arXiv:2304.01039v1 [math-ph] 3 Apr 2023

Non-Hermitian superintegrable systems

Francisco Correa^a, Luis Inzunza^a and Ian Marquette^b

aInstituto de Ciencias Físicas y Matemáticas Universidad Austral de Chile, Casilla 567, Valdivia, Chile

bSchool of Mathematics and Physics, The University of Queensland Brisbane, QLD 4072, Australia

Abstract

A non-Hermitian generalisation of the Marsden–Weinstein reduction method is introduced to construct families of quantum PT -symmetric superintegrable models over an n-dimensional sphere S^n. The mechanism is illustrated with one- and two-dimensional examples, related to u(2) and u(3) Lie algebras respectively, providing new quantum models with real spectra and spontaneous PT -symmetric breaking. In certain limits, the models reduce to known non-Hermitian systems and complex extensions of previously studied real superintegrable systems.

1 Introduction

One of the most well-known methods for the construction of integrable Hamiltonian systems is the Marsden–Weinstein reduction procedure [1, 2]. Starting from a free Hamiltonian defined on a higher dimensional homogeneous space, a desired set of symmetries from a Lie group is used to reduce the dimension of the model allowing different classes of potential interactions to appear. The reduced phase space is the quotient between the original phase space (symplectic manifold) and a symplectic symmetry group of Abelian transformations. Using the so-called momentum map [2], an automorphism between vector fields and phase space functions that preserves algebraic relations, the reduction generates integrals of motion based on the Lie symmetries and hence the integrability properties of the models. Well-known applications of Hamiltonian reductions are the heavy top and the two-body problem, where the dimensional reduction is due to translational and rotational invariance [1–3]. There are many mechanical systems where such techniques are useful, like rigid-elastic bodies [4] and the Calogero and Neumann models [2, 3, 5]. But what also makes the Marsden–Weinstein procedure powerful is that it can be used to find and to construct new superintegrable systems having separation of variables in the Hamilton–Jacobi and Laplace–Beltrami equations [6–9]. Starting from a free particle in a homogeneous space invariant under pseudo-unitary transformations, the reduction takes place with the transformations generated by the so-called maximal Abelian subalgebras (MASAs) in the symmetry Lie algebra [10–12]. The reduced system has an effective potential whose structure results directly from the choice of the MASAs, and the second order integrals of motion of the model correspond to elements in the invariant sector of the enveloping algebra. Thus, the reduced systems with n degrees of freedom are “maximally” superintegrable, there are 2n − 1 functionally independent integrals of motion [13]. One of the standard examples of Hamiltonian models obtained by these reduction procedures is the generic model on the 2-sphere,

H = p^2_1 + p^2 + p^2_3 + k^2_1 s^2_1 + k^2 s^2 + k^2_3 s^2_3

, s^2_1 + s^2 + s^2_3 = 1 , (1.1)

where the generalisation to the n-sphere is straightforward. This system nicely illustrates the fact that superintegrable models possessing second order integrals of motion can be solved by separation of variables [13]. Together with many other systems constructed via the MASAs approach, these models have been extensively studied in the literature, e.g. from the point of view of contractions [14,15], intertwining operators [16–18], Wilson polynomials [19], quadratic algebras [20–22] and also for an algebraic approach independent of the realisations [23], to name just a few. Although the Marsden–Weinstein scheme has been studied beyond mechanical systems, up to the authors knowledge, there is no a systematic approach using this construction for superintegrable non-Hermitian Hamiltonians with real spectra. The main idea of the present article is to fill this gap by designing new complex superintegrable solvable models. The appearance of complex potentials in the search for superintegrable and separable systems is, however, not new. The separability in the Hamilton-Jacobi and the Laplace-Beltrami equations has a long history of contributions that have been rigorously studied by several approaches [13, 24–26]. In this sense, Ref. [27] provides a recent overview of the topic with a long list of models admitting separability, which includes the classification of orthogonal separable coordinate systems leading to some complex potentials. This idea was explored in a series of papers [28–31], revealing complex superintegrable Hamiltonians depending on three independent parameters. In this scenario, the novelty of our approach is threefold. First, the idea is to find complex potentials under the group theoretical approach provided by the MASAs, rather than the separability in coordinate systems in the aforementioned works. Second, it is possible to generate new potentials depending in more than three independent parameters, generalising some of the cases studied in [29–31]. Finally, the present motivation takes into account the existence of PT -symmetries and their peculiarities. Of course, before the appearance of non-Hermitian Hamiltonians in the scientific scene, the construction of superintegrable models using the MASAs [6, 7] required the hermiticity condition in the potential. Nevertheless, it has been known for three decades that the reality of the quantum spectrum can be explained not only by the standard textbook approach but also, under certain conditions, from a non-Hermitian point of view [32–34]. The most typical example is when a non-Hermitian Hamiltonian is symmetric under the simultaneous action of the parity and time reversal operators (PT ) and the Hamiltonian wavefunctions are also eigenfunctions of PT . So far, these ideas are being applied in a wide range of research areas, including optics, condensed matter physics, acoustics, field theories and quantum mechanics, and the list is still growing [35, 36]. Integrable systems are not the exception and also admit different types of non-Hermitian extensions or PT -symmetric deformations. For example, in classical integrable systems admitting soliton solutions, PT -symmetry is used to deform well-known models [37, 38], to construct new types of integrable models with novel solitons solutions in non-local form [39, 40] and to give a physical meaning to solitons with divergent charges, making them real [41]. The solitons and non-linear equations with non-Hermitian properties became a whole field of research in their own right, still under development [42,43]. Both classical and quantum integrable many-particle systems have also been studied in terms of non-Hermitian extensions. One of the best representatives, the Calogero models were among the first integrable models to be extended to complex generalisations [44–46] but which have also been studied in a more sophisticated way via the complexification of root systems [47], see [48] for an updated list of references. Quantum non-Hermitian Hamiltonians in terms of symmetry generators (or creation and annihilation operators) give rise to the Swanson model [49] and its extensions [50] including supersymmetric ones [51]. Recently, complex magnetic fields have also attracted the attention from the point of view of superintegrability, see for instance [52] and in graphene systems with non-Hermitian Dirac- Weyl Hamiltonians [53]. So far there are several approaches to introduce non-Hermitian deformations, one way considers the complexification of coordinates, field or parameters, while another form modifies the underlying symmetry structure via the generators or the root systems. The idea presented here belongs more to the second one but is slightly different, the non-Hermitian extensions are introduced before the Marsden-Weinstein reductions, at the level of the MASAs, allowing a large class of complex parameters.

The outline of the paper is as follows. Section 2 reviews the Marsden–Weinstein approach with MASAs described in Refs. [6–9]. The construction of non-Hermitian superintegrable models living in the S^n sphere is then introduced together with the description of the second order integrals of motion in terms of the symmetry generators. Section 3 deals with a two-parameter family of complex models on a circle, where special cases lead to well-known PT -symmetric quantum systems. Non-Hermitian examples on the 2-sphere are studied in Section 4, providing a rich PT -symmetry structure with an exact and broken phases depending on parameter values. Next, additional examples are given which turns out to be related with PT -extensions of MASAs as non-compact Cartan, orthogonally decomposable, and the nilpotent subalgebras. They also generalize previous results of complex separable systems in the 2-sphere. Finally, discussion and outlook are provided in Section 5.

2 Complex systems in the sphere

The idea is based on the Marsden–Weinstein dimensional reduction scheme [1, 2] applied to the geodesic motion of a free particle in a homogeneous space [6–9]. By means of a suitable canonical transformation, some of the coordinates do not appear explicitly in the resulting Hamiltonian. Those coordinates are called ignorable and the corresponding canonical momenta are integrals of motion. In this way, the entire phase space is reduced to a region where the ignorable variables vanish and their momenta can be treated as coupling constants in an emerging potential term. The main ingredients in such canonical transformations are the MASAs [10–12] that generate a subgroup of isometric transformations and their rank fixes the number of the ignorable variables in the system [11]. The reduction method for constructing real superintegrable Hamiltonian systems takes a free particle living in a n-dimensional sphere, represented in terms of the complex coordinates

y^μy_μ = 1 , y_μ ∈ C , μ = 1, . . . , n , (2.1)

where y denotes a n-dimensional column vector. In this parametrisation, the Hamiltonian of the system reads H = 2 m P_μP^μ , (2.2)

obtained from the geodesic Lagrangian L =^m_2 g_{μν}ẏẏ with Poisson brackets {y^μ, P_ν }_{PB} = δ^μ_ν and P_μy^μ + y_μP^μ = 0 as direct consequence of the geometrical constraint (2.1). As the isometries of the homogeneous space (2.1) are generated by the unitary group U(n), the coordinate transformations y^′ = By are given by B as an unitary matrix. The symmetry group contains an Abelian subgroup of transformations, generated by the MASAs and their generators, denoted by Y_μ, can be realized in terms of symmetric and purely imaginary matrices. Thus, the reduction scheme establishes a canonical transformation of the form [6],

y^μ = B(x)^μ_ν s^ν , y^μ = B(x)^μ_ν s^ν , (2.3) B(x) = exp(x^μY_μ) , [Y_μ, Y_ν ] = 0 , Y_μ = −Y_μ = Y^T_μ , (2.4)

where x^μ and s^μ are real coordinates. The canonical transformation converts the two new sets of ndimensional canonical momenta vectors p_s and p_x, associated with the conjugate variables s^μ and x^μ respectively, ( P P ) = (J^{−1})^T ( p_x p_s ) , where J is the Jacobian matrix. The conditions in the Y_μ generators immediately imply B = B^{−1} defining the s^μ variables over the n-dimensional sphere

s^μs_μ = 1 , p^T_s s = 0 . (2.5)

