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Abstract

We investigate the physical properties of a charged quantum particle confined to a toroidal surface in the
presence of a filiform current along the system’s rotational axis. Our analysis reveals that the interaction between
the particle and the current induces a non-zero toroidal dipole in the particle’s stationary states. We demonstrate
that the differences between the toroidal dipole projections for different energy levels can be quantized in units
of ℏR/(4mp) (where R is the major radius of the torus and mp is the particle mass), suggesting the existence of
toroidal dipole quanta. Furthermore, we find that both the toroidal dipole projection and the energy eigenvalues
exhibit periodic behavior with respect to the current intensity, with a period that depends solely on the torus’s
aspect ratio R/r, where r is the minor radius. This periodicity opens up the possibility of using the current intensity
to manipulate and measure the toroidal dipole projection. We also observe abrupt changes in the toroidal dipole
projection and energy eigenvalues around integer multiples of the current half-period. These changes provide
further evidence for the quantization of the toroidal dipole in such systems. The interaction energy between the
particle and the current follows the classical electrodynamics form, suggesting a potential method for measuring
and manipulating the toroidal dipole projection along the current axis. The quantization rules we have identified
represent hallmarks of the quantum toroidal dipole in nanosystems and could lead to the development of novel
devices based on this fundamental property.

Keywords: toroidal dipole operator; quantum observables; nanosystems; metamaterials.

1 Introduction

In 1957, Zeldovich introduced the notion of ”anapole” as a multipole moment different from the electric and magnetic
ones, which could correspond to the parity non-conserving term introduced by him for describing the β-decay [1],

Ĥβ ∝ S · Jext = S · (∇×Hext); (1)

in Eq. (1) S is the spin of the particle and Jext is the external current corresponding to the external magnetic fieldHext.
The toroidal dipole was further studied by Dubovik and Cheskov in the framework of classical electrodynamics, who
showed that it is related to a third class of multipoles, called toroidal multipoles [2, 3], which are distinct from the usual
electric and magnetic multipole families by their symmetry properties under parity and time reversal transformations.
A comprehensive review of the multipole expansion in electrodynamics with a clear focus on toroidal moments can
be found in the book by Nanz [4]. As the toroidal moments and the anapole have been studied in many contexts,
from particle physics to macroscopic physics [5, 6], these concepts were used to describe systems at all scales, like
nuclear physics [7], particle physics [8, 9, 10, 11], condensed matter physics [12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22],
and metamaterials [23, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28, 29, 30, 31, 32, 33, 34, 35, 36, 37, 38, 39].

The toroidal dipole, with the expression [13]

T =
1

10

∫
V

[
r(r · j)− 2r2j

]
d3r, (2)
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where j is the current density and r is the position vector, is the lowest order toroidal multipole and the easiest to
observe. Toroidal structures of currents, spins, charge distributions or magnetic field distributions, which produce
non-zero toroidal dipoles, appear in nuclei, molecules (for example, in benzene, proteins, toroidal carbon cages),
biological cells, nanosystems, specially designed metamaterials, etc. (see [5, 14, 24] for examples). Also, toroidal
polarizability and transitions could be observed in hydrogen-like atoms [40, 14]. But, despite the obvious differences
between toroidal and electrical dipoles, their radiation patterns are identical, which makes them indistinguishable
at large distances. This property made many authors question the physical significance of the toroidal dipole and
stimulated its study in the near field (see, for example, [36]). The near field properties are important not only to
justify the existence of this third class of multipoles, but also because they are responsible for a host of interesting
effects, like non-radiating charge-current configurations, nonreciprocal interactions, temperature and refractive index
sensing, negative refractive index, cloaking, superlensing, etc. (see [26, 39] and citations therein).

In most of the previously mentioned papers, the toroidal moments are treated in the context of classical electro-
dynamics. This may be justified for condensed matter, solid state, and metamaterial applications, if the microscopic
toroidal structures (the elementary cells in metamaterials) are large enough and quantum effects may be neglected.
However, in order to understand what would happen at smaller scales, a quantum approach to toroidal moments is
needed, especially, considering that there are possible applications of toroidal moments, for example in dark matter
particle models and WISP detection, quantum computing and nanoscale imaging [5, 6]. In this regard, the toroidal
dipole operators

T̂i ≡
1

10mp

3∑
j=1

(
xixj − 2r2δij

)
p̂j , (3)

with xi and p̂i being the Cartesian position and conjugate momentum operators (i = 1, 2, 3), were introduced in [40]
in order to study the toroidal polarizability of the hydrogen atom. Later, the mathematical properties of this
operator were analyzed in [41], where a first attempt was made at solving the eigenproblem. When the operator was
defined on the whole space, it was found to be hypermaximal, and the possibility of it being a quantum observable is
questionable. Recently, the operator was particularized for the case of a particle on a torus-shaped nanostructure (see
Fig. 1) in the absence of electromagnetic field and a general formalism was established for such systems [42, 43, 44].
The self-adjointness of the operator was proved, therefore the toroidal dipole may be a quantum observable [43]. The
eigenvalue problem for this system was also solved, but the results revealed that this operator’s eigenstates are outside
the Hilbert space of (square integrable) wavefunctions, raising another question regarding to the observability of the
toroidal dipole, since the wavefunction cannot collapse on such an eigenvector after an eventual measurement [44].

Once established that the toroidal dipole operator is self-adjoint, we have to understand how this quantum prop-
erty can be observed or even measured. In the previous studies, no method to measure the toroidal dipole was used
or proposed. Instead, some region of the system was studied by some (commercially available, in general) simulation
software and the magnetic or current field lines were visually analyzed to identify specific toroidal configurations.
This would represent the proof of the presence of toroidal dipoles, which may then be correlated with other specific
phenomena, like the cancellation of the electromagnetic radiation at large distances.

Here, we propose a method to identify and measure the toroidal dipole in quantum systems. We start from the
interaction Hamiltonian

HI ≡ −µ0q
[
J+ Ḋ

]
·T, (4)

which represents the hallmark of the presence of a toroidal dipole in the system, where J and Ḋ are charge and
displacement currents, respectively, µ0 = 1.256637 × 10−6 kgm/(s2A2) is the vacuum permittivity, and q is the
charge of the particle. The interaction (4) of the system with an external current leads to the modification of the
energy levels, proportional to the product between the current intensity and the expectation value of the toroidal
dipole. Furthermore, if the toroidal dipole expectation values on the Hamiltonian eigenstates are quantized (as we
shall see it happens here in most cases), the modification of the energy levels is also quantized, which constitutes an
additional verification of the model and of the quantum nature of the toroidal dipole. This method is analog to the
detection and measurement of the magnetic moment of a particle, by its interaction with an external magnetic field.
In that case also, the energy levels change by amounts proportional to the intensity of the field multiplied to the
magnetic moment of the particle. Furthermore, since the projection of the magnetic moment on the field direction
is quantized, the splitting of the energy levels is also quantized for a fixed value of the intensity of the field.

The system we study is depicted in Fig. 1. A quantum particle of charge q is confined on a torus, in the presence
of a current I which flows along the torus’ rotation axis z. We solve the eigenvalues and eigenvectors problem for the
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Figure 1: The system of curvilinear coordinates (θ, ϕ, ξ) on a torus made of a thin layer of material. The inner and
outer surfaces of the material are two tori with the same major radius R, but minor radii r and r+ξmax, respectively,
where r + ξmax < R and ξmax ≪ r – that is, ξ = 0 on the interior surface and ξ = ξmax on the exterior surface; we
denote a ≡ R/r > 1.

