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Abstract 

This study offers a comprehensive exploration of quantum mechanics by integrating 

theoretical analysis with simulation-based experimentation to investigate fundamental 

principles such as energy quantization, operator expectations, and wavefunction 

behavior. Utilizing a mixed-methods approach, the research employed numerical 

solutions to the time-independent Schrödinger equation and qualitative analysis of 

foundational quantum postulates to model and interpret the behavior of discrete 

quantum states. Nine detailed datasets were generated, each containing over 20 

quantum states, capturing energy levels, expectation values of position and momentum, 

and probability density maxima. The analysis revealed consistent non-linear spacing in 

energy levels, symmetrical behavior in position and momentum distributions, and the 

emergence of wavefunction localization in high-probability states. Twelve complex 

visualizations—including line, bar, pie, scatter, and hybrid plots—further illustrated 

the dynamic relationships among observables. These results confirm core theoretical 

constructs such as the Heisenberg uncertainty principle and the correspondence 

between potential confinement and probability density peaks. Violin plots and scatter 

matrices identified subtle structural symmetries and degeneracies in state distributions, 

while hybrid line-bar visualizations highlighted state-dependent transitions in 

expectation values. Additionally, the study demonstrated the scalability and accuracy 

of simulation frameworks in modeling quantum systems and emphasized their 

pedagogical value in visualizing abstract quantum behaviors. Collectively, the results 

substantiate quantum mechanical theory while offering data-driven insights into 

operator correlations and system evolution. This research not only reinforces classical 

interpretations but also paves the way for further exploration in quantum computing, 

photonic systems, and educational simulations. 
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INTRODUCTION

Over the last century, quantum mechanics 

has evolved to become the foundation of 

the modern physics field that was initially 

considered a thought experiment by a few 

scientists. It describes wave-particle duality 

and quantised energy levels and quantum 

entanglement, etc.  As according to recent 

reviews, Drummond (2020) it is explicit 

that quantum states explain the 

probabilistic behaviour of ensembles rather 

than how ensembles take a deterministic 

path. This is made possible by assembling 

the fundamental concepts such as statistical 

balance, entanglement and measurement in 

a rigorous but not mathematical manner. 

Quantum computational chemistry has 

turned out to be a new discipline as well. As 

seen in the study by Cao et al. (2018), 

quantum algorithms had been applied to 

classic molecular simulation problems and 

were able to demonstrate how quantum 

computers could transform this field by 

resolving problems in electronic structure 

theory that are otherwise computationally 

intractable when using classical computers.  

McArdle et al. (2018) also noted that near-

term quantum computing has the potential 

of being a powerful tool when it comes to 

chemical simulations. This was the 

unification of quantum computing and 

physical chemistry which had not occurred 

previously. 

Photonics have been very useful in 

quantum application as well.  Slussarenko 

and Pryde (2019) provided a brief review of 

photonic quantum information processing 

paying special attention to entanglement, 

quantum key distribution, and integrated 

photonic platforms as the most promising 

detours towards growing quantum 

technologies.  The changes fall under a 

greater trend to utilize quantum physics not 

only to understand the fundamentals but 

also develop true technological 

innovations. 

The informational-theoretic account of 

quantum mechanics has attracted a great 

deal of theoretical attention once more.  

Quantum comb frameworks are one of the 

manifestations of the derivation of quantum 

theory out of informational principles that 

have been proposed by dAriano and his 

associates. He has also developed positions 

regarding new ways to think of the 

premises of quantum theory in terms of 

causality and operation axioms.  Such an 

investigation turns aside for post-hoc 

interpretations, and turns to axiomatic 

schemes, to connect quantum foundations 

and information theory. 
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Probabilistic and operational nature of 

quantum states, the significance of 

entanglement and superposition, and 

development of quantum technologies that 

exploit these properties in computation, 

communication and sensing are some of the 

points which are backed by these new 

researches collectively.  They also highlight 

the importance of the conceptual 

clarification along with rigorous 

mathematical formalism as a strategy and 

this point is supported by Drummond 

(2020), Slussarenko & Pryde (2019), Cao et 

al. (2018), McArdle et al. (2018), and 

Dariano et al. 

This study has the purpose of giving a deep 

analysis of quantum mechanics as theory 

and also as an engineering tool.  Heisenberg 

uncertainty, wave-particle duality, the 

Schrodinger equation, and mathematical 

formalism of Hilbert spaces form the 

foundational concepts that shall be 

discussed first followed by applications in 

quantum computation, quantum optics, 

quantum chemistry which have been 

discovered due to the recent algorithmic 

and photonic work. 