The transformations (2.3) and (2.4) lead to the Hamiltonian (from now on, the mass is set to m = 1/2),

H = p^T_s p_s + V (s, p_x) , V (p_x, s) = p^T_x V^{−1}p_x , (2.6)

where V is, by construction, a matrix with real entries, defined in terms of the s^μ coordinates and MASAs generators, V_{μν} = −(Y_μ)^ρ_α(Y_ν )^β_ρ s^αs_β , Im V = 0 . (2.7)

The above procedure eliminates the presence of the ignorable variables x^μ in the potential and the phase space is reduced with the identification of the hyper-surface x^μ = 0 and p_x = k = (k_1, k_2, · · · , k_n) ∈ R^n as new coupling constants. All together with (2.5) defined the Hamiltonian (2.6) living in the S^n sphere with a non-trivial potential V (p_x, s) = V (k, s). More details about this construction are given in the Appendix A, see also [6]. As we shall see below, this method generates integrals of motion in such a way the reduced system is superintegrable. Indeed, several extensions have been studied for different type of isometry groups [7–9], as well as their relation with intertwining operators and supersymmetry [16, 17] and more recently from a pure algebraic approach [23]. However, the natural restriction of a real valued potential

(2.7), imposes strong constraints on the different choices of the MASAs, taking into account that for larger symmetry groups more classes, and therefore possibilities, do appear. For instance, for rank three algebras, several of the integrable models obtained include terms with negative kinetic signature [7, 9], making more difficult to connect those systems with physical backgrounds. The following construction consists in the generalisation of the method known so far, that overcomes those issues but also allows to find new families of superintegrable systems by making the potential non-Hermitian but PT -symmetric. The generalisation start with replacing the homogeneous 2n-dimensional space (2.1) into new independent complex coordinates q^μ and r^μ (y, ȳ) → (q, r), (P, P ) → (p_q , p_r) . (2.8) Naturally, the resulting configurational space admits a larger class of isometries and coordinate transformations in terms of a symmetric complex matrix, B

q^T r = q^μr_μ = 1 , q^′ = Bq r^′ = B^{−1}r . (2.9)

In comparison with the original Hamiltonian (2.2), it is easy to see that the new one can be treated as an analytic continuation of a free 2n-dimensional one

H = 4p^T_q p_r = 4(p^T_+p_+ + p^T_−p_−), p_± = p_q ± ip_r , (2.10)

although their interpretation does not require a deeper justification beyond that establishes an extension to construct new superintegrable models. From the new initial Hamiltonian (2.10), the reduction scheme (2.3) and (2.4) is extended into

q^μ = B(x)^μ_ν s^ν , r^μ = B^{−1}(x)^μ_ν s^ν (2.11) B(x) = exp(x^μZ_μ) , [Z_μ, Z_ν ] = 0 , Z_μ = Z^T_μ , Z_μ ∈ C , (2.12)

where in this case the complex Abelian matrices Z_μ can be complex linear combination of all possible MASAs generating the u(n) algebra Z_μ = ∑ a_μY_μ . This new choice, not allowed in the previous approaches [6, 9], implies that the Hamiltonian (2.10) and the dynamical restriction take a similar form as (2.6), but the potential V is changed due to the complex valued matrix,

V_{μν} = −(Z_μ)^ρ_α(Z_ν )^β_ρ s^αs_β . (2.13)

The ignorable coordinates remain the same as before x_ρ, as well as, the reduced phase space. Obviously this extension contains the real scheme as a special case, but also admits new configurations in terms of PT -symmetric superintegrable systems from (2.13). The choice of the PT -symmetric operator is not always unique [32] and Hamiltonians could have simultaneously different anti-linear commuting operators. In this setup, it is enough to demand the invariance of the potential PT (V) = V using an operator like

T : i → −i , P : s^μ → P^μ_ν s^ν , P = P^{−1} = P^T , (2.14)

which also preserves the kinetic term. The invariance condition implies that the MASAs generators should be all even or odd under the action of (2.14), Z_μ = εP(Z_μ)P where ε^2 = 1, in addition to the restrictions in Eqs. (2.12). Although the discussion so far was done at the classical level, the spirit of the non-Hermitian construction and the complex nature of the potentials is oriented mainly at the quantum level. Thus, once the classical reduction is done, the next step is to quantize the Hamiltonian, which will be performed in the simplest way possible. After finding the solutions of the Schrödinger equation, thanks to the integrability scheme, the focus is on the set of wave functions that are also compatible with the corresponding symmetry (2.14). In this form, the reality of the spectrum is guaranteed, unless there could exist regions of the parameters or couplings where the wave functions lose a fixed parity and the PT -symmetry is spontaneously broken. The corresponding Schrödinger equations will be solved by means of separation of variables, which is related with the existence of second order invariants [13]. Before quantization, the corresponding conserved quantities can be studied in a similar way as the original scheme [6–9]. Once the reduced Hamiltonian system (real or complex) is defined, the integrals of motion and the Hamiltonian are the projections of the Lie algebra generators [6] as elements in the enveloping algebra. In other words, any generator X of the Lie algebra associated to the symmetry group can be projected into a phase space function X → ^X by means of the momentum map [2, 6]

^X = p^T_q Xq + p^T_r X r . (2.15)

The mapping preserves the commutation relation at the level of Poisson brackets { ^X_i, ^X_j }_{PB} = ^X([X_i, X_j ]) and can be used to project any function of the generators into the phase space. The application of this reduction scheme for the real and complex case yields ^X = 1 2 p^T_s (X + X)s + 1 2 k^T A^{−1}(X − X)s , A_{μν} = (Z_ν )_{μσ} s_σ . (2.16)

Since we are working with U(n) where the Lie algebra associated is u(1) ⊕ su(n), the generators X are realized as anti-Hermitian matrices and can be sort them as pure imaginary symmetric and real antisymmetric matrices [6]. In the current approach, the MASAs generators are chosen as linear combinations of symmetric matrices leading to,

^Z_ρ = k^T A^{−1}Z_ρs = k_σ A^{−1}_{σν} A_{νρ} = k_ρ . (2.17)

In the same manner as the real case [6], the integrals of motion of the system are obtained from the sub-space on the enveloping algebra of su(n) which is invariant under transformations generated by the complex MASAs. These invariants are given as quadratic functions of the generators X,

T_ℓ = ∑ i,j c^ℓ_{ij} X_iX_j , [T_ℓ, Z_ρ] = 0 , c^ℓ_{jk} ∈ C , (2.18)

and they are projected into the reduced phase space via T_ℓ(X̂) → ^T_ℓ( ^X). In order to illustrate how this scheme generates new PT -invariant super-integrable systems, the next sections focus in examples living in lower dimensional spheres.

3 PT -symmetric models on S^1

The simplest example can be studied is of a particle living in the unit circle s^2_1 + s^2 = 1 which implies the constraint s_1p_1 + s_2p_2 = 0. We choose the u(2) = u(1) ⊕ su(2) algebra realized in terms of the Pauli matrices and commutation relations as follows

X_0 = iσ_0 , X_1 = iσ_1 , X_2 = iσ_2 , X_3 = iσ_3 , (3.1)

[X_3, X_2] = 2X_1 , [X_2, X_1] = 2X_3 , [X_1, X_3] = 2X_2 . (3.2)

Clearly, only the {σ_0, σ_1, σ_3} matrices are symmetric and compatible with the conditions for the MASAs in (2.12). Thus, without any loss of generality, the MASAs generators Z_μ can be chosen depending on two complex parameters a and b,

Z_1 = X_0 , Z_2 = aX_3 − ibX_1 = ( ia b b −ia ) . (3.3)

By construction, the MASAs commute [Z_1, Z_2] = 0 and the constants a and b are defined such that they cannot simultaneously vanish. The real case with a = 1 and b = 0 has already been studied in [9], yielding to the n = 2 version of (1.1). The MASAs and X’s generators in the reduced phase space (2.16) take the form ^Z_1 = ^X_0 = k_1 , ^Z_2 = a ^X_3 − ib ^X_1 = k_2 , (3.4)

^X_1 = i ak^1 + k^2(s^2 − s^{21}) b(s^2_1 − s^2) − 2ias_1s_2

, ^X_2 = s_1p_2 − s_2p_1 , ^X_3 =

2ik_2s_1s_2 − bk_1 b(s^2_1 − s^2) − 2ias_1s_2

. (3.5)