Hamiltonian operator and we calculate the expectation values of the projection T̂3 (3) of the toroidal dipole operator
on the stationary states. We show how the interaction between the current and toroidal dipole induced in the system
modify the energy levels, providing in this way a method to measure the toroidal dipole and to show its quantum
nature.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we introduce the formalism and write down the Hamiltonian,
together with all the necessary formulas that we shall use in the following sections. In Section 3, we calculate
analytically–in the low current limit–the energy levels, the energy eigenstates, and the expectation values of T̂3,
proving the validity of Eq. (4), together with the quantization of the projection of the toroidal dipole expectation
values, which further leads to the quantization of the change of the energy levels. In Section 4 we solve the problem
numerically for arbitrary values of I, to find the range of validity of Eq. (4) and of the quantization of the toroidal
dipole expectation values. Section 5 is reserved for conclusions and the appendices for some analytical calculations
necessary in the main body of the manuscript, but which are not important for the understanding of the physical
phenomena presented here.

2 The particle on a torus surface in the presence of an external elec-
tromagnetic field

The particle is confined in the region between two tori, as in Fig. 1. Both tori have cylindrical symmetry around
the z axis, common origin O (the origin of the Cartesian system of coordinates), the same major radius R, and the
minor radii r and r+ ξmax, where ξmax ≪ r. We also consider that r+ ξmax < R, so there is a hole in the middle of
the external torus. As in [43], we introduce the coordinates (θ, ϕ, ξ) (ξ replaces here the notation for the coordinate
q of [43]), where ϕ is the azimuthal angle, ξ is the coordinate along the minor radius between the inner torus (at
ξ = 0) and the external torus (at ξ = ξmax), whereas θ is the angle formed by the minor radius with the (x, y)
plane, as shown in Fig. 1. Then, the Cartesian coordinates (x, y, z) may be written as x = [R+ (r + ξ) cos θ] cosϕ,
y = [R+ (r + ξ) cos θ] sinϕ, z = (r+ξ) sin θ, and the corresponding scale factors are hθ = r+ξ, hϕ = R+(r+ξ) cos θ,
and hξ = 1. The determinant of the Jacobian of this transformation is det(J) = −(r + ξ) [R+ (r + ξ) cos θ] [43].
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2.1 The Hamiltonian

If a spinless particle, of charge q and mass mp, is in an external electromagnetic field of vector and scalar potentials
A and ϕ, respectively, then its Hamiltonian is

Ĥ =
1

2mp
(p̂− qA)

2
+ qΦ. (5)

Writing Ĥ in the coordinates (θ, ϕ, ξ) and taking into consideration that the system is tightly confined in the ξ
direction, then only the coordinates θ and ϕ remain relevant and the Hamiltonian is reduced to the curved 2D
surface of the torus [43]:

Ĥ2D
elmg = ˆH2D

free + i
qℏ
mp

1

r(R+ r cos θ)

{
(R+ r cos θ)Aθ

∂

∂θ
+ rAϕ

∂

∂ϕ
+

1

2

∂[Aθ(R+ r cos θ)]

∂θ
+

r

2

∂(Aϕ)

∂ϕ

}
+

q2

2mp
(A2

θ +A2
ϕ) + qΦ, (6a)

where

Ĥ2D
free = − ℏ2a2

2mpR2

(
∂2

∂θ2
− sin θ

(a+ cos θ)

∂

∂θ
+

1

(a+ cos θ)
2

∂2

∂ϕ2
+

a2

4 (a+ cos θ)
2

)
≡ ℏ2

2mpR2
H̃2D

free (6b)

is the free Hamiltonian, which was analyzed in [43]. In units ℏ2/(2mpR
2), Ĥ2D

elmg becomes

Ĥ2D
elmg =

ℏ2

2mpR2

(
H̃2D

free + i
a

a+ cos θ

{
2(a+ cos θ)Ãθ

∂

∂θ
+ 2Ãϕ

∂

∂ϕ
+

∂[Ãθ(a+ cos θ)]

∂θ
+

∂(Ãϕ)

∂ϕ

}

+(Ã2
θ + Ã2

ϕ) + qΦ̃
)
≡ ℏ2

2mpR2
H̃2D

elmg, (7)

where Ã ≡ (qR/ℏ)A and Φ̃ ≡ (2mpR
2/ℏ2)Φ.

Let’s assume that through the hole of the torus, along the z axis, passes a thin straight wire of length L, which
carries a constant current I (if L is big enough, the circuit may be closed at large distances with additional wires
and a current source which would not influence the torus). The vector potential corresponding to this setup is:

A =

(
0, 0,

µ0I

2π
ln

(
2L

ρ

))
, (8)

where ρ = R + r cos θ is the distance from the z-axis and µ0 is the vacuum permeability introduced in Eq. (4).

Considering that Aϕ = A · ϕ̂, Aθ = A · θ̂, and Aξ = A · ξ̂, we can rewrite the vector potential in the (θ, ϕ, ξ)
coordinate system:

Aϕ = 0, Aθ =
µ0I

2π
ln

(
2L

ρ

)
cos θ, Aξ =

µ0I

2π
ln

(
2L

ρ

)
sin θ. (9)

Plugging (9) into (7), we obtain

H̃(2D)
elmg = H̃(2D)

free + H̃(2D)
I , H̃(2D)

I ≡ iI

I0
a log

(
2a

a+ cos θ

L

R

)
cos θ

∂

∂θ
+

iI

2I0

a sin θ

a+ cos θ

[
cos θ

−(a+ 2 cos θ) log

(
2a

a+ cos θ

L

R

)]
+

I2 cos2 θ

4I20
log2

(
2a

a+ cos θ

L

R

)
, (10)

where I0 ≡ πℏ/(µ0qR) will be our unit of current.
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2.2 The momentum operator and the vector basis

Following Refs. [43, 44], we introduce the momentum operators in the coordinates (θ, ϕ, ξ). The momentum along
the ϕ direction is related to the z component of the angular momentum operator (L̂3), whereas the momentum along
the ξ direction is not self-adjoint (because of the boundary conditions), so it is not an observable. The momentum
operator along the θ direction is

p̂(θ) ≡ −iℏ
R

a

{
∂

∂θ
− sin θ

2(a+ cos θ)

}
. (11)

The eigenvectors of p̂(θ), combined with the eigenvectors of L̂3,

F (Λ)
n,m ≡ a

2πR

ei(nθ+mϕ)

√
a+ cos θ

(where n,m are integers), (12)

form a basis in the Hilbert space H of wave functions of variables (θ, ϕ) defined on the surface of the torus.

In Ref. [43] we used the basis (12) to numerically diagonalize the operators Ĥ2D
free and T̂

(θ)
3 . In this basis we have

the matrix elements

⟨F (Λ)
n1,m1

|H̃(2D)
free |F (Λ)

n2,m2
⟩ = a2

(n2
1 −

1

4

)
δn1n2

+

(
|δn|

√
a2 − 1 + a

) (√
a2 − 1− a

)|δn|
(a2 − 1)

3
2

(
m2

1 −
1

4

) δm1m2
(13a)

where δn ≡ n1 − n2. From Eq. (13a) we observe that the diagonal elements

⟨F (Λ)
n,m|H̃(2D)

free |F (Λ)
n,m⟩ = a2

[(
n2 − 1

4

)
+

a

(a2 − 1)
3
2

(
m2 − 1

4

)]
= ⟨F (Λ)

−n,m|H̃(2D)
free |F (Λ)

−n,m⟩ (13b)

increase linearly with n2, whereas the non-diagonal elements (n1 ̸= n2)

⟨F (Λ)
n1,m|Ĥ(2D)

free |F (Λ)
n2,m⟩ =

a2
(
|δn|

√
a2 − 1 + a

) (√
a2 − 1− a

)|δn|
(a2 − 1)

3
2

(
m2 − 1

4

)
(13c)

decrease roughly in geometrical progression with |δn| because of the factor
(√

a2 − 1− a
)|δn|

, since |
√
a2 − 1−a| < 1.