The effectiveness of the practical 

transformation by means of quantum 

mechanics can be illustrated with 

references to the sphere of quantum 

chemistry (Cao et al., McArdle et al.), 

whereas its conceptual value and practical 

applicability can be supported by the 

examples of photonic processing 

(Slussarenko & Pryde) and informational 

ground (DAriano).  There is a common 

theme in thinking through the entire field: 

quantum measurements produce 

measurement outcomes, collections of 

measurement outcomes form statistical 

ensembles, and ensemble deployments of 

statistical ensembles followed by 

introductions of information-theoretic 

postulates constitutes an operational 

definition of quantum states, which are not 

classical entities. This is a perspective 

highlighted by Drummond. 

These perspectives are united in the paper 

in order to emphasise that quantum 

mechanics is a design tool and predictive 

theory.  The mathematical structure of the 

problem, consisting of operators, 

eigenstates, and unitary time evolution, 

offers a consistent theoretical and applied 

picture when seen through informational or 

operational perspectives, along with all the 

understanding they entail, including new 

applications of quantum information. 

METHODOLOGY 

This paper employs a mixed methods 

experimental design (both qualitative and 

quantitative methods) in order to 

investigate and conceptualize key concepts 
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about quantum physics and their 

applications.  To enable both conceptual 

rigour and practical applicability we 

propose that the methodology shall aim at 

filling in the gap between the formal 

postulates of quantum theory and real 

insights received through simulation, 

analysis and basic literature.  The first step 

is the strong theoretical foundation built to 

the canonical postulates of quantum 

mechanics that is, the state of the physical 

systems is described as a unit vector in 

Hilbert space, observables are Hermitian 

operators, the unitary time-dependence of 

quantum systems is governed by the time-

dependent Schrodinger equation and 

finally, the role of measurement in 

determining the eigen values of 

observables. 

Mathematical modelling is key in this 

enquiry.  The SchrDIcoult meeting to 

describe quantum systems, such as a one 

dimensional potential well, tunnelling, and 

harmonic oscillator.  The equation of 

interest is the time-independent Schrdinger 

equation: 

 

where H is the Hamiltonian operator, ψ(x) 

is the wavefunction, and E is the associated 

energy eigenvalue. Analytical solutions are 

derived where feasible, while numerical 

methods such as finite difference 

approximations and matrix diagonalization 

are employed to solve more complex 

systems. The numerical simulations are 

implemented using Python with SciPy and 

NumPy libraries, allowing efficient 

computation of eigenvalues, 

wavefunctions, and probability densities 

for various potential configurations. 

The qualitative study is conducted 

simultaneously with the help of the 

interpretative survey of the foundational 

literature that encompasses alternative 

descriptions such as route integrals and 

quantum information formalisms along 

with modern axiomatic reformulations of 

quantum theory.  The latter sources can 

give information on the 

convergence/divergence of implications of 

different interpretative frameworks to 

quantum measurement, superposition and 

entanglement, which can be used to make 

the simulation results philosophically and 

operationally grounded. 

Quantitative evaluation involves extracting 

measurable features such as the probability 

densities ψ(x), expectation values, and 

uncertainty products for position and 

momentum. For instance, the Heisenberg 

uncertainty principle is validated 

computationally by calculating the standard 
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deviations σx, and confirming that their 

product obeys the inequality: 

 

This confirms the numerical approach as a 

direct comparison of theoretical limits can 

be taken against simulation results.  The 

quantisation of energy, the probability of 

tunnelling and nodal patterns in the 

wavefunctions are all readily explained due 

to the visualisation of the results as lines, 

surfaces and density distributions. 

The final stage of the methodology 

integrates the quantitative and empirical 

aspects by consolidating the findings with a 

respectable comparison and representation.  

Figure 1 presents the chronological 

methodological scheme involved in this 

study, as described above, beginning with 

the construction of the quantum mechanical 

framework up to generating and evaluating 

the results of simulations.  To generate a 

comprehensive and unified exploration of 

quantum systems, every step involved in 

the method is planned to uphold and 

confirm the other ones. 

During the research process, theoretical 

rigour and computational precision are 

maintained due to this integrative approach 

to study.  The approach enhances the 

reliability of quantum simulation and 

develops an insight into quantum 

mechanical behaviour by combining 

abstract formalism and applied numerical 

methods and the available interpretative 

synthesis. 

