approximation, the energy spectrum of the Rydberg electron is calculated on a similar basis as for a hydrogen-like system.

According to the above analysis, in the case where both position-position and momentummomentum operators are noncommuting, and under the aforementioned conditions, the trapped ion I^{++} possesses FAM J̃_0. Correspondingly, there is a zero-point magnetic momentum μ̃_0, μ̃_0 = Z^∗e 2m_I J̃_0 = Z^∗μ^N Ah̄ J̃_0, (7)

where m_I = Am_P (m_P is proton mass and A is nuclear mass number), μ_N = eh̄/2m_p is nuclear magneton.

The magnetic interaction between the magnetic momentum μ̃_0 and the magnetic fields of the Rydberg electron induces magnetic hyperfine structures of the energy spectrum of the Rydberg electron. Thus the measurement of FAM J̃_0, through the corresponding μ̃_0, is turned into measuring MHFS of the Rydberg electron. Similar to MHFS generated by nuclear spin [22, 23], splitting of MHFS induced by J̃_0 of the ion I^{++} can be calculated in two equivalent approaches [22]: investigating the interaction of the ion I^{++} on the Rydberg electron, or discussing the equivalent interaction of the Rydberg electron on the ion I^{++}. In the following, we apply the second approach.

To get a clean signal of such induced MHFS, we choose some even-even nucleus, because the nuclear spin of an even-even nucleus is zero.

The magnetic hyperfine interaction [22, 23] – In the center of mass system the magnetic hyperfine splitting of the energy spectrum of the Rydberg electron induced by J̃_0 of the ion I^{++} is described by the effective hyperfine interaction Hamiltonian H^{(hfs)}_{in} between ⃗μ̃_0 = −(Z^∗μ_N /Ah̄)(0, 0, J̃_0) of the ion I^{++} and the magnetic fields generated at the position of the ion I^{++} by the Rydberg electron. The corresponding splitting and intervals of the electronic energy spectrum are ΔE^{(hfs)}_{nljmj} = ⟨nljm_j |H^{(hfs)}_{in} |nljm_j ⟩ = A_{nlj}J̃_0m_jh̄, ΔE^{(hfs)}_{nlj} (Δm_j ) ≡ ΔE^{(hfs)}_{nljmj} − ΔE^{(hfs)}_{nljmj ′} = A_{nlj}J̃_0Δm_jh̄, where Δm_j = m_j − m_j ′ . We consider the even-even nucleus of Magnesium (Z = 12, A = 24). When two s electrons at the M shell are ionized, the ion Mg^{++} has a spherical configuration. The Rydberg electron should fills shells of n > 3. We estimate the magnetic hyperfine splitting and intervals of the spectrum of the Rydberg electron of n = 6, l = 0.

For an s electron, l = 0, j = 1/2, m_j = ±1/2, Δm_j = 1. Owing to the non-vanishing electronic charge density at the ion Mg^{++}, the only contribution to the Hamiltonian H^{(hfs)}_{in} comes from the Fermi contact interaction. From A_{n0} 1_2 = (8/3)(m_e/Am_p)α^4(m_ec^2)(Z^∗/n)^3/h̄^2, it follows that the magnetic hyperfine splitting and intervals have orders

ΔE^{(hfs)}_{60 12 ±12} = ± 1 2 A_{60} 1_2 J̃_0h̄ ∼ ±5.5 × 10^{−8}eV, (8a) ΔE^{(hfs)}_{60 12} (1) = ΔE^{(hfs)}_{60 12 12} − ΔE^{(hfs)}_{60 12 −12} ∼ 1.1 × 10^{−7}eV. (8b)

Measurements of ΔE^{(hfs)}_{nljmj} and/or ΔE^{(hfs)}_{nlj} (Δm_j ) directly determine FAM J̃_0, thus providing signals of spatial noncommutativity.

5. Testing spatial noncommutativity via MHFS by FAM J̃_0 – An ionic core with a closed shell configuration such as Mg^{++} is a conceptually ideal system to testing spatial noncommutativity. Mg^{++} is trapped by a combination of an electrostatic potential (1) and a uniform magnetic field B aligned along the z-axis [21]. According to the mentioned approach, the reduced system Ĥ^{(0)}_2 is realized. In the well defined limits, the surviving system has non-trivial dynamics, and FAM of Mg^{++} is J̃_0. To make J̃_0 observable, we inject an electron into the trap, capturing it in a high Rydberg state of an appropriate principal quantum number n by Mg^{++}. The coupling between μ̃_0 of Mg^{++} and the magnetic fields generated at the position of Mg^{++} by the Rydberg electron will induce the magnetic hyperfine splitting of the electronic energy spectrum which is signal of spatial noncommutativity. Their orders are ∼ 10^{−7} −10^{−8}eV , which lie within the limits of measuring accuracy of current experiments. This experiment can be achieved by existing technology, for example, high-resolution laser spectroscopy. Considering the pollution from other interactions during the measurement, we should pick up the true signal contributing the magnetic hyperfine splitting induced by FAM. This is achieved by the experiments which are performed twice: one with the magnetic field detuned to zero and one without the detuning process.