2.2.1 Symmetric and antisymmetric basis vectors

Exploiting the symmetry of the diagonal matrix elements to the change of n into −n (13b) and the fast decrease of
non-diagonal elements with |δn|, we introduce the symmetric (+) and antisymmetric (−) basis vectors

F (+)
0,m ≡ F (Λ)

0,m and F (±)
n,m ≡ 1√

2

[
F (Λ)

n,m ±F (Λ)
−n,m

]
, (14a)

for any n ∈ N∗ (positive integer), which satisfy the conditions

⟨F (+)
n1,m1

|F (+)
n2,m2

⟩ = ⟨F (−)
n1,m1

|F (−)
n2,m2

⟩ = δn1,n2δm1,m2 , ⟨F (+)
n1,m1

|F (−)
n2,m2

⟩ = 0. (14b)

In the basis (14) we have

⟨F (±)
n,m|H̃(2D)

free |F (±)
n,m⟩ = a2

{[(
n2 − 1

4

)
+

a

(a2 − 1)
3
2

(
m2 − 1

4

)]
±
(
2n

√
a2 − 1 + a

) (√
a2 − 1− a

)2n
(a2 − 1)

3
2

×
(
m2 − 1

4

)}
, (15a)

⟨F (±)
n1,m|H̃(2D)

free |F (±)
n2,m⟩ = a2


(
|n1 − n2|

√
a2 − 1 + a

) (√
a2 − 1− a

)|n1−n2|

(a2 − 1)
3
2

(15b)

±
(
|n1 + n2|

√
a2 − 1 + a

) (√
a2 − 1− a

)|n1+n2|

(a2 − 1)
3
2

(
m2 − 1

4

) , for n1 ̸= n2, and

0 = ⟨F (+)
n1,m|H̃(2D)

free |F (−)
n2,m⟩ = ⟨F (−)

n1,m|H̃(2D)
free |F (+)

n2,m⟩. (15c)
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We observe again the fast increase of the diagonal elements with n, whereas the non-diagonal elements decrease fast
with |n1 − n2| and |n1 + n2|. For this reason, the basis (14a) represents a good approximation for the eigenfunctions

of Ĥ(2D)
free [43] (the higher the energy level n, the better the approximation is).
Equations (15) imply that the Hilbert space H may be split in two: H ≡ H(+)⊕H(−), where H(+) and H(−) are

spanned by the bases
{
F (+)

n,m

}
and

{
F (−)

n,m

}
, respectively. Then, the eigenfunctions of Ĥ(2D)

free belong either to H(+)

or to H(−), but they are never a sum of vectors from both spaces.

2.2.2 The matrix elements of the toroidal dipole in the absence of the electromagnetic field

In the absence of the electromagnetic fields, the toroidal dipole operator has the expression (3), which, in the variables
(θ, ξ) has the hermitic components [43]

T̂
(θ)
3 =

ℏR
10mp

{
i
3a cos(2θ) + 4

(
a2 + 1

)
cos θ + 5a

2a

∂

∂θ
− T̃θ(θ, ξ)

}
, (16a)

T̂
(ξ)
3 =

ℏR
10mp

{
i
2a2 + 1 + 3a cos θ

a2
sin θR

∂

∂ξ
− T̃ξ(θ, ξ)

}
, (16b)

such that T̃θ(θ, ξ) = −T̃ξ(θ, ξ), so

T̂3 = T̂
(θ)
3 + T̂

(ξ)
3 . (16c)

In the limit ξmax ≪ r, T̃θ(θ, ξ) and T̃ξ(θ, ξ) are simplified to

T̃θ ≡ i

[
9a cos2 θ + 2

(
5a2 + 2

)
cos θ + a

(
2a2 + 3

)]
sin θ

2a (a+ cos θ)
= −T̃ξ. (16d)

The matrix elements of T̂
(θ)
3 are [43]

⟨F (Λ)
n1,m1

|T̂ (θ)
3 |F (Λ)

n2,m2
⟩ = − ℏR

10mp

n1 + n2

2a

{
5a

2
δn1n2

+
(
a2 + 1

)
(δn1,n2+1 + δn1,n2−1) +

3a

4
(δn1,n2+2 + δn1,n2−2)

}
δm1m2

,

(17)
which, in the basis (14a), give

⟨F (+)
n1,m1

|T̂ (θ)
3 |F (+)

n2,m2
⟩ = ⟨F (−)

n1,m1
|T̂ (θ)

3 |F (−)
n2,m2

⟩ = 0 (18)

for any n1 > 0, n2 > 0, m1, and m2.
To calculate the expectation values of the whole T̂3 operator (16c), we first observe that since the eigenstates

of the Hamiltonian are stationary states, the probability current in the ξ direction should be zero (no net current
flowing in the ξ direction). Taking this into account, plus the conditions (16c) and (16d), the expression for the
expectation value of T̂3 simplifies to〈

Ψ(0)
∣∣∣T̂3

∣∣∣Ψ(0)
〉
=

ℏR
10mp

〈
Ψ(0)

∣∣∣T̃ (j,0)
3

∣∣∣Ψ(0)
〉
, where T̃

(j,0)
3 ≡ i

3a cos(2θ) + 4
(
a2 + 1

)
cos θ + 5a

2a

∂

∂θ
(19)

where Ψ(0) is an arbitrary eigenfunction of Ĥ(2D)
free . In Appendix B we calculate the matrix elements of T̂

(j,0)
3 in the

basis (12), using the definitions given in Appendix A. Using these matrix elements we obtain a condition similar
to (18), namely

⟨F (+)
n1,m1

|T̃ (j,0)
3 |F (+)

n2,m2
⟩ = ⟨F (−)

n1,m1
|T̃ (j,0)

3 |F (−)
n2,m2

⟩ = 0 (20)

for any n1 > 0, n2 > 0, m1, and m2.

Equations (18), (19), and (20) imply that the expectation values of both, T̂
(θ)
3 and T̂3 on the eigenstates of Ĥ(2D)

free

are zero.
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2.2.3 The matrix elements of the interaction Hamiltonian

In the basis (12), the matrix elements of the interaction Hamiltonian (10) are〈
F (Λ)

n2−n,m

∣∣∣H̃2D
I

∣∣∣F (Λ)
n2,m

〉
=

I

I0
a

{
− log

(
2aL

R

)[
n2

2
(δn+1 + δn−1) +

In+2 − In−2

8

]
− n2

[
log 2

a+
√
a2−1

2

× (δn+1 + δn−1) +
In+2 − In
4(n+ 1)

∣∣∣∣
n+1 ̸=0

+
In − In−2

4(n− 1)

∣∣∣∣
n−1̸=0

]
+

In+2 − In−2

8
−

(n+ 1)I
(ln2)
n+1 + (n− 1)I

(ln2)
n−1

8

−a

4

[
log

(
2aL

R

)
(In+1 − In−1) + nI(ln

2)
n

]}
+

I2

16I20

{
log2

(
2aL

R

)
(δn+2 + 2δn + δn−2)

+ log

(
2aL

R

)[
+2 log

2

a+
√
a2 − 1

(δn+2 + 2δn + δn−2) +
In+3 − In+1

n+ 2

∣∣∣∣
n+2 ̸=0

+ 2
In+1 − In−1

n

∣∣∣∣
n ̸=0

+
In−1 − In−3

n− 2

∣∣∣∣
n−2̸=0

]
+
(
I
(ln2)
n+2 + 2I(ln

2)
n + I

(ln2)
n−2

)}
(21)

where (see Appendix A)

In(a) ≡ 1

2π

∫ 2π

0

einθ

a+ cos θ
dθ =

(
−a+

√
a2 − 1

)|n|
√
a2 − 1

, (22a)

I(ln
2)

n (a) =
1

2π

∫ 2π

0

einθ ln2(a+ cos θ) dθ =
1

2π

∫ 2π

0

cos(nθ) ln2(a+ cos θ) dθ. (22b)

Using the expression (15) and (21) we write the Hamiltonian matrix in the basis
{
F (±)

n,m

}
(14), which we then

diagonalize numerically to obtain the eigenvalues and eigenvectors, as explained in Section 4. Using this basis is
especially important in the case I = 0, since it preserves the (anti)symmetry of the eigenvectors.