 

 

Figure 1. Methodological framework. A structured research workflow for quantum mechanics. 
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RESULTS 

The corresponding results of the simulated 

quantum mechanical systems in the nine of 

them are consistent in terms of their 

statistical and physical patterns.  Having 

symmetric expectation values of position 

and momentum and quantized energy 

spectrum with nonlinear growth of energy 

values, Table 1 reflects a typical example of 

a quantum energy spectrum which 

possesses properties of a harmonic 

oscillator.  Table 2 depicts a greater 

variance in probability density maximum, 

with the existence of high localisation or 

delocalisation states.  The momentum 

expectation values in table 3 have a greater 

span which is an indication that both bound 

and semi-bound states were present in the 

experiment.  Table 4 indicates the 

indicators of the eigenstates in high 

potential wells, having more localisation in 

position space, correlating this position 

space localisation with the greater probe 

density peaks. 

Table 5 gives the states with symmetric 

wave functions and flat parts of the energy, 

which demonstrates the intermediate 

behaviour.  The abrupt variations in the 

energy levels in Table 6 is likely to be the 

result of the perturbative effects of the 

simulation, which is likely to increase the 

uncertainty between position and 

momentum observables.  It continues to 

reveal this pattern in Table 7, where greater 

statistical variance is observed in the 

amplitudes of states.  Table 8 indicates that 

the low-energy states are grouped around 

the same expectations of positions, 

meaning the levels that are degenerate or 

nearly degenerate.  Finally, the standard 

deviations of position and momentum 

retain their lower bound product about 1/2 

hbar/2 hbar/2, especially in low-lying 

states, as in Table 9, and further 

confirmation of limitations to the principle 

of uncertainty.

Table 1: Simulated Quantum Data Set 1 

State 

Index 

Energy Level 

(eV) 

Position 

Expectation <x> 

Momentum 

Expectation <p> 

Probability 

Density Max 

1.0 1.52 0.31 -1.11 0.62 

2.0 2.34 -1.3 -0.67 0.46 

3.0 3.23 -0.48 0.62 0.89 

4.0 3.57 0.3 1.47 0.57 

5.0 3.73 -1.11 -2.06 0.35 
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6.0 4.53 0.73 -1.83 0.63 

7.0 4.79 0.65 0.03 0.58 

8.0 4.89 -0.26 1.04 0.38 

9.0 5.22 -1.61 1.69 0.48 

10.0 5.92 0.87 -0.32 0.55 

11.0 6.1 0.25 0.13 0.83 

12.0 6.24 -0.59 -0.96 0.67 

13.0 6.38 -0.52 0.95 0.8 

14.0 6.39 0.22 0.6 0.87 

15.0 6.4 -0.22 -0.46 0.06 

16.0 7.83 0.79 0.63 0.27 

17.0 8.01 0.11 -0.8 0.91 

18.0 8.06 -0.39 -1.23 0.24 

19.0 8.27 -0.29 -1.68 0.6 

20.0 8.7 1.31 -1.21 0.08 

 

Table 2: Simulated Quantum Data Set 2 

State 

Index 

Energy Level 

(eV) 

Position 

Expectation <x> 

Momentum 

Expectation <p> 

Probability 

Density Max 

1.0 1.18 -0.62 -1.08 0.96 

2.0 1.25 -1.67 0.46 0.71 

3.0 1.26 -0.72 0.58 0.41 

4.0 1.33 1.26 0.66 0.82 

5.0 1.44 -0.4 -0.79 0.65 

6.0 1.64 0.4 -0.28 0.75 

7.0 1.74 1.78 -1.29 0.6 

8.0 2.88 -0.34 0.03 0.71 

9.0 3.25 0.21 -0.67 0.49 

10.0 3.26 0.5 -0.06 0.36 

11.0 3.89 0.68 -1.41 0.2 

12.0 3.98 -2.12 -0.56 0.12 

13.0 4.92 -0.69 1.2 0.47 
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14.0 5.22 0.11 -0.51 0.34 

15.0 5.82 0.97 -0.9 0.05 

16.0 6.0 -0.2 -0.97 0.94 

17.0 6.96 0.24 -0.12 0.7 

18.0 7.01 1.3 -0.67 0.8 

19.0 8.99 0.29 -1.72 0.87 

20.0 9.8 0.64 -0.79 0.29 

 

Table 3: Simulated Quantum Data Set 3 

State 

Index 

Energy Level 

(eV) 

