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We study the classical dynamics of many interacting pasiah a periodically driven one-dimensional (1D)
system. We show that under the rotating wave approximaRX), a short-distance 1D interactioffunction
or hard-core interaction), becomes a long-distance tweedsional (2D) interaction which only depends on the
distance in the phase space of the rotating frame. The RVédaiation describes the effect of the interaction on
the slowly changing amplitude and phase of the oscillatiagiges, while the fast oscillations take on the role
of a force carrier, which allows for interaction over muctgker effective distances.

PACS numbers: 24.10.Cn, 67.85.-d, 37.10.Ty, 42.65.Pc

I. INTRODUCTION
The properties of one-dimensional (1D) interacting parti- ‘

cles have been investigated as early as 1936 by Tanks [1].
Later in the 1960’s, Tonk’s model was extended to the more AW~ <MW
general Lieb-Liniger model by allowing the strength of par-
ticles’ contact interactions(function interaction) to be arbi- FiG. 1: Sketch of interacting particles in 1D harmonic trap: Ul-
trary. The exact solution and the thermodynamics of the-Liebtracold atoms (yellow dots) are trapped in 1D harmonic paten
Liniger model have been discussed extensively|[2—5]. In th&he atoms are further driven by two counter propagating lsams
last two decades progress in the field of ultracold atoms ha@ed waves). The intensity of laser beams is tuned peritigli¢z.,
been signifcanﬂ 9] and possibilities to realizé function o« cosw,t. The total potential at a fixed moment (blue rippled curve)
interaction have been propos@] [@_12]' Following these th is the harmonic trapping potentigl plus a cosine functiohe Thter-
oretical proposals, the Tonks gas and Lieb-Liniger gas wer@&ction potential between atoms is assumed /b - x;).
observed by several experimental groupd [18-15]. Due to
these advances, the properties of interacting particlesé
dimension have gained renewed interest [16, 17]. Beyond indlized the importance of particles’ interaction in perizzdiy
teracting particles in 1D free space, the properties ofante ~ driven systems and started to develop scattering theory for
ing particles in a 1D harmonic trap are also of great interestFloquet states.
both in theory/[18-25] and in experimenits|[16] , 26]. In this work, we investigate thelassical dynamics of in-
Ultracold atoms under periodic driving are particularlgus teracting identical particles in a 1D harmonic trap in thespr
ful and interesting since periodic driving allows for thenger  ence of various types of interaction potentials, esgfunc-
ation of artificial gauge field$ [27—32]. Similar to Blochtsst  tion interaction, Coulomb interaction, hard-core intéiGt
orem for spacial periodicity, the Floquet theory|[33-37hca and Lennard-Jones interaction. The main goal is to deter-
be used to treat time-periodic quantum systems. The Floguétine how the particles’ stroboscopic dynamics is influenced
method transforms a periodi@ie-dependent Schrodinger eu- by their interaction potential(x; — x;). By going to a rotat-
gation into an eigenvalue problem ofige-independent Flo-  ing frame and using the rotating wave approximation (RWA),
quet Hamiltonian, which is more accessible to a theoreticawe transform the 1D spatial interactidffx; — x;) to a 2D in-
treatment. An intriguing fact of a Floquet Hamiltonian is teraction in phase spad&R;;), which only depends on two
that it can be used to simulate time-independent Hamiltenia particles’s distance in phase spdte However, there is a di-
that are difficult to access otherwise. Additonally the Elegy  vergence problem in calculating the RWA interaction fag, e.
Hamiltonian allows for the study of novel phenomena goingCoulomb interaction. We analyze the origin of divergence
beyond equilibrium physics [BB—45]. In the classical linttie ~ and introduce a renormalization procedure to obtain the cor
Floquet method corresponds Rwincaré mapping [46,[47],  rect RWA interaction. Interestingly, we findsaort-distance
which means we observe the particles every fixed time perio€e.g., hard-core interaction) real space interaction eareg
and mark them on the phase space according to their instaate along-distance RWA interaction on phase space, which
taneous positions and momenta. The particles’ trajectorie  increases linearly with phase space distance. We justify ou
phase space in the discrete time domain can be considered rggiormalized RWA interaction by simulating the many-body
stroboscopic dynamics. Most previous works using Floquet dynamics numerically and compare the results to our theory.
theory are based on the single-particle picture, i.e.,awtiglg The article is organized as follows. In sectioh I, we de-
the interaction between particles. Recent wofks [48, 49] rescribe our model of interacting particles in a 1D harmoraptr
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under periodic driving. In sectidn]ll, we introduce the RWA The main task of this paper is to identify the role of intei@uct
Hamiltonian by transforming to the rotating frame. We de-V(x; — x;) on the slow dynamics of;(r) andP;().