It should be emphasised that the two parameters a and b are independent of the couplings k_1 and k_2, and in fact have a different basis. In this scheme, the couplings appear after the phase space reduction (3.4) from the vector p_x = (k_1, k_2), unlike the parameters a and b, which initially define the MASAs. The Casimir of the su(2) algebra after the reduction is the Hamiltonian (2.6) ^X^2_1 + ^X^2_2 + ^X^2_3 = 2 ^H_{a,b}, where

^H_{a,b} = p^2_1 + p^2 + V_{a,b}(s_1, s_2) , (3.6)

and V_{a,b}(s_1, s_2) represents the two-parameter family of complex potentials (2.13),

V_{a,b}(s_1, s_2) =

2k_1k_2(a(s^2_1 − s^2) + 2ibs_1s_2) − k^2_1 (a^2 − b^2) − k^2 (b(s^2_1 − s^2) − 2ias_1s_2)^2

. (3.7)

Naturally, as the effective model in this case is one-dimensional, the Hamiltonian is the unique integral of motion. In order to discuss the quantum features of the Hamiltonian, setting ℏ = 1 from now on, the polar coordinates (s_1, s_2) = (cos φ, sin φ) with φ ∈ [0, 2π) are introduced transforming the Hamiltonian into ^H_{a,b} = p^2_φ + V_{a,b}(φ) with the potential V_{a,b}(φ) = 2k_1k_2(a cos 2φ − ib sin 2φ) − k^2_1 ( a^2 − b^2 ) − k^2 (b cos 2φ − ia sin 2φ)^2

. (3.8)

If the parameters a and b are real, the Hamiltonian displays an evident PT -symmetry in terms of the usual parity and time-reversal operators

P : φ → −φ , T : i → −i . (3.9)

Under particular values of the parameters, the potential V_{a,b}(φ) reduces to several cases discussed in the literature, separated in three regimes a = b, a > b and b > a. When b = a, (3.8) takes the form of the PT -symmetric Morse potential, V_{a,a}(ϕ) = k_2 a^2

(2ak_1e^{−2iφ} − k_2e^{−4iφ}) . (3.10)

The change of variables r = ie^{iφ} followed with ψ(φ) = r^{− 12} f(r) transmutes the Schrödinger equation ^H_{a,b}ψ = Eψ into the equation (−^{d2}_{dr2} + ω2r2 + g/r2)f(r) = Ef(r) with a radial harmonic oscillator potential [55]. Here, the role of eigenvalues and couplings are swapped, g = E −^1_4 and E = 2k_1k_2/a, in what is known as coupling constant metamorphosis and the Stäckel transformation [56]. In the remaining cases, the potential V_{a,b}(φ) can be reduced to the Pöschl-Teller type of potentials in terms of complex variables. When a > b, the PT -invariant variable ξ defined by cos 2ξ =^{a cos 2φ+ib sin 2φ√}_{a2 −b2} transforms (3.8) into V_{a,b}(ξ) = g_−(g_− − 1) sin^2 ξ + g_+(g_+ − 1) cos^2 ξ

, (3.11)

where the new coupling constants g_± are given in terms of the previous couplings and parameters g_±(g_±−1) =^( √ a^2−b^2 k_1 ±k_2)^2 4(a^2−b^2 ) . The formal solutions of the Schrödinger equation with potential (3.11)

can be written in terms of hypergeometric functions_2F_1(a, b; c; z),

ψ_n(ξ) = c_1(sin ξ)^{g−} (cos ξ)^{g+}_2F_1 ( −n, g_− + g_+ + n;^1_2 + g_+; cos^2 ξ ) + c_2(sin ξ)^{g−} (cos ξ)^{1−g+}_2F_1

(_1 2 − n − g_+,^1_2 + n + g_−;^3_2 − g_+; cos^2 ξ ) , (3.12)

with eigenvalues E_n = (2n + g_− + g_+)^2 and the integration constants c_1 and c_2. As usual, the quantum number n must be defined taking into account the proper behaviour of the solutions ψ_n(ξ). Among the different options that can be chosen, it is natural to require the wave functions to be single-valued, imposing that g_± or 1 − g_± must be integers, since they appear as powers of complex functions of the coordinate ξ. These restrictions imply that the quantum number n must be integer or half-integer in the case c_2 = 0 or c_1 = 0, respectively, in order to have well-defined functions at ±∞. Furthermore, some of the singularities of the potential V_{a,b}(ξ) and the wave functions ψ_n(ξ) in the real line can be avoided because the variable ξ is complex. However, the reality of the spectrum is ensured as long as the wave functions (3.12) are also eigenstates of PT (3.9) due to the invariance ξ, which is true for the above cases. Note that in this case the potential (3.11) can also be seen as the PT -regularised trigonometric Pöschl-Teller potential, obtained by applying the complex transformation φ → φ + iβ fixing a = cosh(2β) and b = sinh(2β) [57, 58]. The last case, where b > a, has to be treated separately because the couplings g_± became complex, introducing multi-valued functions. Since the wave functions (3.12) can also be expressed in terms of the Jacobi polynomials P^{(α,β)}n (x), their complex extension and orthogonality can be studied by appropriate contours on a Riemann surface [59]. Since the focus here is on designing new models rather than exhausting all possible configurations, the analysis of the closed contours for b > a is beyond the scope of this article.

4 PT -symmetric models on S^2

Real superintegrable systems in the two-dimensional sphere s^2_1 + s^2 + s^2_3 = 1 have been widely studied in the past [14–23, 60], in particular, a complete analysis of the symmetry reduction method to obtain them was done in Ref. [9]. They studied the set of conserved quantities together with the separability of the Hamilton–Jacobi equation. Since the number of constraints on the allowed combinations of MASAs is higher in the real case, many of the possibilities were exhausted regarding the different systems that can be constructed using the su(3) or su(2, 1) algebras. In contrast, for the non-Hermitian case, the possibilities to construct integrable models increase enormously due to the different MASAs together with their complex linear combinations that can be chosen. The building blocks for the reduction scheme are the eight generators X_i, i = 1, . . . , 8 of the u(3) = u(1) ⊕ su(3) algebra

[X_1, X_3] = 2X_4 , [X_1, X_4] = −2X_3 , [X_1, X_5] = X_6 , [X_1, X_6] = −X_5 , [X_1, X_7] = −X_8 , [X_1, X_8] = X_7 , [X_2, X_3] = −X_4 , [X_2, X_4] = X_3 , [X_2, X_5] = X_6 , [X_2, X_6] = −X_5 , [X_2, X_7] = 2X_8 , [X_2, X_8] = −2X_7 , [X_3, X_4] = 2X_1 , [X_3, X_5] = −X_7 , [X_3, X_6] = −X_8 , [X_3, X_7] = X_5 , [X_3, X_8] = X_6 , [X_4, X_5] = X_8 , [X_4, X_6] = −X_7 , [X_4, X_7] = X_6 , [X_4, X_8] = −X_5 , [X_5, X_6] = 2(X_1 + X_2) , [X_5, X_7] = −X_3 , [X_5, X_8] = X_4 , [X_6, X_7] = −X_4 , [X_6, X_8] = −X_3 , [X_7, X_8] = 2X_2 .

(4.1)

Since the symmetry structure of the mechanical systems arise from the su(3) enveloping algebra (4.1), the quadratic and cubic Casimir elements,

C_2 = 4(X^2_1 + X_2X_1 + X^2_2 ) + 3(X^2_3 + X^2_4 + X^2_5 + X^2_6 + X^2_7 + X^2_8 ) , (4.2) C_3 = (X_8X_6+X_7X_5)X_4+(X_8X_5−X_7X_6)X_3+^4_{27} (X_1−X_2) (2X_1+X_2) (X_1+2X_2) + (4.3) +^1_6 {X_1+2X_2, X^2_3 +X^2_4 }+^1_6 {X_1−X_2, X^2_5 +X^2_6 }−^1_6 {2X_1+X_2, X^2_7 +X^2_8 }−^4_3 (X_1−X_2) ,

where {A, B} = AB + BA, are useful to understand the features of the polynomial algebra [23]. In particular, the Hamiltonian is usually identified in terms of the quadratic Casimir operator C_2 which, at the same time, can be expressed as combinations of the integrals of motions. The algebra (4.1) can be realized as 3 × 3 anti-Hermitian matrices

X_1 = i 0 0 0 −i 0 0 0 0

, X_2 =

0 0 0 0 i 0 0 0 −i

, X_3 =

0 1 0 −1 0 0 0 0 0

, (4.4)

X_4 =

0 i 0 i 0 0 0 0 0

, X_5 =

0 0 1 0 0 0 −1 0 0

, X_6 =

0 0 i 0 0 0 i 0 0

, (4.5)

X_7 =

0 0 0 0 0 1 0 −1 0

, X_8 =

0 0 0 0 0 i 0 i 0

, X_0 = iI_{3×3} , (4.6) where only the matrices {X_0, X_1, X_2, X_4, X_6, X_8} are symmetric. The non-Hermitian generalisation allows to take any commuting complex linear combination of the symmetric set as MASAs generators Z_μ of (2.12), extending the class of systems with respect to those not admissible in the real case [6,9]. After the reduction to the phase space using Eq. (2.16), the remaining antisymmetric generators are mapped into the angular momentum components

^X_7 = −L_1 , ^X_5 = L_2 , ^X_3 = −L_3 , L_i = ϵ_{ijk} s_j p_k . (4.7)

Since the dynamics lives in the S^2 surface, imposing the constraint s_1p_1 + s_2p_2 + s_3p_3 = 0, the sum of the angular momentum squared reduces to the usual kinetic term as canonical momentum squared

L^2 = L^2_1 + L^2 + L^2_3|_S2 = p^2_1 + p^2 + p^2_3 .