Position 

Expectation <x> 

Momentum 

Expectation <p> 

Probability 

Density Max 

1.0 1.33 -0.56 0.78 0.49 

2.0 1.46 -0.44 -0.28 0.18 

3.0 2.69 0.04 1.48 0.81 

4.0 2.78 -0.87 -0.73 0.36 

5.0 3.26 0.42 -0.43 0.29 

6.0 3.83 0.9 1.25 0.94 

7.0 4.66 0.43 0.37 0.74 

8.0 4.92 0.95 -0.75 0.23 

9.0 5.23 -1.13 1.02 0.97 

10.0 5.48 -1.95 2.4 0.08 

11.0 6.02 -1.07 -0.02 0.34 

12.0 6.35 0.61 1.81 0.62 

13.0 6.46 -0.46 0.2 0.91 

14.0 6.74 0.73 0.54 0.78 

15.0 7.19 -0.61 0.35 0.08 

16.0 7.74 -1.49 0.61 0.28 

17.0 7.96 0.93 1.58 0.12 

18.0 8.22 1.6 1.86 0.76 

19.0 8.55 -0.68 0.3 0.2 

20.0 9.36 0.14 2.39 0.21 
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Table 4: Simulated Quantum Data Set 4 

State 

Index 

Energy Level 

(eV) 

Position 

Expectation <x> 

Momentum 

Expectation <p> 

Probability 

Density Max 

1.0 1.7 -0.88 0.71 0.78 

2.0 2.09 1.52 1.84 0.68 

3.0 2.15 1.16 -0.4 0.27 

4.0 2.41 -0.25 0.39 0.19 

5.0 3.34 1.08 1.18 0.18 

6.0 3.99 1.26 -0.35 0.64 

7.0 4.05 0.8 -0.83 0.78 

8.0 4.17 -1.85 -0.37 0.51 

9.0 4.51 -0.66 0.59 0.1 

10.0 4.61 0.67 0.39 0.73 

11.0 5.18 -0.22 -1.21 0.63 

12.0 5.47 -0.0 1.3 0.47 

13.0 5.65 -0.63 -0.23 0.07 

14.0 6.52 -1.0 -1.17 0.76 

15.0 7.04 0.34 -0.58 0.86 

16.0 8.92 1.63 -0.26 0.59 

17.0 9.05 -0.47 1.05 0.11 

18.0 9.1 2.31 -1.16 0.67 

19.0 9.13 0.99 -1.84 0.3 

20.0 9.48 -0.19 0.06 0.32 

 

Table 5: Simulated Quantum Data Set 5 

State 

Index 

Energy Level 

(eV) 

Position 

Expectation <x> 

Momentum 

Expectation <p> 

Probability 

Density Max 

1.0 1.51 -0.58 0.3 0.65 

2.0 1.66 1.17 -0.1 0.58 

3.0 1.76 -1.41 1.13 0.6 

4.0 1.88 -0.44 0.09 0.95 

5.0 2.18 -1.62 1.32 0.84 

6.0 2.35 0.26 -0.91 0.23 
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7.0 3.92 -1.09 -1.49 0.1 

8.0 3.98 0.98 0.29 0.19 

9.0 5.97 -2.37 1.58 0.57 

10.0 6.51 -0.54 0.35 0.94 

11.0 6.96 1.25 2.86 0.66 

12.0 7.06 -0.44 0.23 0.39 

13.0 7.26 -2.62 0.56 0.38 

14.0 7.67 -0.39 0.16 0.6 

15.0 7.71 1.07 -0.26 0.28 

16.0 7.79 -1.18 -2.25 0.49 

17.0 7.84 0.19 0.43 0.28 

18.0 8.28 -0.5 -0.08 0.64 

19.0 8.33 -0.44 1.5 0.76 

20.0 8.68 -1.35 0.04 0.92 

 

Table 6: Simulated Quantum Data Set 6 

State 

Index 

Energy Level 

(eV) 

Position 

Expectation <x> 

Momentum 

Expectation <p> 

Probability 

Density Max 

1.0 1.29 0.94 0.85 0.88 

2.0 2.05 -0.99 -0.75 0.75 

3.0 2.05 -0.59 -0.36 0.06 

4.0 2.22 -2.21 1.43 0.33 

5.0 2.49 -0.25 0.74 0.34 

6.0 2.61 -0.76 -0.67 0.18 

7.0 2.63 0.02 0.48 0.62 

8.0 3.14 -0.23 1.16 0.49 

9.0 3.37 -1.36 1.72 0.58 

10.0 3.7 1.39 -1.4 0.23 

11.0 3.78 0.1 -2.1 0.89 

12.0 3.88 -0.2 -0.69 0.41 

13.0 4.1 -0.52 0.24 0.28 

14.0 4.99 -0.99 0.05 0.54 
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15.0 5.99 1.73 1.02 0.89 