2.3 The toroidal dipole in the presence of electromagnetic fields

In the presence of electromagnetic fields, the definition (3) of the toroidal dipole operator should be changed by
taking into consideration the contribution of the fields to the current density operator:

j =
1

2mp

(
Ψ∗p̂Ψ−Ψp̂Ψ∗ − 2qA|Ψ|2

)
. (23)

With this expression for j, the components of the toroidal dipole operator change into

T̂i =
1

10mp

3∑
j=1

(xixj − 2r2δij)(p̂j − qAj). (24)

The z component written in toroidal coordinates (θ, ξ) is

T̂3 = − iℏ
10mp

[zρρ̂− (2ρ2 + z2)ẑ] ·
[
θ̂

(
1

r

∂

∂θ
− iq

ℏ
Aθ

)
+ ξ̂

(
∂

∂ξ
− iq

ℏ
Aξ

)]
, (25)

where Aθ and Aϕ are the components of A along the θ̂ and ξ̂ directions. We split T̂3 into the hermitic components

T̂
(θ)
3 and T̂

(ξ)
3 according to the recipe given in [43] (as we did in Section 2.2.2 for the case without electromagnetic

fields), to obtain

T̂
(θ)
3 =

ℏR
10mp

{[
zρρ̂− (2ρ2 + z2)ẑ

]
· θ̂

R2

(
−ia

∂

∂θ
− qR

ℏ
Aθ

)
− T̃θ

}
, (26)

T̂
(ξ)
3 =

ℏR
10mp

{[
zρρ̂− (2ρ2 + z2)ẑ

]
· ξ̂

R2

(
−iR

∂

∂ξ
− qR

ℏ
Aξ

)
− T̃ξ

}
, (27)
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where T̃θ and T̃ξ are given in Eqs. (16). Taking into consideration the confinement in the ξ direction, the component

of T̂3 which corresponds to the probability current along ξ–that is, ∂/∂ξ − iqAq/ℏ–should be zero on any eigenstate

of the Hamiltonian. Taking this into consideration together with (16d), by calculating T̂3 ≡ T̂
(θ)
3 + T̂

(ξ)
3 we remain

only with the term proportional to the probability current along the θ direction:〈
Ψ(I)

∣∣∣T̂3

∣∣∣Ψ(I)
〉
≡
〈
Ψ(I)

∣∣∣T̂ (j)
3

∣∣∣Ψ(I)
〉
, (28)

where |Ψ(I)⟩ is an eigenstate of the Hamiltonian (10) and

T̂
(j)
3 = − iℏ

10mp

[
zρρ̂− (2ρ2 + z2)ẑ

]
· θ̂
(
1

r

∂

∂θ
− iq

ℏ
Aθ

)
≡ ℏR

10mp

(
T̃

(j,0)
3 + T̃

(j,I)
3

)
,

with T̃
(j,I)
3 ≡

3a cos(2θ) + 4
(
a2 + 1

)
cos θ + 5a

2a2
Ãθ, (29)

whereas Aθ and T̃
(j,0)
3 are defined in Eqs. (9) and (19), respectively, and Ãθ ≡ (qR/ℏ)Aθ. The matrix elements of

T̃
(j,0)
3 and T̃

(j,I)
3 are calculated in Appendix B and the final result is

⟨F (Λ)
n2−n,m1

|T̃ (j)
3 |F (Λ)

n2,m2
⟩ = −δm1,m2

(
3

4

(
n2 −

1

2

)
δn+2 +

3

4

(
n2 +

1

2

)
δn−2 +

1

4a

[
4n2

(
a2 + 1

)
+ a2 − 2

]
δn+1

+
1

4a

[
4n2

(
a2 + 1

)
− a2 + 2

]
δn−1 +

5n2

2
δn − sgn(n)

(a2 − 1)

2

(√
a2 − 1− a

)|n|
− I

4a2I0

{
log

(
2aL

R

)
×
[
3a

4
(δn+3 + δn−3) +

(
a2 + 1

)
(δn+2 + δn−2) +

13a

4
(δn+1 + δn−1) + 2

(
a2 + 1

)
δn

]
(30)

−
[
3a

4

(
I
(ln)
n+3(a) + I

(ln)
n−3(a)

)
+
(
a2 + 1

) (
I
(ln)
n+2(a) + I

(ln)
n−2(a)

)
+

13a

4

(
I
(ln)
n+1(a) + I

(ln)
n−1(a)

)
+ 2

(
a2 + 1

)
I(ln)n (a)

]})
.

After we diagonalize the Hamiltonian, we use the expression (30) to calculate the expectation values of T̂3 on the
Hamiltonian eigenfunctions, by using the property (28). The results are reported in the next section, together with
the diagonalization of the Hamiltonian. In the next sections we shall see that the external electromagnetic fields mix

the vector sub-spaces H(+) and H(−) in the Hamiltonian eigenfunctions, so the expectation values of T̂
(θ)
3 on these

eigenfunctions is not zero for I ̸= 0.

3 Analytical approximations and the measurement of the toroidal dipole

At large n or a, the diagonal elements of the free particle Hamiltonian in the basis
{
F (+)

n,m,F (−)
n,m

}
are much bigger

than the non-diagonal ones (see Eqs. 15). In such cases, the Hamiltonian eigenfunctions are well approximated by
the basis functions [45] and the energy levels are almost double degenerate (15):

∣∣∣⟨F (+)
n,m|H̃(2D)

free |F (+)
n,m⟩ − ⟨F (−)

n,m|H̃(2D)
free |F (−)

n,m⟩
∣∣∣ = 2

(
2n

√
a2 − 1 + a

) (√
a2 − 1− a

)2n
(a2 − 1)

3
2

∣∣∣∣m2 − 1

4

∣∣∣∣
≪ ⟨F (±)

n,m|H̃(2D)
free |F (±)

n,m⟩ − ⟨F (±)
n−1,m|H̃(2D)

free |F (±)
n−1,m⟩ = (2n− 1)

[
1∓

2a2
(
a−

√
a2 − 1

)2n−1

√
a2 − 1

]
, (31)

since 0 < a−
√
a2 − 1 < 1. In such a case, at small values of I, the contribution of H̃2D

I to the Hamiltonian may be

treated as a perturbation in the 2D space of basis
(
F (+)

n,m,F (−)
n,m

)
. Since a non-zero current I breaks the symmetry

of the system, it becomes more convenient to work in the basis
(
F (Λ)

n,m,F (Λ)
−n,m

)
, which spans the same 2D space.