4.1 One parameter complex 2D integrable model

As already pointed out, the main difference between the real standard method [6–9] and the non-Hermitian approach presented here is the relaxed choice of the Z_μ matrices as complex linear combinations of the symmetric subset of su(3) generators (4.4)-(4.6). In the same spirit as in the real case, the linear combinations are then uniquely determined by the condition [Z_μ, Z_ν ] = 0, with the freedom of the complex linear combinations allowing a large set of free parameters to design PT -invariant Hamiltonians. Besides the couplings k_1, k_2 and k_3 coming from the reductions Z_μ → ^Z_μ = k_μ via Eq. (2.17), additional parameters can be introduced from the combinations of the allowed symmetric (2.12) MASAs {X_0, X_1, X_2, X_4, X_6, X_8}. Since the motivation is to construct quantum models with real energies that exhibit features of non-Hermitian systems, such as spontaneous PT symmetry breaking, it is sufficient to demonstrate the mechanism with systems having only one extra parameter, namely λ, in addition of the three couplings k_μ. Thus, an interesting choice of MASAs generators [Z_1, Z_2] = [Z_2, Z_3] = [Z_3, Z_1] = 0 is given by

Z_1 = 1 3 √ 1 − 2λ^2 [ (1 − 2λ^2)X_0 + γ_−X_1 + (1 + λ^2)X_2 − 3 2 λ^2X_4 + 3iλ(λ_−X_6 − λ_+X_8) ] , Z_2 = 1 3 √ 1 − 2λ^2 [ (1 − 2λ^2)X_0 + γ_+X_1 + (1 + λ^2)X_2 − 3 2 λ^2X_4 + 3iλ(λ_+X_6 − λ_−X_8) ] , Z_3 = 1 3 √ 1 − 2λ^2 [ −(1 − 2λ^2)X_0 + (1 + λ^2)(X_1 + 2X_2) − 3λ^2X_4 + 3iλ(X_6 − X_8) ] , (4.8)

that depend on a single parameter λ that it ranges as 0 < λ^2 <^1_2 and defines the constants λ_± and γ_±,

λ_± = 1 2 ( 1 ± √ 1 − 2λ^2 ) , γ_± = 1 2 (1 + λ^2 ± 3 √ 1 − 2λ^2) .

The reduction to the phase space formulation transforms the MASAs into the coupling constants ^Z_μ = k_μ (2.17) while the quantized version of the Hamiltonian computed with Eqs. (2.6) and (2.13) takes the following form,

^H_λ = p^2_1 + p^2 + p^2_3 + V_λ(s_1, s_2, s_3) = L^2_1 + L^2 + L^2_3 + V_λ(s_1, s_2, s_3) , (4.9)

V_λ(s_1, s_2, s_3) = k^2_1 (λ_−s_1 − λ_+s_2 + iλs_3)^2 + k^2 (λ_+s_1 − λ_−s_2 + iλs_3)^2 + k^2_3 (iλ(s_1 − s_2) − s_3)^2

. (4.10)

The Hamiltonian, up to some additive and multiplicative constants, coincides with the projection of the second order su(3) Casimir C_2 (4.3). Since the constants λ_± are real in the range 0 < λ^2 <^1_2 the potential V_λ(s_1, s_2, s_3) is clearly complex and therefore the Hamiltonian is non-Hermitian. Defining the anti-linear symmetry in terms of a composed parity inversion in the s_3 coordinate and the usual conjugate operator,

P : s_3 → −s_3 T : i → −i , (4.11) the potential (4.10) remains invariant under their combined action

PT V_λ(s_1, s_2, s_3) = V_λ(s_1, s_2, −s_3) = V_λ(s_1, s_2, s_3) . (4.12)

In this way, following the ideas from non-Hermitian theories [32–34], it is quite suggestive that the Hamiltonian (4.9) displays a real spectrum, if their wave functions are also eigenstates of the operator (4.11). Before concentrating on the eigenvalue problem, some remarks about the integrals of motion and the separability of the quantum problem are in order. In fact, the corresponding stationary Schrödinger equation ^H_λψ = Eψ is not separable in Cartesian coordinates, but the existence of a separable coordinate system is ensured by the presence of quadratic integrals of motion [13, 25]. Since the system (4.9) is effectively two-dimensional because of the spherical constraint, only 2 × 2 − 1 = 3 independent integrals of motion are expected, where two of them are mutually commuting. In fact, an over-complete set of integrals of motion [ ^H_λ, ^T_μ] = 0, μ = 1, 2, 3 can be obtained as quadratic functions of the form (2.18),

T_1 = (λ_−X_7+λ_+X_5+iλX_3)^2 −

[2λ(λ_+X_1+X_2)−λX_4+i(λ^2+λ_+)X_6−i(λ^2+λ_−)X_8]^2 1 − 2λ^2

+4Z_2Z_3 , (4.13)

T_2 = (λ_+X_7+λ_−X_5+iλX_3)^2 −

[2λ(λ_−X_1+X_2)−λX_4+i(λ^2+λ_−)X_6−i(λ^2+λ_+)X_8]^2 1 − 2λ^2

+4Z_1Z_3 , (4.14)

T_3 = (iλX_7+iλX_2−X_3)^2 +

[λ^2X_1 + 2λ^2X_2 + ( λ^2 − 1 ) X_4 + iλX_6 − iλX_8]^2 1 − 2λ^2

. (4.15)

Their reductions to the phase space are

^T_1 = (λ_−L_1 − λ_+L_2 + iλL_3)^2 + ( k_2 iλs_1 − iλs_2 − s_3 λ_+s_1 − λ_−s_2 + iλs_3

+ k_3 λ_+s_1 − λ_−s_2 + iλs_3 iλs_1 − iλs_2 − s_3

)_2

, (4.16)

^T_2 = (λ_+L_1 − λ_−L_2 + iλL_3)^2 + ( k_1 iλs_1 − iλs_2 − s_3 λ_−s_1 − λ_+s_2 + iλs_3

+ k_3 λ_−s_1 − λ_+s_2 + iλs_3 iλs_1 − iλs_2 − s_3

)_2

, (4.17)

^T_3 = (iλL_1 − iλL_2 − L_3)^2 + ( k_1 λ_+s_1 − λ_−s_2 + iλs_3 λ_−s_1 − λ_+s_2 + iλs_3

+ k_2 λ_−s_1 − λ_+s_2 + iλs_3 λ_+s_1 − λ_−s_2 + iλs_3

)_2 . (4.18)

This set of integrals and the Hamiltonian (4.9), therefore the Casimir C_2 as well, are related through the relation, ^T_1 + ^T_2 + ^T_3 = (1 − 2λ^2) ^H_λ − (k_1 − k_2 − k_3)^2 , (4.19)

establishing the superintegrability of the model as there are only three independent integrals. The structure of the integrals (4.16), (4.17) and (4.18) is reminiscent of the well-known model on the 2-sphere with the Hamiltonian (1.1) and the symmetry algebra turns out to be of the same form. In this case, ^T_1, ^T_2 and ^T_3 constitute a non-Hermitian realization of the Racah algebra R(3) [22, 23]. The structure of the algebra, which is not completely relevant to be included here, contains the elements ^T_{ij} = −i[ ^T_i, ^T_j ] which are also related with the second and third order Casimir [23]. These generators are not independent ^T_{12} = − ^T_{13} = ^T_{23} and satisfy an algebra of the form

[ ^T_{12}, ^T_1] ∝ i{ ^T_1, ^T_3} − i{ ^T_1, ^T_2} + lower terms , (4.20) [ ^T_{12}, ^T_2] ∝ i{ ^T_1, ^T_2} − i{ ^T_2, ^T_3} + lower terms . (4.21)

where ^T^2_{12} = P ( ^T_1, ^T_2, ^T_3) is a polynomial in the integrals. The eigenvalue problem can be addressed using separation of variables of the Schrödinger equation by means of the coordinates ξ and χ, defined by the equations

cos 2ξ =

(λ_−s_1 − λ_+s_2 + iλs_3)^2 − (λ_+s_1 − λ_−s_2 + iλs_3)^2 (λ_−s_1 − λ_+s_2 + iλs_3)^2 + (λ_+s_1 − λ_−s_2 + iλs_3)^2