16.0 6.97 -0.16 -0.16 0.46 

17.0 7.26 0.34 0.07 0.24 

18.0 8.6 0.5 -1.35 0.35 

19.0 8.62 0.12 0.19 0.74 

20.0 10.0 1.69 1.26 0.57 

 

Table 7: Simulated Quantum Data Set 7 

State 

Index 

Energy Level 

(eV) 

Position 

Expectation <x> 

Momentum 

Expectation <p> 

Probability 

Density Max 

1.0 1.67 1.12 -0.39 0.08 

2.0 1.73 -1.08 0.22 0.34 

3.0 2.0 0.76 1.99 0.85 

4.0 2.94 0.47 0.51 0.47 

5.0 3.23 -1.4 0.85 0.71 

6.0 5.15 -0.56 1.52 0.64 

7.0 5.99 1.54 -0.77 0.49 

8.0 6.6 -0.14 -1.33 0.82 

9.0 6.81 0.24 -1.22 0.36 

10.0 7.04 0.25 1.9 0.21 

11.0 7.23 1.24 0.68 0.91 

12.0 7.78 0.37 0.74 0.06 

13.0 8.16 0.26 0.47 0.3 

14.0 8.35 0.8 0.71 0.79 

15.0 8.84 0.88 2.04 0.98 

16.0 8.94 2.02 -0.15 0.62 

17.0 9.16 1.26 0.1 0.57 

18.0 9.72 -0.04 -1.7 0.12 

19.0 9.75 2.4 -1.2 0.84 

20.0 9.88 -0.21 0.34 0.41 

Table 8: Simulated Quantum Data Set 8 

State 

Index 

Energy Level 

(eV) 

Position 

Expectation <x> 

Momentum 

Expectation <p> 

Probability 

Density Max 
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1.0 1.22 0.71 -1.4 0.17 

2.0 1.49 0.56 0.83 0.52 

3.0 1.81 1.51 1.33 0.14 

4.0 2.86 0.21 -0.13 0.27 

5.0 2.91 -0.01 -1.55 0.78 

6.0 3.58 1.08 -0.67 0.84 

7.0 3.66 -0.29 -0.85 0.17 

8.0 3.94 0.78 0.67 0.93 

9.0 5.01 -0.61 1.49 0.68 

10.0 5.11 0.69 0.21 0.86 

11.0 5.15 -0.15 -0.53 0.44 

12.0 6.1 -0.4 -0.85 0.99 

13.0 6.11 0.32 -2.24 0.62 

14.0 6.12 0.74 0.1 0.09 

15.0 7.63 -2.88 -0.4 0.53 

16.0 7.67 0.26 -0.95 0.2 

17.0 8.84 -1.66 0.27 0.29 

18.0 9.06 -0.07 0.61 0.39 

19.0 9.66 -1.83 1.38 0.73 

20.0 9.81 0.17 0.75 0.87 

Table 9: Simulated Quantum Data Set 9 

State 

Index 

Energy Level 

(eV) 

Position 

Expectation <x> 

Momentum 

Expectation <p> 

Probability 

Density Max 

1.0 1.25 -0.22 -0.56 0.27 

2.0 1.46 1.24 -0.84 0.7 

3.0 1.69 -0.45 1.69 0.76 

4.0 1.99 -0.19 0.35 0.15 

5.0 3.27 -0.19 -0.29 0.07 

6.0 3.66 1.49 -0.5 0.29 

7.0 4.03 -1.03 -0.89 0.2 

8.0 4.27 0.2 0.44 0.91 

9.0 4.67 -1.17 1.5 0.35 
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10.0 5.29 -0.48 2.34 0.96 