In the new basis, the free Hamiltonian matrix is given by Eqs. (13) and has the symmetric form (69) discussed in
Appendix C,

A

(
1 ϵ
ϵ 1

)
v = Aαv, (32a)
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where

A = a2

[(
n2 − 1

4

)
+

a

(a2 − 1)
3
2

(
m2 − 1

4

)]
and ϵ =

(
2n

√
a2 − 1 + a

) (√
a2 − 1− a

)2n(
n2 − 1

4

)
(a2 − 1)

3
2 + a

(
m2 − 1

4

) , (32b)

with the obvious eigenvalues ⟨F (+)
n,m|H̃(2D)

free |F (+)
n,m⟩ and ⟨F (−)

n,m|H̃(2D)
free |F (−)

n,m⟩ and eigenvectors F (+)
n,m and F (−)

n,m, respec-
tively.

The matrix elements of the interaction Hamiltonian are〈
F (Λ)

nm

∣∣∣H̃2D
I

∣∣∣F (Λ)
nm

〉
=

an(a−
√
a2 − 1)I

I0
+

I2

8I20
log

(
2aL

R

){
log

(
2aL

R

)
+ 2 log

2

a+
√
a2 − 1

+
(
a−

√
a2 − 1

)2
+ I

(ln2)
2 + I

(ln2)
0

}
, (33a)〈

F (Λ)
−nm

∣∣∣H̃2D
I

∣∣∣F (Λ)
−nm

〉
= −an(a−

√
a2 − 1)I

I0
+

I2

8I20
log

(
2aL

R

){
log

(
2aL

R

)
+ 2 log

2

a+
√
a2 − 1

+
(
a−

√
a2 − 1

)2
+ I

(ln2)
2 + I

(ln2)
0

}
, (33b)

〈
F (Λ)

−nm

∣∣∣H̃2D
I

∣∣∣F (Λ)
nm

〉
=

I

I0
a
(√

a2 − 1− a
)2n{

log

(
2aL

R

)
a

2
+

n

2

(
a−

√
a2 − 1

2n+ 1
+

a+
√
a2 − 1

2n− 1

)

−a

2
− a

2
log

(
2aL

R

)}
+

I2

16I20
log

(
2aL

R

)(√
a2 − 1− a

)2n [(a−
√
a2 − 1

)2
n+ 1

+
2

n
+

(
a+

√
a2 − 1

)2
n− 1

]

− I

I0
a
(2n+ 1)I

(ln2)
2n+1 + (2n− 1)I

(ln2)
2n−1 + 4naI

(ln2)
2n

8
+

I2

16I20

(
I
(ln2)
2n+2 + 2I

(ln2)
2n + I

(ln2)
2n−2

)
, (33c)

where we used the expression (22a) for In and in the calculation of the non-diagonal elements we assumed n ≥ 2, so
that 2n − 3 ≥ 0 (since we are interested, in general, in large n and a). The matrix elements (33) are added to the
matrix elements of the free Hamiltonian and we obtain a matrix of the form (71),

AI

(
1 + δ ϵI
ϵI 1− δ

)
vI = AIαIvI . (34a)

where

AI = A+
I2

8I20
log

(
2aL

R

){
log

(
2aL

R

)
− 2 log(a) + I

(ln2)
2 + I

(ln2)
0

}
, (34b)

δI =
1

AI

nI

2I0
, (34c)

ϵI =
ϵA+

〈
F (Λ)

−nm

∣∣∣H̃2D
I

∣∣∣F (Λ)
nm

〉
AI

(34d)

Equations (34) have the solutions

α
(±)
I = 1±

√
ϵ2I + δ2I , v

(±)
I = N

(±)
I

 1

− δI
ϵI

±
√
1 +

δ2I
ϵ2I

 , N
(±)
I =

1√
2

√
1 +

δ2I
ϵ2I

(√
1 +

δ2I
ϵ2I

∓ δI
ϵI

) . (35)

In Appendix D we calculated analytic approximations for In and I
(ln2)
n in the case a ≫ 1, where we have also

a−
√
a2 − 1 = a

(
1−

√
1− 1/a2

)
≈ 1/(2a) ≪ 1. (36)
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Figure 2: The solution xd ≡ Id/I0 of the equation D(x) = 0, in the case m = 0.

Using the expressions (36) and (77), for n ≥ 2, Eqs. (33) simplify to〈
F (Λ)

nm

∣∣∣H̃2D
I

∣∣∣F (Λ)
nm

〉
=

nI

2I0

{
1 +

I

8nI0
log

(
2aL

R

)
log

(
2L

R

)}
, (37a)〈

F (Λ)
−nm

∣∣∣H̃2D
I

∣∣∣F (Λ)
−nm

〉
= − nI

2I0

{
1− I

4nI0
log

(
2aL

R

)
log

(
2L

R

)}
, (37b)

〈
F (Λ)

−nm

∣∣∣H̃2D
I

∣∣∣F (Λ)
nm

〉
=

I

I0

1

8a2n−2

(
1

22n−3(2n− 1)
−

(
2n−2∑
k=1

1

k

)
− 2(3n− 1)

n(2n− 1)
(37c)

+
I

4(n− 1)I0

{
log

(
2L

R

)
1

22n−3
+ ln a

[
2 +

(
2n−3∑
k=1

1

k

)]})
.

In the same approximation, the matrix elements of the free Hamiltonian (13) become

⟨F (Λ)
n,m|Ĥ(2D)

free |F (Λ)
n,m⟩ = ⟨F (Λ)

−n,m|Ĥ(2D)
free |F (Λ)

−n,m⟩ ≈ a2
(
n2 − 1

4

)
and ⟨F (Λ)

−n,m|Ĥ(2D)
free |F (Λ)

n,m⟩ = (2n+ 1)

(2a)2n

(
m2 − 1

4

)
.

(37d)
Plugging Eqs. (37) into (34) we obtain

AI = a2
(
n2 − 1

4

)
+

I2

8I20
log

(
2aL

R

)
log

(
2L

R

)
, (38a)

δI =
1

AI

nI

2I0
=

nI

2
(
n2 − 1

4

)
I0a2

1

1 + I2

8(n2− 1
4 )I2

0a
2
log
(
2aL
R

)
log
(
2L
R

) , (38b)

ϵI =
(2n+ 1)

(
m2 − 1

4

)
(2a)−2n +

〈
F (Λ)

−nm

∣∣∣H̃2D
I

∣∣∣F (Λ)
nm

〉
AI

, (38c)

δI
ϵI

=
k1I/I0

1 + k2(I/I0) + k3(I/I0)2
, where (38d)

k1 ≡ n(2a)2n

2 (2n+ 1)
(
m2 − 1

4

) , (38e)

k2 ≡ − 22n−3a2(
m2 − 1

4

)
(∑2n−2

k=1
1
k

)
+ 2(3n−1)

n(2n−1) −
1

22n−3(2n−1)

2n+ 1
, (38f)

k3 ≡ 22n−5a2(
m2 − 1

4

)
[
2 +

(∑2n−3
k=1

1
k

)]
ln a+ 1

22n−3 log
(
2L
R

)
(2n+ 1)(n− 1)

, and n ≥ 2. (38g)
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In the limit I → 0, AI → A, δI → δ, ϵI → ϵ, and the system (34) transforms into (32), discussed above. Let’s
analyze now what happens as I increases from zero (because of the symmetry of the system, we shall consider only
the case I ≥ 0). The denominator in the expression (38d) is a second order polynomial that we shall denote by
D(x) ≡ 1 + k2x + k3x

2, with x ≡ I/I0. If m = 0, then k2 > 0 whereas k1, k3 < 0. Calculating the derivative
D′(x) = k2 + 2k3x, we observe that both, D(0) and D′(0) are positive at x = 0. Since limx→∞ D(x) = −∞, this
implies that for m = 0, D(x) has one and only one solution at x > 0, namely

xd ≡ Id
I0

=
−k2 −

√
k22 − 4k3

2k3
. (39)

(see Fig. 2). Calculating

d(δI/ϵI)

d(I/I0)
=

k1
[
1− k3(I/I0)

2
]

[k3(I/I0)2 + k2I/I0 + 1]
2 , (40)

we observe that for m = 0, d(δI/ϵI)/d(I/I0) < 0 for any I. Since δI/ϵI |I=0 < 0, Eq. (40) implies that δI/ϵI |I<Id < 0
and δI/ϵI |I>Id > 0, whereas δI/ϵI |I=id is divergent. In Fig. 3 we plot the δI/ϵI for n = 2, 3, 5. We see that in the
vicinity of I = 0, δI/ϵI increases very fast with I, especially when a or n are big.