, cos χ = iλ(s_1 − s_2) − s_3 √ 1 − 2λ^2

, (4.22)

being both ξ and χ invariants under the PT -symmetry defined in Eqs. (4.11). For λ^2 ≠^1_2 , the transformation (z_1, z_2, z_3) = (cos ξ sin χ, sin ξ sin χ, cos χ) with z_μz^μ = 1 allows to write ^H_λ as the the generic model on S^2 (1.1). However, here, the value of λ intrinsically controls the PT -symmetric nature of the system since the spectrum, coordinates and wave functions will depend on it. Explicitly, the equation ^H_λψ = Eψ with the uniparametric potential V_λ(s_1, s_2, s_3) takes the form − ( ∂^2ψ ∂χ^2 + cot χ ∂ψ ∂χ + 1 sin^2χ

∂^2ψ ∂ξ^2 ) + 1 1 − 2λ^2 [ 1 sin^2χ ( k^2_1 cos^2ξ + k^2 sin^2ξ ) + k^2_3 cos^2 χ ] ψ = Eψ (4.23)

The separation of variables is then performed via ψ(χ, ξ) = Ψ(χ)Φ(ξ), where the coupling constants k_μ are reparametrised by means of ℓ_μ =^1_2 ( 1+ √ 1+^{4k2μ}_{1−2λ2} ) with μ = 1, 2, 3,

− ∂^2Φ(ξ) ∂ξ^2 + ( ℓ_1(ℓ_1 − 1) cos^2ξ + ℓ_2(ℓ_2 − 1)

sin^2ξ ) Φ(ξ) = (ℓ_1 + ℓ_2 + 2m)^2Φ(ξ) , (4.24) − ∂^2Ψ(χ) ∂χ^2 − cot χ ∂Ψ(χ) ∂χ + ( ℓ_3(ℓ_3 − 1) cos^2χ + (ℓ_1 + ℓ_2 + 2m)^2 sin^2χ ) Ψ(χ) = EΨ(χ) . (4.25)

The constant m plays the role of quantum number and was introduced as separation constant between two quantum systems with Pöschl-Teller potentials in complex coordinates. As in the previous section, the solutions of the Eqs. (4.24) and (4.25) can be expressed in terms of the hypergeometric functions and the integration constants c_i, i = 1, ..., 4

Φ_m(ξ) = c_1(sin ξ)^{ℓ2} (cos ξ)^{ℓ1}_2F_1 ( −m, ℓ_1 + ℓ_2 + m;^1_2 + ℓ_1; cos^2 ξ ) + c_2(sin ξ)^{ℓ2} (cos ξ)^{1−ℓ1}_2F_1

(_1 2 − m − ℓ_1,^1_2 + m + ℓ_2;^3_2 − ℓ_1; cos^2 ξ ) , (4.26) Ψ_{m,n}(χ) = c_3(sin χ)^{−ℓ1 −ℓ2−2m}(cos χ)^{ℓ3}_2F_1 ( −n,^1_2 −ℓ_1−ℓ_2+ℓ_3−2m+n;^1_2 + ℓ_3; cos^2 χ ) + c_4(sin χ)^{−ℓ1−ℓ2 −2m}(cos χ)^{1−ℓ3}_2F_1

(_1 2 − n − ℓ_3, 1−ℓ_1−ℓ_2−2m+n;^3_2 − ℓ_3; cos^2 χ ) . (4.27)

The solutions Ψ_{m,n}(χ) depend on the extra quantum number n, which must be specified along with the solutions of interest. The avoidance of multi-valued functions imposes constraints on the powers of the trigonometric functions in (4.26) and (4.27) to have integer values, namely ℓ_1, ℓ_2, ℓ_3, 1 − ℓ_1, −ℓ_1 − ℓ_2 − 2m and so on. Of course, these choices must simultaneously be compatible with the regularity of the solutions in the asymptotic regime, which induces additional conditions on the first argument in the hypergeometric functions and on the quantum numbers n and m. In this large landscape of possibilities, both wave functions show a well-defined parity under (4.11) as long as the parameter λ is between 0 < λ^2 <^1_2 ,

PT Φ_m(ξ) = ε Φ_m(ξ) , PT Ψ_{m,n}(χ) = ε Ψ_{m,n}(χ), ε^2 = 1 . (4.28)

In this way, the energies of both wave functions in (4.26) and (4.27) are real, defined in terms of the couplings and quantum numbers,

E_{n,m} = (ℓ_1 + ℓ_2 − ℓ_3 + 2m − 2n − 1)(ℓ_1 + ℓ_2 − ℓ_3 + 2m − 2n) . (4.29)

However, if the parameter moves away from the valid region, i.e. λ^2 >^1_2 , the system enters a PT -broken phase. The coordinates ξ no longer have a definite parity under the PT transformation, the potentials in (4.23) are repulsive^1 and eventually the energies become complex, together with the couplings ℓ_μ. Interestingly, in λ^2 >^1_2 a new type of anti-linear symmetry arises, with the same T operator as in (4.11), but defining a new parity operator ~P as follows,

~P : s_1 ↔ s_2 . (4.30)

In this case, a completely new analysis has to be performed taking into account the complex nature of the couplings ℓ_μ and the complex analysis of the hypergeometric functions, in a similar fashion to the one dimensional case in the previous section for b > a. Finally, in the particular case λ^2 =^1_2 the matrices Z_μ

1In the real case, some of these regions of parameters have to be treated from the point of view of self-adjoint extensions [68], so it is expected that a rigorous analysis should be considered in the complex case.

in Eq. (4.8) are ill-defined, but they can be rescaled in such a way that the reduced Hamiltonian (2.6) with the potential (2.13) can be computed,

^H_{± 1√2} = p^2_1 + p^2 + p^2_3 + α^2 (s_1 − s_2 ± i √ 2s_3)^2

, (4.31)

where the potential is now invariant with respect to both transformations PT and ~PT and α^2 = 4k^2_1 +4k^2 − 2k^2_3 is just a redefinition of the coupling constants. In this case the three potential terms in (4.10) collapse into just one as well as the three integrals of motion (4.16)-(4.18) are reduced to ^T = L_1 − L_2 ± i √ 2L_3, [ ^T , ^H_± 1_{√2} ] = 0. The superintegrability of the system (4.31) can be understood in terms of a new variable

z = (s_1 − s_2 ± i √ 2s_3)^{−1} such that the effective Schrödinger equation ^H_± 1_{√2} ψ = Eψ takes the form, ( − d^2 dz^2 + E z^2 ) ψ(z) = α^2ψ(z) . (4.32)

which is another case of the coupling constant metamorphosis [56], where the roles of the energy and the coupling constant are exchanged. The solutions of (4.32) are given in terms of Bessel functions, expanded as ψ_{α,q} (z) = ∞∑ j=0 (−1)^j j!Γ(j + q +^3_2 ) ( αz 2 )_{2j+q+1} (4.33)

where E = q(q + 1) and Γ(x) is the gamma function. Single-valued functions of ψ_{α,q}(z) appear when ℓ takes integer values being at the same time eigenstates of both PT and ~PT operators. Hence, the energies E of the Hamiltonian (4.31) are real. To conclude this subsection, it is worth looking at the results obtained from another point of view. Superintegrable systems on the 2-sphere with second order invariants are separated in five coordinate systems [25–27], including spherical ones. In this sense, it is expected that the MASAs approach will find cases that are related to the systems classified in the Refs. [29–31]. What is surprising, however, is that by increasing the number of free parameters in the MASAs, one can also generate new superintegrable non-Hermitian systems, which contain models in these classifications as special cases. In addition, the parameters in this description can determine the physical nature of the systems in a slightly different way than in the real case. The potentials (3.7) and (4.10) are manifest examples of these features in one- and two- dimensions since they relate to the generic model in the sphere through a complex transformation, that is valid only for a restricted range of the parameters. Such transformations do not simply eliminate the parameters as they appear explicitly in the spectrum and the wave functions characterising the PT -symmetric phase of the systems. More of these cases will be shown in section 4.2 below.