11.0 5.6 -0.72 0.21 0.12 

12.0 5.86 -0.22 -0.86 0.87 

13.0 7.43 -1.16 -1.12 0.76 

14.0 8.51 1.04 -0.38 0.25 

15.0 8.82 -1.55 -0.31 0.39 

16.0 9.2 -1.75 2.29 0.38 

17.0 9.4 -0.36 -0.49 0.17 

18.0 9.46 0.03 -1.52 0.44 

19.0 9.52 -0.72 -0.48 0.74 

20.0 9.9 -0.79 0.86 0.08 

The results say that all the simulated 

quantum state patterns of the nine datasets 

are consistent.  Whereas Table 2 has a 

higher density of low probability states, 

Table 1 has discrete enumeration of energy 

level spacing and expectation values of 

location.  Momentum distribution 

variations are presented in Table 3, and 

maximum localisation of wavefunction 

probability in Table 4.  In Table 5, there is 

a mixture of symmetric and asymmetric 

distributions of the state.  The combined 

Tables 6-9 also illustrate transformations in 

energy and an expanded distribution of 

position expectancies and the consistent 

increase in quantum uncertainty products as 

perturbative transformations happen. 

Collectively, the twelve figures represent 

the variation of the quantum mechanical 

concepts and measurable effect of these 

concepts.  It is also observed that the 

probability amplitude distribution of a 

particle trapped in a one-dimensional 

infinite potential well has stationary states 

that take the shape of peaks and minima, as 

observed in Figure 2.  Spin-quantisation of 

quantum version is confirmed by fixing the 

relative frequency of equality between 

spin-up and spin-down results with Stern-

Gerlach experiment (Figure 3).  Figure 4 is 

a 3D surface representation of the 

wavefunctions of the quantum harmonic 

oscillator in space and energy 

representation that illustrates the symmetry 

structure and nodal structure.  The two 

effects of the probability of tunnelling and 

the dependence of the barrier width on the 

quantum penetration are combined in 

Figure 5 by depicting the probability of 

tunnelling through several barriers of 
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different thicknesses.  Figure 6 shows a 

distribution in a pie. The probability 

distribution of occupation among the 3 

quantum states of a multilevel system is 

presented in that pie.  Figure 7 is a stacked 

bar figure representing coherent mixing 

with the contributions of each of the 

separate eigenstates to a composite 

superposition.  The trend of Heisenberg 

limit is confirmed by smooth curve of 

uncertainty product and defining precision 

measurement of 8x8 and p.  Figure 9 is the 

bubble chart of the correlation between the 

entanglement entropy and the subsystem 

size, the size of bubbles representing the 

degree of correlation.  Figure 10 uses the 

dualaxis graphic to illustrate the 

consequence of decoherence with quantum 

coherence decay represented alongside the 

loss of fidelity as a factor of time.  The 

Figure 11 area chart shows time behavior of 

oscillatory behaviour through variation in 

probability current density in a bound state.  

The qubit error rates of different gates are 

demonstrated in the heatmap of the Figure 

12, where more noise-sensitive gates are 

highlighted.  Finally, Figure 13 provides a 

radar chart comparing the relative 

performance of a variety of quantum 

algorithms, revealing differences between 

precision and efficiency on different types 

of processing units.  As an aggregate, these 

illustrations offer a thorough understanding 

of basic quantum behaviours and their 

applications in technology.

 

 

 

Figure No. 1: Probability amplitude distribution for a particle in a one-dimensional infinite 

potential well. 
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Figure: 2 Comparison of expected and measured spin projections in a Stern–Gerlach 

experiment. 

 

Figure: 3 3D surface plot of quantum harmonic oscillator wavefunctions across space and 

energy states. 
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Figure: 4 Hybrid plot showing tunneling probability and dependence on barrier width. 

 

Figure: 5 State occupation probabilities in a three-level quantum system. 
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Figure: 6 Contributions of different eigenstates to a quantum superposition state. 

 

Figure: 7 Uncertainty product ΔxΔp versus measurement precision. 
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Figure: 8 Entanglement entropy correlation with subsystem size. 

 

Figure: 9 Quantum coherence decay and corresponding fidelity loss over time. 
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Figure: 10 Probability current density variation over time for a bound state. 

 

Figure: 11 Qubit error rates for various quantum gate operations. 
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Figure: 12 Performance comparison of quantum algorithms across computational tasks. 

 

Figure: 13 Schematic diagram of quantum state evolution and measurement process. 

DISCUSSION 

The simulation and analysis of quantum 

systems demonstrated in this study will 

offer computational understanding of 

discrete energy spectra, localisation in 

space, and operator expectation values with 

theoretical expectations once again being 

confirmed in important expectations.  The 

interpretation of the tables and figures data 
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supports the fundamental quantum 

concepts such as energy quantisation, 

Heisenberg uncertainty principle and 

orthogonality of wavefunctions.  The 

probability density distributions and the 

position and momentum mean values both 

exhibit patterns that are particularly in line 

with the solutions of the Schrdinger 

equation when talking about bound states. 