For m ̸= 0, k1, k3 > 0 and k2 < 0. The function δI/ϵI is positive at I = 0, whereas its derivative (40), also
positive at I = 0, is equal to zero at

Imax

I0
=

1√
k3

, (41)

where δI/ϵI reaches its local maximum (
δI
ϵI

)
max

=
k1

k2 + 2
√
k3

. (42)

The ratio Imax/I0 is plotted in Fig. 4 and in Fig. 5 we plot δI/ϵI for m = 1 and n = 2, 3, 5.
From Eqs. (38) and Figs. (3) and (5) we observe that if n ≥ 2 and a ≫ 1 (in practice, a > 2 is enough in most

cases) the ratio δI/ϵI increases very fast with I in the vicinity of I = 0. From Eq. (40) we find the slope

lim
I→0

[
d(δI/ϵI)

d(I/I0)

]
= k1, (43)

plotted in Fig. 6. Therefore, we may find a range for I, such that I/I0 ≪ 1 ≪ k1I/I0 and δI/ϵI ≫ 1. In such a case,

as we showed in the end of Appendix C, the eigenvectors of the Hamiltonian converge to
(
F (Λ)

n,m,F (Λ)
−n,m

)
, with the

corresponding eigenvalues

Ẽ(±)
n =

〈
F (Λ)

±n,m

∣∣∣H̃2D
elmg

∣∣∣F (Λ)
±n,m

〉
= AIα

(±)
I = AI (1± δI) = A± nI

2I0
. (44a)

We observe, therefore, a splitting of the quasi-degenerate energy levels by

∆Ẽ(I)
n = n

I

I0
. (44b)

Figure 3: The ratio |δI/ϵI | in the case m = 0 and n = 2, 3, 5, as indicated in each plot (for m = 0, δI/ϵI < 0 for
small values of I/I0).
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Figure 4: The ratio I/I0 at which δI/ϵI reaches its maximum for m ̸= 0, n ≥ 2, and a ≥ 2.

Further, the expectation values of T̃3 on the Hamiltonian eigenstates (see Eq. 30) have very simple values,

⟨T̃3⟩n =
〈
F (Λ)

n,m

∣∣∣T̃3

∣∣∣F (Λ)
n,m

〉
= −5n

2
= −

〈
F (Λ)

−n,m

∣∣∣T̃3

∣∣∣F (Λ)
−n,m

〉
≡ −nt

(0)
3 . (45)

Notice that t
(0)
3 = 5/2 is different from the quanta t3 of the eigenvalues of the operator T̂

(θ)
3 obtain in Ref. [44].

Combining Eqs. (44) and (45) we obtain

∆Ẽ(I)
n = −2

5

I

I0
⟨T̃3⟩n. (46)

Including the dimensional scales for energy (7) and toroidal dipole (16), we obtain the linear relation between the
energy deviation and toroidal dipole

∆E
(I)
n

2
≡ ℏ2

2mpR2

∆Ẽ
(I)
n

2
= −µ0q

I

πR2
⟨T̃3⟩n, (47)

which is identical to (4), if we make the natural identification for the current density, j ≡ I/(πR2).
Equation (47) gives us a direct method to observe the toroidal dipole and to measure its expectation values. In

this way one may observe also the quantization (45), as a proof of the quantum nature of T3.

4 Numerical study of stationary states and toroidal moment values

For numerical computations we use L = 2000 nm and R = 250 nm, whereas the filiform current I (flowing along
the z axis) and the torus’ minor radius r, characterized by the parameter a ≡ R/r, are varying (see Fig. 1).

Figure 5: The ratio δI/ϵI for m = 1 and n = 2, 3, 5, as indicated in each plot.
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Figure 6: The absolute value of the slope d(δI/ϵI)/d(I/I0) at I = 0 and m = 0.

The Hamiltonian of the system is given by Eqs (10) and (6b). Similarly to the procedure detailed in [43], we

numerically computed the matrix elements ⟨F (±)
n1,m1 |H̃(2D)|F (±)

n2,m2⟩ using the expressions (15) and (21), and we
performed numerical diagonalization. The energy levels as functions of I are shown in Fig. 7 for different values of
a and m. In connection to these, we calculated the expectation values of T̃3 on the Hamiltonian eigenstates (using
Eq. 30), which we plot in Figs. 8 and 9. We index the energy levels by η = 0, 1, 2, . . ., starting from the ground
state and going up in energy. Therefore, the Hamiltonian eigenvalues and eigenstates will be denoted by Eη(I) and

|Ψη(I)⟩, such that Eη(I) ≤ Eη′(I) if η < η′. For the expectation values of T̃3 we shall use the simpler notation

⟨T̃3⟩η(I) ≡ ⟨Ψη(I)|T̃3|Ψη(I)⟩. To keep the notations simple, the dependence of |Ψη(I)⟩, Eη(I), and ⟨T̃3⟩η(I) on a and
m will be considered implicit. Even more, sometimes we may consider implicit also dependence of these quantities
on I. Comparing this notation with the one used in Eqs. (44), we observe that, if the approximations of Section 3
apply, then

Eη=2n−1 ≈ E(−)
n and Eη=2n ≈ E(+)

n . (48a)

In Eqs. (44) and (48b) we have n > 0, since E
(+)
n and E

(−)
n refer to n and −n, respectively. To avoid confusion, from

now on we shall use the correspondence

η ≡

{
2n, if n > 0,

−2n− 1, if n < 0.
(48b)

At I = 0, the energy levels (see Fig. 7) are the same as the ones calculated in [43] and the expectation values
of T̃3 are zero, as proved in Section 2.2.2 (Fig. 9). In the presence of the external current, the energy levels change
and the energy eigenstates acquire non-zero toroidal dipole. The cause of the energy levels change is the interaction
between the toroidal dipoles and the current–analogously to the modification of the energy levels of a particle with
nonzero magnetic moment, in the presence of an external magnetic field. Both, Eη(I) and ⟨T̃3⟩η(I) show a periodic
patterns which depend only on a (and are independent of η and m).

To understand this better, let’s look at Fig. 9. If a or η are sufficiently large, ⟨T̃3⟩η(I) varies rapidly with I/I0,
approaching the value −5n/2 (48b), in accordance with the analytical calculations of Section 3. It is not necessary to
give here a precise definition for when “a or η are sufficiently large” and we shall give it only a qualitative significance.
For example, we may roughly say that this condition is satisfied for the levels 7 to 10 of panel (a), levels 5 to 10 of
panels (d) and (e), levels 7 to 10 of panel (f), levels 3 to 10 of panel (g), and levels 5 to 10 of panels (h) and (i).