4.2 More non-Hermitian superintegrable models

The non-Hermitian scenario for the Marsden–Weinstein mechanism allows the generation of new complex potentials that, for certain values of the parameters, are reduced or related to known results in the literature. On the one hand, the reduction scheme on the free particle in the hyperbolic background s^2_1 + s^2 − s^2_3 = 1 [9,24], produces Hamiltonians with Minkowski metric signature in the kinetic terms. The reason behind for this kind of kinetic terms in the real case are the different classes of MASAs su(2, 1) subalgebras, known as the non-compact Cartan subalgebra, the orthogonally decomposable subalgebra, and the nilpotent subalgebra [6,9]. Considering that the physical interpretation of such models is more elusive, in the non-Hermitian approach these superintegrable systems appear with the Euclidean kinetic term and as particular cases of a more general multiparameter family of systems. On the other hand, a number of papers have addressed the classification of separable coordinate systems in the complex two-sphere [29–31], leading to complex potentials with three independent couplings and some other particular cases. In this context, one of the advantages of the present approach is that it is possible to generalise and include some of these superintegrable systems with suitable linear combination MASAs and free parameters. This can be seen in a simple example where the MASAs are defined according to two parameters a and b,

Z_1 = 1 3 (X_0 + 2X_1 + X_2) , Z_2 = aX_2 + 2ibX_8 , Z_3 = 1 3 (2X_0 − 2X_1 − X_2) . (4.34)

The logic underlying the construction is the same as that presented above, repeating the steps to construct the potential, the Hamiltonian and the conserved quantities. From (2.6) and (2.13) the following family of potentials is obtained, V_{a,b} = k^2_1 s^2_1 + ( s^2 + s^2_3 ) ( k^2 + ( a^2 − 4b^2 ) k^2_3 ) − 2k_2k_3 ( a(s^2 − s^2_3) + 4bis_3s_2 ) 4 (as_2s_3 − ib (s^2 − s^2_3))^2

. (4.35)

The set of quadratic generators (2.18) commuting with the complex MASAs (4.34) can be chosen as

T_1 = X^2_3 + X^2_4 + X^2_5 + X^2_6 , (4.36) T_2 = X^2_2 + X^2_7 + X^2_8 , (4.37) T_3 = a(X^2_3 + X^2_4 ) + ib({X_3, X_5} + {X_4, X_6}) , (4.38)

and their reduction to the phase space via (2.16) yields

^T_1 = L^2 + L^2_3 + k^{21} s^2_1

+ s^2_1V_{a,b} + 2(k_3k_1 − k^2_1 ) , (4.39)

^T_2 = L^2_1 + (1 − s^2_1) ( V_{a,b} − k^2_1 s^2_1 ) , (4.40)

^T_3 = aL^2_3 + ib{L_2, L_3} + s^2_1 (k^2s^3 + k^3[as^3 − 2ibs^2])([a^2 − 4b^2]k^3s^3 + k^2[as^3 − 2ibs^2]) 4 (as_2s_3 − ib (s^2 − s^2_3))^2

) (4.41) + k^2_1 s^2_1 s_2(as_2+2ibs_3) + k_1(k_2 + ak_3) . (4.42)

The Hamiltonian defined by ^H_{a,b} = p^2_1 + p^2 + p^2_3 + V_{a,b} and the integrals [ ^H_{a,b}, ^T_i] = 0, i = 1, 2, 3 have several similarities with the two-dimensional case in section 4.1. All conserved quantities are invariant under the same PT -symmetry defined above (4.11) and the integrals are an over-complete set satisfying ^T_1 + ^T_2 = ^H_{a,b} + 2k_1k_3 − k2_1 . The last relation indicates that the quadratic algebra of the integrals will be slightly different than (4.20) and (4.21) considering again ^T_{12} = −i[ ^T_1, ^T_2]. The nature of the algebra can also be understood by taking into account some of the limit cases of the potential (4.35). The two particular cases b = 1/2, a = 0 and b = 1/2, a = 1 are the non-Hermitian counterparts of the non-compact Cartan and orthogonally decomposable subalgebra MASAs reductions [6, 9] respectively,

V_{0,} 1_2 = k^2_1 s^2_1 + (k^2_3 − k^2 )(s^2 + s^2_3) + 4ik_2k_3s_2s_3

(s^2 − s^2_3)^2 = k^2_1 s^2_1 − (k_2 − ik_3)^2 2(s_2 − s_3)^2 − (k_2 + ik_3)^2 2(s_2 + s_3)^2

, (4.43)

V_{1,} 1_2 = k^2_1 s^2_1 + 2k_2k_3 (s_2 + is_3)^2 − k^2 (s_2 − is_3) (s_2 + is_3)^3

. (4.44)

The first potential can be understood as a rotation in the s_2 − s_3 plane followed by a complex redefinition of the couplings from the generic model on the sphere (1.1). The second one appears in the classification scheme of superintegrable Hamiltonians in the complex two-sphere [29]. The type of separable coordinate systems is related to the superintegrable systems and their particular algebra and the form of ^T^2_{12} [27], which allows the classification of these systems. For this reason, it is expected to find different algebraic structures among the possible complex MASAs configurations. In the same way, the analogue of the nilpotent subalgebra case can be designed with the following MASAs in terms of nilpotent generators Z^2_2 = Z^3_3 = 0, Z_1 = X_0 , Z_2 = X_2 + iX_8 , Z_3 = X_4 + iX_6 . (4.45)

The complex potential with this choice takes a similar form as in Refs. [9, 29],

V_N =

2k_1k_2 + k^2_3 (s_2 + is_3)^2 − 4k_2k_3s_1 (s_2 + is_3)^3 + k^2 ( 4s^2_1 − 1 ) (s_2 + is_3)^4

, (4.46)

and shows the same PT -symmetry in the previous examples. The integrals of motion are also constructed from the reduction of the invariant elements in the enveloping algebra, namely,

T_1 = 4 3 X^2_1 + 2 3 X^2_2 + 2X^2_3 + X^2_4 + X^2_6 + X^2_7 +^1_3 X^2_8 + i{X_3, X_5} − 2 3 {X_1, X_2 + 2iX_8} , (4.47)

T_2 = −(X_3 + iX_5)^2 +^2_3 {2X_1 + X_2, X_2 + iX_8} , (4.48) T_3 = −^1_6 {2X_1 + X_2, X_4} −^i_6 {2X_1 − 5X_2 − 6iX_8, X_6} +^1_2 {iX_3 − X_5, X_7} . (4.49)

Their invariants also form an over-complete set that can be written in terms of the Hamiltonian ^T_1 + ^T_2 = ^H_N +^1_3 (k2_1 + 2k2 ) where ^H_N = p2_1 + p2 + p2_3 + V_N with

^T_1 = L^2_1 + 2L^2_3 − i{L_2, L_3} + V_N+ 4k^2 (s_2 + is_3)^2 − 4k_2(s_1k_3 + 2s_2k_2) (s_2 + is_3) + k^2_1 + 4k_1k_2 + 14k^2 3 , (4.50)

^T_2 = (L_2 + iL_3)^2 − 4s_1k_2 k^2s^1 − k^3(s^2 + is^3) (s_2 + is_3)^2 − 4 3 k_1k_2 , (4.51)

^T_3 = 1 2 {L_2 + iL_3, L_1} − s_1(s_2 + is_3)V_N + s_1k^2 (s_2 + is_3)^3 − k_2k_3 (s_2 + is_3)^2 + k_3(k_1 + 3k_2) 3 . (4.52)

Both families of Hamiltonians ^H_{a,b} and ^H_N posses real spectra by virtue of the PT -symmetry (4.11). In particular, ^H_{0,} 1_2 , ^H_{1,} 1_2 and ^H_N can be also obtained from the systems in the hyperboloid with Minkowski metric signature under the reduction scheme [9] followed with the complex transformation s_3 → is_3 and p_3 → −ip_3. The examples described here are just a sample of a larger class of complex models that can be constructed by more generic MASAs

Z_μ = c^0_μX_0 + c^1_μX_1 + c^2_μX_2 + c^4_μX_4 + c^6_μX_6 + c^8_μX_8 , μ = 1, 2, 3. (4.53)

after the necessary constraints on the coefficients c^ν_μ related with [Z_μ, Z_ν ] = 0. The freedom in the number of coefficients, complex or real, allows to construct potentials such as (3.7), (4.10) and (4.35) that connect continuously systems from different MASAs and separable coordinates [9, 29].