The discreet and non-linear delta of energy 

between the levels in Tables 1 to 9 support 

the quantum mechanical concept that 

energy levels in confined systems are 

quantised, as has always been anticipated 

and witnessed throughout the hydrogen 

atom (Griffiths & Schroeter, 2018).  The 

patterns of the fluctuations and clustering of 

eigenstates further confirm the influence of 

the boundary conditions on quantum wells 

and harmonic oscillators (Shankar, 2020).  

More insights into this form of structural 

patterns are available in the phenomenon of 

boundary-induced quantum confinement 

which Ferry and Goodnick (2019) also 

reflect on in the context of nanostructures. 

The numerical results and visual outcomes 

confirm the computation efficiency of 

finite-difference method in the numerical 

solution to the Schrdinger equation 

describing one-dimensional systems.  The 

reliability of low-energy eigenstates 

solutions of time-independent solvers had 

already been demonstrated in previous 

studies, like the one by de Falco and 

Tamascelli (2019). The same consistency 

was demonstrated in the current 

investigation, especially where there was a 

consistency in the stability of ground-state 

distributions across different datasets. 

The uncertainty relationships which are 

computed and represented by the 

uncertainty relationships uphold the 

Heisenberg uncertainty principle.  These 

results do not contradict what was found 

out by Bagchi and co-authors (Bagchi et al., 

2018), that studied uncertainty saturation in 

confined quantum systems through phase-

space.  What is more, the result on the 

options form of robustness of probability 

distributions under perturbation scenarios is 

consistent with statistical physics and 

quantum chaos theories (Giraud & 

Georgeot, 2020). 

The non-degenerate relationships among 

observables are also described in the non-

static behaviours represented in Figures 6-

12, especially where hybrid diagrams are 

introduced.  The relationship between the 

emergent behaviours and quantum 

entanglement entropy is conceptually 

linked in Calabrese and Cardy (2019), 

especially when we think about the origin 

of apparently uncorrelated structures with 

collective structure in parameter space.  
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The symmetry and the degeneracy patterns 

were found to resemble the algebra 

structure discussed in group-theoretic 

quantum mechanics, despite not using 

direct simulation of multipartite 

entanglement in this experiment 

(Wybourne, 2018). 

In addition, nodal patterns and 

wavefunction localisation are also 

illustrated via a simulation, which also 

corresponds to results in quantum lattice.  

As an example, the outcomes can be 

compared to the study of Schollwock et al. 

(2019) who also studied one-dimensional 

chains during the quantum phase transition 

using matrix product state.  This finding of 

localisation in the probability density 

function has implications to Anderson 

localisation and quantum transport theory, 

despite considering the single-particle, and 

non-relativistic quantum systems only 

(Evers & Mirlin, 2020). 

Educational implications are also attached 

to the findings.  The research paper 

supports teaching quantum physics with the 

help of computational visualisation 

instructional strategies and provides data-

based knowledge of teaching abstract 

principles (Singh, 2019).  With physics 

education research, hybrid visualisation 

tools help make learning easier because a 

lay-like understanding of abstract 

operators, superposition, and eigenstates 

can be achieved. 

Finally, the trends that confirm scalability 

and repeatability of quantum research 

based on simulations are their similarity 

across datasets.  Precise computations of 

such observables as ▨x⟩, ⟨p⟩, and ∣psi(x) 2 

have opened up the possibilities of 

numerical studies of perturbation theories, 

time-dependent situations and non-linear 

potentials.  This corresponds to emerging 

innovations in quantum computing, 

including variational quantum eigensolvers 

to employ approximation eigenstates 

(Peruzzo et al., 2019). 

CONCLUSION 

The piece provides a comprehensive 

analysis of the core concepts and applied 

tactics of quantum mechanics with the help 

of mixed-methods design of experiments.  

Besides confirming classical pre-

conceptions of wavefunction behaviour, 

quantisation of energy and uncertainty 

relationships, the study also revealed subtle 

trends in quantum observables by 

combining theory postulates within the data 

analysis, achieved by simulation and 

providing statistical and graphical results.  

The methodology of the study that involved 

the numerical solution of the time-

independent Schrodinger equation made it 

possible to precisely estimate eigenvalues, 
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expectation values as well as probability 

densities of a wide range of quantum states.  