6. Summary – NCQM is a candidate of possible new physics. At first sight, it seems that NCQM is unverifiable. However, we found that MHFS induced by FAM is one of the most important effect of spatial noncommutativity which, under well-defined conditions, lies within the range of normal laboratory measurements. Physics beyond the standard model is speculative. Its experimental tests are the focus of broad interest, especially the MHFS approach is reasonable achievable with current technology. Comparing with the experiments performed on quasi-bound Rydberg states in crossed fields [20], via a Chern-Simons process [19], using modified electron momentum spectroscopy [21] and others, MHFS is the most effective approach. Based on the unique feature of the MHFS approach, its experimental observation will be a key step towards a decisive test of confirming or ruling out spatial noncommutativity.

JZZ’s work is supported by NSFC (No. 10575037) and SEDF; LKG’s work is supported by NSFC (No. 60490280) and NFRPC (No. 2005CB724500); HPL’s work is supported by NSFC (No. 10774162); WC’s work is supported by the Swiss National Foundation (Grant No. 200020-125124).

References

[1] E. Witten, Nucl. Phys. B 268 (1986) 253.

[2] N. Seiberg and E. Witten, J. High Energy Phys. 09 (1999) 032. [3] M. Chaichian, M. M. Sheikh-Jabbari, A. Tureanu, Phys. Rev. Lett. 86 (2001) 2716. [4] J. Gamboa, M. Loewe, J. C. Rojas, Phys. Rev. D 64 (2001) 067901. [5] S. M. Carroll, J. A. Harvey, V. A. Kostelecky, C. D. Lane, T. Okamoto, Phys. Rev.

Lett. 87 (2001) 141601.

[6] Z. Guralnik, R. Jackiw, S. Y. Pi, A. P. Polychronakos, Phys. Lett. B 517 (2001) 450. [7] V. P. Nair, A. P. Polychronakos, Phys. Lett. B 505 (2001) 267. [8] A. Hatzinikitas, I. Smyrnakis, J. Math. Phys. 43 (2002) 113. [9] A. Smailagic, E. Spallucci, Phys. Rev. D 65 (2002) 10770. [10] P. M. Ho, H. C. Kao, Phys. Rev. Lett. 88 (2002) 151602. [11] O. Bertolami and L. Guisado, 2003 J. High Energy Phys. 12 (2003) 013. [12] O. Bertolami, J. G. Rosa, C. M. L. de Aragão, P. Castorina, D. Zappalà, Phys. Rev.

D 72 (2005) 025010;

[13] O. Bertolami, J. G. Rosa, C. M. L. de Aragão, P. Castorina, D. Zappalà, Mod. Phys.

Lett. A 21 (2006) 795.

[14] J.-Z. Zhang, Phys. Rev. Lett. 93 (2004) 043002.

[15] J.-Z. Zhang, Phys. Lett. B 584 (2004) 204; Phys. Lett. B 597 (2004) 3623; Q.-Y. Yin and J.-Z. Zhang, Phys. Lett. B 613 (2005) 91; J.-Z. Zhang, Phys. Lett. B 639 (2006) 403; Ann. Phys. (N. Y.) 324 (2009) 1847; Int. J. Mod. Phys. A 25 (2010) 3715.

[16] J.-Z. Zhang, Int. J. Mod. Phys. A 23 (2008) 1393.

[17] A. F. Ferrari, M. Gomes, C. A. Stechhahn, Phys. Rev. D 76 (2007) 085008. [18] M. Gomes, V. G. Kupriyanov and A. J. da Silva, Phys. Rev. D 81 (2010) 085024. [19] J.-Z. Zhang, Phys. Rev. D 74 (2006) 124005.

[20] J.-P. Connerade, S. D. Hogan, H.-P. Liu, M.-S. Zhan, Euro. Phys. J. D 46 (2007) 431. [21] J.-Z. Zhang, K.-L. Gao, C.-G. Ning, Phys. Rev. D 78 (2008) 105021. [22] J. C. Slater, Quantum Theory of Atomic Structure, Vol. II (McGraw-Hill Book Company, Inc. 1960).

[23] Methods of determining nuclear spin via MHFS, see, F.-J. Yang, Atomic Physics, Third Ed. (Higher Education Press, Beijing, 2001).

[24] G.V. Dunne, R. Jackiw, and C. A. Trugenberger, Phys. Rev. D 41 (1990) 661. In this pioneering paper a Hamiltonian of the type H_2 in the regular, commutative space was considered first. This system exhibits a special, Chern-Simons type behavior in the massless limit, with half-integer (rather than the usual integer) values for the angular momentum.

[25] S. Stenholm. Rev. Mod. Phys. 58 (1986) 699. [26] D. J. Wienld and W. M. Itano, Phys. Rev. A 20 (1997) 1521. [27] C. Baxter, Phys. Rev. Lett. 74 (1995) 514. [28] J.-Z. Zhang, Phys. Rev. Lett. 77 (1996) 44.