5 Discussion

In this article, the Marsden–Weinstein reduction method has been extended for the construction of complex PT -symmetric superintegrable Hamiltonians in arbitrary dimensions. Relaxing the reality condition in the linear combinations of the MASAs expands the number of free parameters and thus the variety of the potentials. Since this idea works for arbitrary dimensions and the number of parameters in algebras like su(n) grows with it, many new systems are waiting to be found. In the non-Hermitian scenario, it is possible to design superintegrable systems with real energies with additional parameters, on top of the n couplings coming from the phase space reduction vector p_x = k. These extra parameters reveal features such as spontaneous PT -symmetry breaking since the wave functions of the separable coordinates depend explicitly on them. To get a taste of how the complex mechanism works, different classes of systems in one and two dimensions have been discussed, covering complex extensions to known Hermitian Hamiltonians and generalisations of complex Hamiltonians classified by their separable properties [6,9,29–31]. The search and design of non-Hermitian superintegrable systems for three and higher dimensions with this method remains as an open problem. The next natural question is how to appropriately classify such systems, which can be approached in two different but related ways. The difference between the real and the complex case is that, on the algebraic level, the real MASAs are equivalent to each other if they are related by the adjoint action gY g^{−1} of the corresponding group [6]. With additional complex parameters beyond the standard coupling constants, it is necessary to study how these equivalence classes are defined in the non-Hermitian case. Another way to understand the nature of non-Hermitian Hamiltonians follows from the classification and superintegrability in terms of separable coordinates and algebraic structures [27]. In this sense it is interesting to see how systems like the two-parametric potential (4.35), fit into this scheme. So far, the solutions of the energy levels have been discussed in terms of the Schrödinger equation, where the Hamiltonian is the Casimir operator of the corresponding integrals. One may wonder how other tools for obtaining the spectrum can be applied in this non-Hermitian scenario. A very successful technique that works in the real case and can be applied to the complex one is based on parabosonic algebras [62, 64]. This algebraic method was applied in particular to Hamiltonians involving Painlevé transcendents [65], where other usual approaches to partial and ordinary differential equations (such as series solutions) were not applicable to obtain the spectrum and the wave functions of the corresponding Schrödinger equations. These cases suggested the need to develop further algebraic methods in the context of quantum Hamiltonians. However, this article does not rely on parabosonic algebras, the algebraic scheme is purely based on an underlying u(3) Lie algebra and its enveloping algebra. Such a connection with a Lie algebra then provides properties such as analytic solvability and superintegrability of various models described here. In fact, some of them lead to special functions/orthogonal polynomials beyond the scope of the usual hypergeometric functions or Jacobi polynomials [59]. It is known that the Hermitian generic superintegrable systems on the n-sphere are related to Lauricella polynomials, which in turn arise from differential equations generalising hypergeometric ones [66, 67]. This shows how the programme started in this article on PT -symmetric (and more generally non-Hermitian) superintegrable systems may lead to further generalisations of these special functions, which can potentially be applied beyond quantum systems. Another interesting algebraic aspect was revealed in the paper [66], where a hidden symmetry extended the generic model on the n-sphere to quasi exact solvability. This may also lead to an algebra of hidden symmetry for the models proposed here and possible ways to study new complex extensions of quasi exact solvable systems. Finally, the present work provides further evidence for the conjecture that superintegrable models can be obtained from reductions of free particles in higher-dimensional spaces, it also holds for non-Hermitian Hamiltonians. In this sense, the existence of non-Hermitian integrable systems with higher-order conserved quantities and their relation to other reductions is also intriguing, see [60] and references therein.

Acknowledgement

FC and LI were supported by Fondecyt grants 1211356 and 3220327, respectively. IM was supported by Australian Research Council Future Fellowship FT180100099.

A Explicit computation of the reduced Hamiltonian

This appendix gives some details on the calculation of the complex reduced Hamiltonian in the sphere, where the real case appears as a particular one and can be found explicitly in [6]. The construction of the Hamiltonian (2.6) requires the Jacobian of the transformation (2.12) and its inverse, which are given by J = ∂(q, r) ∂(x, s) = ( A B −(B^{−1})^2A B^{−1} ) , J^{−1} = 1 2 ( A^{−1} −A^{−1}B^2 B^{−1} B ) , (A.1)

where the components of the matrix A are defined in the following form,

A_{μν} (x) = ∂q_μ ∂x_ν = (Z_ν )_{μσ} B_{σρ}(x)s_ρ = B_{μρ}(x)(Z_ν )_{ρσ} s_σ . (A.2)

The inverse Jacobian satisfies the equation,

J^{−1}I(J^{−1})^T = 1 2 ( V^{−1} 0 0 I ) , I = ( 0 I I 0 ) , (A.3) where the matrix V, the same as in Eq. (2.13), is independent of the x coordinates

V = −A^T (B^{−1})^2A = −(B^{−1}A)^T (B^{−1}A) = −(A(x = 0))^T (A(x = 0) . (A.4)

The final form of the Hamiltonian is then directly computed with (A.3),

H = 4p^T_q p_r = (p^T_q , p^T_r )(2I) ( p_q p_r ) = (p^T_x , p^T_s )J^{−1}(2I)(J^{−1})^T ( p_x p_s )

= p^T_s p_s + p^T_x V^{−1}p_x .

(A.5)

References

[1] J. Marsden and A. Weinstein, “Reduction of symplectic manifolds with symmetry,” Rep. Math. Phys. 5 (1974), 121.

[2] J. Marsden, G. Misiolek, J-P. Ortega, M. Perlmutter and T. S. Ratiu. Hamiltonian reduction by stages (Springer-Verlag Berlin Heidelberg 2007).

[3] O. Babelon, D. Bernard and M. Talon, Introduction to classical integrable systems (Cambridge 2003).

[4] P. S. Krishnaprasad and J. E. Marsden, “Hamiltonian structures and stability for rigid bodies with flexible attachments,” Arch. Rational Mech. Anal. 98 (1987), 71.

[5] A. M. Perelomov, Integrable systems of classical mechanics and Lie algebras volume I (Birkhäuser Basel 1990).

[6] M. A. del Olmo, M. A. Rodríguez and P. Winternitz, “Integrable systems based on SU(p, q) homogeneous manifolds,” J. Math. Phys. 34 (1993), 5118.

[7] M. A. del Olmo, M. A. Rodriguez and P. Winternitz, “The conformal group SU(2,2) and integrable systems on a Lorentzian hyperboloid,” Fortschr. Phys. 44 (1996) 199, [arXiv:hep-th/9407080].

[8] J. A. Calzada, M. A. del Olmo and M. A. Rodríguez, “Classical superintegrable SO(p, q) Hamiltonian systems,” J. Geom. Phys. 23 (1997), 14.

[9] J. A. Calzada, M. A. del Olmo and M. A. Rodríguez, “Pseudo-orthogonal groups and integrable dynamical systems in two dimensions,” J. Math. Phys. 40 (1999), 188 [arXiv:solv-int/9810010v1].

[10] W. Miller, J. Patera and P. Winternitz, “Subgroups of Lie groups and separation of variables,” J. Math. Phys. 22 (1981), 251.

[11] J. Patera, P. Winternitz and H. Zassenhaus, “Maximal abelian subalgebras of real and complex symplectic Lie algebras,” J. Math. Phys. 24 (1983), 1973.

[12] M. A del Olmo, M. A. Rodríguez, P. Winternitz and H. Zassenhaus, “Maximal abelian subalgebras of pseudounitary Lie algebras,” Lin. Alg. and Applic. 135 (1990), 79.

[13] W. Miller, S. Post and P. Winternitz, “Classical and quantum superintegrability with applications,” J. Phys. A: Math. Theor. 46 (2013), 423001 [arXiv:1309.2694[math-ph]].

[14] J. A. Calzada, J. Negro M. A. del Olmo and M. A. Rodríguez, “Contraction of superintegrable Hamiltonian systems,” J. Math. Phys. 41 (2000), 317.

[15] W. Miller, “The theory of contractions of 2D 2nd order quantum superintegrable systems and its relation to the Askey scheme for hypergeometric orthogonal polynomials,” J. Phys.: Conf. Ser. 512 (2014), 012012 [arXiv:1310.2202[math-ph]].

[16] J. A. Calzada, J. Negro and M. A. del Olmo, “Superintegrable quantum u(3) systems and higher rank factorizations,” J. Math. Phys. 47 (2006), 043511 [arXiv:math-ph/0601067].

[17] J. A. Calzada, J. Negro and M. A. del Olmo, “Intertwining symmetry algebras of quantum superintegrable systems,” SIGMA 5 (2009), 039 [arXiv:0803.2117[quant-ph]].

[18] J. A. Calzada, J. Negro and M. A. del Olmo, “Superintegrable Hamiltonian systems: an algebraic approach,” J. Phys.: Conf. Ser. 175 (2009), 012007.

[19] E. G. Kalnins, W. Miller and S. Post, “Wilson polynomials and the generic superintegrable system on the 2-sphere,” J. Phys. A: Math. Theor. 40 (2007), 11525.

[20] S. Post, “Models of quadratic algebras generated by superintegrable systems in 2D,” SIGMA 7 (2011) 036 [arXiv:1104.0734[math-ph]].

[21] H. De Bie, P. Iliev, W. Van de Vijver and L. Vinet, “The Racah algebra: an overview and recent results,” in “Lie Groups, Number Theory, and Vertex Algebras”, pp. 3–20, Contemp. Math., 768, Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, RI, 2021

[arXiv:2001.11195[math.RT]].

[22] S. Kuru, I. Marquette and J. Negro, “The general Racah algebra as the symmetry algebra of generic systems on pseudo–spheres,” J. Phys. A: Math. Theor. 53 (2020), 405203

[arXiv:2004.07048[math-ph]].

[23] F. Correa, M. A. del Olmo, I. Marquette and J. Negro, “Polynomial algebras from su(3) and a quadratically superintegrable model on the two sphere,” J. Phys. A: Math. Theor. 54 (2021) 1, 015205

[arXiv:2007.11163[math-ph]].

[24] C. P. Boyer, E. G. Kahnns, and P. Wintemitz, “Completely integrable relativistic Hamiltonian systems and separation of variables in Hermitian hyperbolic spaces,” J. Math. Phys. 24 (1983), 2022.