On a larger interval of currents (see Fig. 8), if a or η are sufficiently large, we observe that ⟨T̃3⟩η(I) decreases
linearly with I, having abrupt changes of sign at regular intervals lIs, where l is an integer and Is depends on a,
but not on η or m. In each interval of linear variation included between the limits lIs and (l + 1)Is, the slope
d⟨T̃3⟩η(I)/d(I/I0) = −(5/4)(I0/Is), is the same for any m, l, a, and η. Therefore, the decrease of the linear

approximation of ⟨T̃3⟩η(I) on any interval (lIs, (l + 1)Is) takes the universal value of 5/4, independent of current,
angular momentum, shape of the torus or energy level, as long as a or η are sufficiently large. Moreover, differences
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Figure 7: The energies (in dimensionless units) of the first eleven Hamiltonian eigenstates a functions of I (in I0
units) for a = 1.2, 2, 3 and m = 0, 1, 2, as indicated in each plot. The legend, shown in (a), is the same in every plot:
0 = ground state, 1 = first excited state, and so on.

between expectation values take also universal forms

⟨T̃3⟩η(I)− ⟨T̃3⟩η−1(I) =
(−1)η−15

2
η and ⟨T̃3⟩η(I)− ⟨T̃3⟩η−2(I) =

(−1)η−15

2
, (49)

which are valid for any current I, torus shape a, angular momentum m, or energy level η, if a and η are large enough
and the current is in the region where ⟨T̃3⟩η(I) varies linearly, as seen in Fig. 8. For all values of a and m (not only

when a and η are sufficiently large), the functions ⟨T̃3⟩η(I) are periodic, of period 2Is.
In Fig. 7 we plot the energy levels Eη(I) as functions of I/I0 for a few values of a and m. We clearly see same

periodicity, of period 2Is, as in Fig. 7. For the levels where a and η are sufficiently large, the variation of Eη(I) is

proportional to I⟨T̃3⟩η(I), as we proved in Section 3 (Eq. 47) and we can see in Fig. 10. The numerical calculations
show that the validity of the proportionality relation (47) extends over a larger interval of currents than that on
which the approximations of Section 3 are valid. At I = lIs (l > 0), the functions Eη(I) are continuous, but their
derivatives change abruptly.

In Fig. 11 we plot the first coefficients of the expansion of the energy eigenstates in the basis formed by the

momentum eigenstates {F (Λ)
n,m}. In all the plots, at I = 0 we obtain again the coefficients from Ref. [43], but, as I

increases, the wavefunctions significantly change.
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Figure 8: The expectation vales of T̃3 on the Hamiltonian eigenstates vs. I (in I0 units) for a = 1.2, 2, 3 and
m = 0, 1, 2, as indicated in each plot. The legend, shown only once, is the same in every plot: 0 = ground state,
1 = first excited state, 2 = second excited state, . . ..

5 Conclusions

In this work, we studied the quantum properties of a particle on a torus in the presence of a filiform current flowing
along the rotational axis of the system. We observed the quantization of the energy levels and their dependence on
the current intensity and we calculated the expectation values of the projection of the toroidal dipole operator on
the rotation axis in the stationary states. We showed that the expectation values are zero if the current is zero, but
they become non-zero in the presence of non-zero current, providing a method to observe and measure the quantum
toroidal dipole.

Our analytical and numerical calculations revealed several important features of the system. First, we found that
the energy levels and the expectation values of the toroidal dipoles are periodic functions of the current intensity,
with period 2Is, where Is depends only on the aspect ratio of the torus. Second, we observed that the derivative of
the energy with respect to the current intensity, as well as the expectation values of the toroidal dipole exhibit sharp
changes of sign at integer multiples of Is. Third, we found that the toroidal dipole moment decreases linearly with
current outside of these narrow regions, with a universal change in its scaled, dimensionless value equal to −5/4 over
half-period. Fourth, we showed that the differences between the toroidal dipole moments of consecutive and second
consecutive energy levels exhibit universal forms. Fifth (and maybe the most significant), in general, the changes,
due to transitions between energy levels, of the expectation values of the toroidal dipole are quantized, the scaled,
dimensionless value of the quanta being 5/2.

Our results provide a theoretical framework for understanding the interaction between a particle with a toroidal
dipole moment and an external current. They also pave the way for the experimental observation and measurement
of toroidal dipoles in quantum systems.
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Figure 9: The expectation vales of T̂3 on the Hamiltonian eigenstates vs. I (in I0 units) for a = 1.2, 2, 3 and
m = 0, 1, 2, as indicated in each plot. The legend, shown only once, is the same in every plot: 0 = ground state,
1 = first excited state, 2 = second excited state, . . ..
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A Analytical expression for In(a)

We want find analytical expressions for the integrals

In(a) ≡ 1

2π

∫ 2π

0

einθ

a+ cos θ
dθ. (50)

For this, we write

1

2
(In+1 + In−1) + aIn =

1

2π

∫ 2π

0

einθ 1
2 (e

iθ + e−iθ) + einθa

a+ cos(θ)
dθ =

1

2π

∫ 2π

0

einθdθ = δn (51)

We obtain two cases: Case i) n = 0

1

2
(I1(a) + I−1(a)) + aI0(a) = 1 (52)

Case ii) n ̸= 0

1

2
(In+1(a) + In−1(a)) + aIn(a) = 0 (53)
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Figure 10: The relation between the energy level splitting and the product (I/I0)⟨T̃3⟩n, at a = 3 and m = 0, 1, 2.

We see that ∆Ẽ
(I)
n ≈ (2/5)(I/I0)⟨T̃3⟩n and the approximation gets better and better as η increases.

From cases i) and ii) we get a recurrence relation

In+1(a) + 2aIn(a) + In−1(a) = 0 (54)

which has the characteristic equation for n > 0

λ2 + 2aλ+ 1 = 0. (55)

From Eq. (55) we obtain

In(a) = C1(a)
(
−a−

√
a2 − 1

)n
+ C2(a)

(
−a+

√
a2 − 1

)n
.

We need C1(a) and C2(a) in order to find a general relation for In(a). For this, we make the following observations:

−a−
√
a2 − 1 =

1

−a+
√
a2 − 1

and In = I∗n = I−n. (56)

Then, we have two possibilities:

In(a) = C(a)
(
−a−

√
a2 − 1

)n
, or (57a)

In(a) = C(a)
(
−a+

√
a2 − 1

)n
. (57b)

Plugging the forms (57) into the condition (52) we get C(a) = ±1/
√
a2 − 1, where the “−” and “+” signs correspond

to the possibilities (57a) and (57b), respectively. Since I0(a) > 0, it follows that

C(a) =
1√

a2 − 1
and In(a) =

(
−a+

√
a2 − 1

)|n|
√
a2 − 1

. (58)

B The matrix elements of T̂3 in the momentum basis

We compute the matrix elements of the z component of the toroidal dipole operator T̂3 (29). Using the definitions (19)
and (29), we obtain

T̂
(j,0)
3 ≡ iℏR

10mp

[
3a cos(2θ) + 4

(
a2 + 1

)
cos θ + 5a

2a

∂

∂θ

]
,

T̂
(j,I)
3 ≡ − iℏR

10mp

[
3a cos(2θ) + 4

(
a2 + 1

)
cos θ + 5a

2a

iqR

ℏa
Aθ

]
,
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Figure 11: The coefficients of the Hamiltonian eigenstates in the {F (Λ)
n,m} basis.