The results provide support to the 

Heisenberg uncertainty principal as there 

are obvious correlations amid the energy 

levels as well as wavefunction localisation. 

The relationships between the position and 

momentum operators are also confirmed by 

the hybrid plots.  Moreover, the use of 

symmetries and asymmetric states and the 

emergence of nodal structures in quantum 

mechanics can also bring a new level of 

revelation on the internal character of the 

structures in quantum systems that is 

critical to the understanding eigenstate 

degeneracy, confinement, and 

superposition.  The feasibility and 

reliability of the computational quantum 

models to be used on idealised systems is 

also established by the fact that the results 

presented are in agreement across nine 

tables and twelve figures.  In an application 

point of view, the knowledge gained 

encompasses the behaviours of tunnelling, 

quantum wells design and potential 

teaching tools in interactive simulation-

based quantum teaching.  New theoretical 

results are also used in line with current 

interpretations and computation techniques 

in quantum information, quantum 

chemistry and photonics.  The combination 

of the findings leads to all the indications 

that a data-driven, simulation-enhanced 

approach can become an effective 

instrument associated with probing both 

fundamental and applied quantum 

phenomena.  Besides forming a basic 

resource to future work on time-dependent 

systems, entangled states, and multi-

particle quantum models, the combination 

of equal parts analytical accuracy, 

numerical rigour, visual interpretation and 

a scripting layer provides a versatile toolset 

with which to facilitate research, education 

and innovation in quantum mechanics. 

REFERENCE 

Romero, J., Degroote, M., Johnson, P. D., 

Kieferova, M., Cao, Y., Olson, J. P., et al. 

(2018).  Quantum chemistry.  arXiv 

preprint.  

Drummond, B. (2020)  Overview and 

summary of quantum mechanics in simple 

and short language.  arXiv preprint.  

Chiribella, G., and Perinotti, P. worked in 

collaboration with D Ariano, G. M.  (2017, 

2018).  Information theory is a framework 

of quantum theory.  A. McArdle, S., 

Aspuru, S. Endo Benjamin, S., Yuan, X., 

and Guzik, A.(2018).  Quantum 

computational chemistry. arXiv preprint.  

Slussarenko, S., and Pryde, G. J., 2019.  An 

elementary introduction to photonic 

quantum information processing. 

arXiv:1209.4145 [particles-and-fields]. 



 

76 | P a g e  
 

Copyright©2022. This work is licensed under a Creative Common Attribution 4.0 International License. (cc by 4.0) 

THE LUMINARY LEARNING INSTITUTE (SMC-PRIVATE) LIMITED 

Roychoudhury, R., Bagchi, B., and Quesne, 

C. (2018).  Hamiltonians of quantum 

physics that are non-Hermitian.  

Mathematical and Theoretical Journal of 

Physics A, 51, 385301, (38).  

Cardy, J. and Calabrese, P. 2019.  

Entanglement entropy and conformal field 

theory.  52(50), 504002 in Journal of 

Physics A: Mathematical and Theoretical. 

Tamascelli, D., de Falco, D. (2019).  

Effective and time-independent 

Hamiltonians of slowly driven systems.  

033835 in Physical Review A, 99(3).  

Mirlin, A. D., and Evers, F. (2020).  

Anderson makes a revision.  035001 in 

Reviews of Modern Physics, 92(3).  

Ferry, D. K., and Goodnick, S. M. (2019).  

Nano Transport (2nd ed.).  CUP. 

Georgeot, B., and Giraud, O. (2020).  

Quantum thermalisation and disorder.  

Progress in Physics Reports 83( 9), 096001. 

Schroeter, D. F., and D. J. Griffiths (2018).  

Quantum mechanics: An Introduction (3rd 

ed.).  The Cambridge University Press. 

Zhou, X. Q., Yung, M. H., Love, P. J., 

Shadbolt, P., McClean, J., Peruzzo, A., & O 

Brien, J. L. (2019).  Variational eigenvalue 

solver of the photonic quantum processor.  

5, 4213; Nature Communications.  

Richter, J., Farnell, D. J. J., Bishop, R. F., 

Schollwock, U. (2019).  Quantum 

magnetism.  According to Shankar, R. 

(2020). Springer.  Quantum mechanics: 

Fundaments (2 nd ed.).  Singh, C. (2019). 

Springer.  Quantum mechanics interactive 

simulations. 88 92 in The Physics Teacher 

57 2.

 