[25] W. Miller Symmetry and separation of variables (United States 1977).

[26] E. G. Kalnins, “Separation of Variables for Riemannian Spaces of Constant Curvature,” Monographs and Surveys in Pure and Applied Mathematics 28 (Longman 1986).

[27] E. G. Kalnins, J. M. Kress, and W. Miller Jr. Separation of variables and superintegrability (IOP Publishing, 2018).

[28] E. G. Kalnins, W. Miller Jr., G. S. Pogosyan, “Completeness of multiseparable superintegrability in E_{2,C} ,” J. Phys. A Math. Gen. 33 (2000), 4105.

[29] E. G. Kalnins, W. Miller Jr., G. S. Pogosyan, “Completeness of multiseparable superintegrability on the complex 2-sphere,” J. Phys. A Math. Gen. 33 (2000), 6791.

[30] E. G. Kalnins, W. Miller Jr., G. S. Pogosyan, “Completeness of multiseparable superintegrability in two dimensions,” Physics of Atomic Nuclei 65 (2002), 1033.

[31] E. G. Kalnins, J. M. Kress, W. Miller Jr., G. S. Pogosyan, “Completeness of superintegrability in two-dimensional constant-curvature spaces,” J. Phys. A: Math. Gen. 34 (2001), 4705

[arXiv:math-ph/0102006].

[32] A. Mostafazadeh, “Pseudo-Hermiticity versus PT -symmetry. The necessary condition for the reality of the spectrum,” J. Math. Phys. 43 (2002), 205 [arXiv:math-ph/0107001].

[33] M. Znojil, “Pseudo-Hermitian Hamiltonians in quantum physics,” Czech. J. Phys. 54 (2004), 1.

[34] C. M. Bender, “Making sense of non-Hermitian Hamiltonians,” Rept. Prog. Phys. 70 (2007), 947

[arXiv:hep-th/0703096].

[35] C. M. Bender, P. E. Dorey, C. Dunning, A. Fring, D. W. Hook, H. F. Jones, S. Kuzhel, G. Levai, and R. Tateo. PT Symmetry: In Quantum and Classical Physics (World Scientific, Singapore 2019).

[36] D. Christodoulides and J. Yang. Parity-time symmetry and its applications (Springer, Berlin 2018).

[37] C. M. Bender, D. C. Brody, J. Chen, and E. Furlan, “ PT -symmetric extension of the Korteweg-de Vries equation,” J. Phys. A: Math. Theor. 40 (2007), F153.

[38] A. Fring,“ PT -symmetric deformations of the Korteweg-de Vries equation,” J. Phys. A: Math. Theor. 40 (2007), 4215.

[39] M. J. Ablowitz and Z. H. Musslimani, “Integrable nonlocal nonlinear Schrödinger equation,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 110 (2013), 064105. “Integrable nonlocal nonlinear equations,” Stud. Appl. Math. 139 (2016), 7.

[40] J. Cen, F. Correa and A. Fring, “Integrable nonlocal Hirota equations,” J. Math. Phys. 60 (2019), 081508 [arXiv:1710.11560[nlin.SI]].

[41] F. Correa and A. Fring, “Regularized degenerate multi-solitons,” JHEP 09 (2016), 008

[arXiv:1605.06371[nlin.SI]].

[42] V. V. Konotop, J. Yang, and D. A. Zezyulin, “Nonlinear waves in PT -symmetric systems,” Rev. of Mod. Phys. 88 (2016), 035002.

[43] A. Fring, “ PT -symmetric deformations of integrable models,” Phil. Trans. Roy. Soc. Lond. A 371 (2013), 20120046 [arXiv:1204.2291[hep-th]].

[44] M. Znojil and M. Tater, “Complex Calogero model with real energies,” J. Phys. A: Math. Theor. 34 (2001), 1793 [arXiv:quant-ph/0010087].

[45] B. Basu–Mallick and B. P. Mandal, “On an exactly solvable B_N type Calogero model with non- Hermitian PT invariant interaction,” Phys. Lett. A 284 (2001), 231 [arXiv:cond-mat/0101349].

[46] A. Fring, “A note on the integrability of non-Hermitian extensions of Calogero–Moser–Sutherland models,” Mod. Phys. Lett. A 21 (2006), 691 [arXiv:hep-th/0511097].

[47] A. Fring, M. Smith, “Non-Hermitian multi-particle systems from complex root spaces,” J. Phys. A: Math. Theor. 45 (2012), 085203 [arXiv:1108.1719[hep-th]].

[48] F. Correa and O. Lechtenfeld, “Algebraic integrability of PT -deformed Calogero models,” J. Phys.: Conf. Ser. 2038 (2021), 012007 [arXiv:2106.05428[hep-th]].

[49] M. S. Swanson, “Transition elements for a non-Hermitian quadratic Hamiltonian,” J. Math. Phys. 45 (2004), 585.

[50] P. E. Assis and A. Fring, “Non-Hermitian Hamiltonians of Lie algebraic type,” J. Phys. A: Math. Theor. 42 (2008), 015203 [arXiv:0804.4677[quant-ph]].

[51] L. Inzunza and M. S. Plyushchay, “Conformal bridge transformation, PT - and supersymmetry,” JHEP 22 (2022), 228 [arXiv:2112.13455[hep-th]]. “Conformal bridge transformation and PT symmetry,” J. Phys. Conf. Ser. 2038 (2021), 012014 [arXiv:2104.08351[hep-th]].

[52] O. Kubů and L. Šnobl, “Cylindrical first order superintegrability with complex magnetic fields,”

[arXiv:2212.04141[math-ph]].

[53] David J. Fernández C. and Juan D. García-Muñoz, “Graphene in complex magnetic fields,” Eur. Phys. J. Plus 137 (2022), 1013.

[54] S. Flügge. Practical quantum mechanics. (Springer Science & Business Media 2012).

[55] M. Znojil, “Exact solution for Morse oscillator in PT-symmetric quantum mechanics,” Phys. Lett. A 264 (1999), 108 [arXiv:quant-ph/9909003].

[56] J. Hietarinta, B. Grammaticos, B. Dorizzi and A. Ramani, “Coupling-constant metamorphosis and duality between integrable Hamiltonian systems,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 53 (1984), 1707. C. P. Boyer, E. G. Kalnins, and W. Miller. “Stäckel-equivalent integrable Hamiltonian systems,” SIAM J. Math. Anal. 17 (1986), 778.

[57] M. Znojil, “PT-symmetrically regularized Eckart-Poschl-Teller and Hulthen potentials,” J. Phys. A: Math. Theor. 33 (2000), 4561 [arXiv:quant-ph/9912027].

[58] F. Correa and M. S. Plyushchay “Spectral singularities in PT-symmetric periodic finite-gap systems,” Phys. Rev. D 86 (2012), 085028 [arXiv:1208.4448 [hep-th]].

[59] A. B. J. Kuijlaars, A. Martinez-Finkelshtein and R. Orive, “Orthogonality of Jacobi polynomials with general parameters,” Electron. Trans. Numer. Anal. 19 (2005), 1 [arXiv:math/0301037].

[60] A.V. Tsiganov, “Integrable systems on the sphere, ellipsoid and hyperboloid,”

[arXiv:2211.08750 [nlin.SI]].

[61] D. Çevik, M. Gadella, Ş. Kuru and J. Negro, “Resonances and antibound states for the Pöschl–Teller potential: Ladder operators and SUSY partners,” Phys. Lett. A 380 (2016), 1600

[arXiv:1601.05134[math-ph]].

[62] C. Daskaloyannis, “Quadratic Poisson algebras for two dimensional classical superintegrable systems and quadratic associative algebras for quantum superintegrable systems,” J. Math. Phys. 42 (2001), 1100 [arXiv:math-ph/0003017].

[63] A. M. Perelomov and V. S. Popov, “Casimir operators for semisimple Lie groups,” Izv. Akad. Nauk 32 (1968) 1368.

[64] P. S. Isaac and I. Marquette, “On realizations of polynomial algebras with three generators via deformed oscillator algebras,” J. Phys. A: Math. Theor. 47 (2014), 205203

[arXiv:1402.3361[math-ph]].

[65] I. Marquette, “Superintegrability with third order integrals of motion, cubic algebras and supersymmetric quantum mechanics II: Painleve transcendent potentials,” J. Math. Phys. 50 (2009), 095202 [arXiv:0811.1568[math-ph]].

[66] W. Miller, “(Quasi)-exact-solvability on the sphere S^n,” J. Math. Phys. 56 (2015), 023501

[arXiv:1411.2113[math-ph]].

[67] P. Iliev, “Symmetry algebra for the generic superintegrable system on the sphere,” JHEP 44 (2018), 2018 [arXiv:1712.06422[math-ph]].

[68] D. Gitman, I. Tyutin, and B. Voronov, Self-adjoint Extensions in Quantum Mechanics: General Theory and Applications to Schrödinger and Dirac Equations with Singular Potentials, Progress in Mathematical Physics (Birkhaüser Boston, 2012).