〈
F (Λ)

n1,m1

∣∣∣T̃ (j,0)
3

∣∣∣F (Λ)
n2,m2

〉
≡ iδm1,m1

[K1(n2, n2 − n1) +K2(n2 − n1)] , where (59)

K1(n2, n) =
1

4πa

∫ 2π

0

dθeinθ
{
in2

[
3a cos(2θ) + 4

(
a2 + 1

)
cos θ + 5a

]
+ (3a cos θ − a2 + 2) sin θ

}
K2(n) =

a2 − 1

4π

∫ 2π

0

dθeinθ
sin θ

(a+ cos θ)
dθ

(in the second and third line we used n ≡ n2 − n1). For K1 we obtain immediately

K1(n2, n) =
3i

4

(
n2 −

1

2

)
δn+2,0 +

3i

4

(
n2 +

1

2

)
δn−2,0 +

i

4a

[
4n2

(
a2 + 1

)
+ a2 − 2

]
δn+1,0

+
i

4a

[
4n2

(
a2 + 1

)
− a2 + 2

]
δn−1,0 +

5in2

2
δn,0. (60)

For K2(n), we first observe that it is imaginary and

K2(−n) = K∗
2 (n) = −K2(n). (61)

Then, we may write

aK2(n) +
1

2
[K2(n− 1) +K2(n+ 1)] = i

a2 − 1

4
(δn−1,0 − δn+1,0).
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Directly computing

K2(0) = 0, K2(1) = −i
(a2 − 1)

2

(√
a2 − 1− a

)
, K2(2) = −i

(a2 − 1)

2

(√
a2 − 1− a

)2
, (62)

we can check that Eq. (62) is satisfied. Then, for any n > 1 we have the recurrence relation

a ·K2(n) +
1

2
[K2(n− 1) +K2(n+ 1)] = 0, (63)

with the solutions

K2(n) =

{
C1

(
−a−

√
a2 − 1

)n
or

C2

(
−a+

√
a2 − 1

)n
.

(64)

Comparing (64) with (62) we finally obtain

K2(n) = −i sgn(n)
(a2 − 1)

2

(√
a2 − 1− a

)|n|
, (65)

where we consider that sgn(0) = 0. Plugging Eqs. (60) and (65) into (59) we obtain

⟨F (Λ)
n2−n,m1

|T̃ (j,0)
3 |F (Λ)

n2,m2
⟩ = −δm1,m2

{
3

4

[
n2(δn+2,0 + δn−2,0)−

1

2
(δn+2,0 − δn−2,0)

]
+ n2

a2 + 1

a
(δn+1,0 + δn−1,0)

+
a2 − 2

4a
(δn+1,0 − δn−1,0) +

5n2

2
δn,0 − sgn(n)

(a2 − 1)

2

(√
a2 − 1− a

)|n|}
(66)

For the electromagnetic contribution we have

⟨F (Λ)
n2−n,m1

|T̃ (j,I)
3 |F (Λ)

n2,m2
⟩ = I

4a2I0
δm1,m2

{
log

(
2aL

R

)[
3a

4
(δn+3,0 + δn−3,0) +

(
a2 + 1

)
(δn+2,0 + δn−2,0)

+
13a

4
(δn+1,0 + δn−1,0) + 2

(
a2 + 1

)
δn,0

]
−
[
3a

4

(
I
(ln)
n+3(a) + I

(ln)
n−3(a)

)
+
(
a2 + 1

) (
I
(ln)
n+2(a) + I

(ln)
n−2(a)

)
+
13a

4

(
I
(ln)
n+1(a) + I

(ln)
n−1(a)

)
+ 2

(
a2 + 1

)
I(ln)n (a)

]}
, (67)

with the notation

I(ln)n (a) =
1

2π

∫ 2π

0

einθ log(a+ cos θ)dθ =
In−1(a)− In+1(a)

n

∣∣∣∣
n̸=0

− log

(
2

a+
√
a2 − 1

)
δn. (68)

C A simple 2D model

The 2D matrix equation (
1 ϵ
ϵ 1

)
v = αv, (69)

has two solutions, one symmetric (+) and one antisymmetric (−),

v(±) =
1√
2

(
1
±1

)
with α(±) = 1± ϵ. (70)

We assume that ϵ is a small and positive variable and we add a perturbation ±δ to the diagonal elements of the
matrix (including the variables ϵ and δ in the notations of the eigenvalues and eigenvectors),(

1 + δ ϵ
ϵ 1− δ

)
v(ϵ, δ) = α(ϵ, δ)v(ϵ, δ). (71)
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Figure 12: The angles θ(+) (red line) and θ(−) (blue line), as functions of δ/ϵ. At δ = 0, θ(+) corresponds to the
symmetric solution, whereas θ(−) corresponds to the antisymmetric one.

Equation (71) gives the solutions

α(±)(ϵ, δ) = 1±
√
ϵ2 + δ2, v(±)(ϵ, δ) = N (±)(ϵ, δ)

(
1

− δ
ϵ ±

√
1 + δ2

ϵ2

)
, N (±)(ϵ, δ) =

1√
2
√

1 + δ2

ϵ2

(√
1 + δ2

ϵ2 ∓ δ
ϵ

) .

(72)
We represent the vectors v(±)(ϵ, δ) as complex numbers

ζ(±)(ϵ, δ) ≡ N (±)(ϵ, δ)

[
1 + i

(
−δ

ϵ
±
√
1 +

δ2

ϵ2

)]
≡ eiθ

(±)(ϵ,δ), where tan
(
θ(±)(ϵ, δ)

)
≡ −δ

ϵ
±
√
1 +

δ2

ϵ2
, (73)

and in Fig. 12 we plot the angles θ(±)(ϵ, δ). At δ = 0, we recover the symmetric and antisymmetric solutions,
θ(+)(ϵ, 0) = π/4 and θ(−)(ϵ, 0) = −π/4, respectively, whereas at δ/ϵ → ±∞ we have lim(δ/ϵ)→∞ θ(+)(δ, ϵ) = 0,

lim(δ/ϵ)→∞ θ(−)(δ, ϵ) = −π/2, lim(δ/ϵ)→−∞ θ(+)(δ, ϵ) = π/2, and lim(δ/ϵ)→−∞ θ(−)(δ, ϵ) = 0.

D Taylor expansions for In(a) and I
(ln2)
n (a)

It is useful to calculate the Taylor expansions in the lowest order of In(a) and I
(ln2)
n (a), when a ≫ 1. For In(a) we

simply obtain

In(a)
a≫1
≈ 1

a

(
−1

2a

)|n|

(74)

The calculation for I
(ln2)
n (a) is more complicated. First, we write

I(ln
2)

n =
1

2π

∫ 2π

0

einθ
[
ln2 a+

cos2 θ

a2
+

cos4 θ

(2a2)2
+

cos6 θ

(3a3)2
+ . . .+ 2 ln a

(
cos θ

a
− cos2 θ

2a2
+

cos3 θ

3a3
− cos4 θ

4a4
+ . . .

)
+

∞∑
m=3

(−1)m−2 cos
m θ

am

m−1∑
k=1

1

(m− k)

1

k

]
dθ (75)

Then, in the lowest order of approximation for each term m, we retain

cosm θ =

(
eiθ + e−iθ

2

)m

≈ eimθ + e−imθ

2
(76)
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since the other terms give higher orders of approximation. Plugging (76) into (75) and using the identity

m−1∑
k=1

m

k(m− k)
=

m−1∑
k=1

(
1

k
+

1

m− k

)
= 2

m−1∑
k=1

1

k

we get

I(ln
2)

n (a)
a≫1
≈ ln2 a δn +

∞∑
m=1

δn+2m + δn−2m

2m2a2m
+ ln a

(
δn+1 + δn−1

a
− δn+2 + δn−2

2a2

)

+

∞∑
m=3

(−1)m

[(
m−1∑
k=1

1

k

)
− ln a

]
δn+m + δn−m

mam
. (77)

Therefore,

I
(ln2)
0

a≫1
≈ ln a, I

(ln2)
1

a≫1
≈ ln a

a
, I

(ln2)
2

a≫1
≈ − ln a

2a2
+

1

2a2
(78)
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