rive the general expression to calculate the RWA interactio

U(R;)) for a given real space interactiéffx; — x;). In section

V] we give the canonical equations of motion corresponding III. RWA HAMILTONIAN
to both the original Hamiltonian and the RWA Hamiltonian.
To obtain the stroboscopic dynamics of interacting pa$icl e transform the original Hamiltoniafl (1) into the rotating

we also dicuss the Poincaré mapping method. In seCflon Mrame with frequenc/k using the generating function of the
we calculate several examples of RWA interactions. We poingecond kind

out the divergence problem appearing in the case of Coulomb

interaction. Then we introduce the renormalization proced G B ) = Z x;P; _} ?tan(gt) B 1P2 tan(gt).

to get the correct RWA interaction. We apply our renormal- Y cosQt/k) 2 k

ization method to a more general case of an inverse power-law

interaction potential and the Lennard-Jones interact@mM  Here ¢ = (xy, x, ) andP = (Py, Py, ---) represent the assem-
tial. In sectiori Vl, we investigate the two-body dynamicslan pje canonical coordinates of all the particles. The comasip
the three-body dynamics with different types of interawsio  jng canonical transformations of coordinates and momemsta a
We glso_Jusufy our RWA interaction by ghowmg the dynamlcsgiven by p; = G(R, B, 1)/0x, X; = 0Ga(%, B, 1)/8P;, which
of eight interacting particles under driving. In sectiofle o1t in the transformatiofil(2). The canonical transfdioma
summarize our work and give an outlook for future work. of Hamiltonian itself is given byH(7) + G»/dr. Using the
rotating wave approximation (RWA), i.e., dropping fastibsc
lating terms inH(7) + 0G2/dt, we get the RWA Hamiltonian
of all interacting particles in the rotating frame,

i

II. MODEL

We consider many identical particles confined in a 1D har- 1, kr
monic potential and driven by an external driving field as 8 = Z [Q‘sri +AC°S(E)J’¢(”) coskd;)| + Z U(Rij)- (3)
sketched in Figdl. The particles have the same mass i i<j
and harmonic frequency. For ultracold atoms, the driv-
ing field can be produced by the interference of two counter
propagating laser beanis [6, 7] with wavelengtfT he inten-
sity of laser beams is tuned periodically, i.®.cos,t). We
assume the interaction potential between atom&is — x;). o o . 5
The total Hamiltonian then is described by Rij = |rie™ —rje™| = \/(Xi - Xj)?+ (Pi—P))

P} xf The detailed derivations are given in the Apperidix A. The
H() = Z [ 272 +Acos@) COS(X’)]+ZV(X’ x)- (1) RWA approximation is valid for small detuning and weak
o driving, i.e.,|6] < 1 andA < 1.
Herze,z the Hamiltonian has been scaled by the energy unit Normally, the original interaction potentiix,—x;) is only
mw?a®/(4n?). The time, coordinate and momentum are scalec}jl ; ; ' i o e ;
71/( - - function of the two particles’ distan¢g—x;|, which implies
by w™", a/(2r) and mwa/(2r) respectively. We also intro- y(,) - y(_y). Given a particular type of interaction potential
gzgzdri\t/ri]:gsgtileer%?blkmezsg}l(esszdrzl;”r\]lggrc;agflijneft(r?e%de/tﬁn V(x), we first define the Fourier transformation of the poten-
=4r mwa“). ST _ 1 [t —igx . .
ing parameter via = 1- Q/k, wherek is a positive integer. In itlsagi\ll'gr']’ g; (s éne%%rgxdve(r)ic\)/gti or'1 -(lj—gg?l ;hlﬁ E\F/)\@%ir%:tlon
this paper, we work in the regime near the resonant condlition
i.e.,|d] < 1. Similar Hamiltonians can also be created using +00
superconducting devices [50]. U(Rij) = f

We are interested in the case of weak driving regime: 1, -

which means we armot working on a periodic lattice model. \here jy(e) is the Bessel function of zeroth order. Using the

In our present model, the harmonic trapping potential playsntegral representation of the Bessel function, i&(x) =
an important role and the Hamiltonidd (1) daed have spa- 1 (*7 ~ixsint g2 \ye get an alternative form of the RWA in-

Here, we have defined the vector displacement of-thepar-
ficle in phase space bye = X; + iP; and two particles’s
phase space distance by

i i<j

dqV,Jo(gR;j), 4)

o

e
tial periodicity. The basic motion of a particle is domirgte tzérrdgtion as follows

by the global harmonic oscillation with frequen®yk. The

driving field and particles’ interactions perturb the phasd 1 (% ) 2 (3 )

amplitude of the global harmonic motion. Thus, the total mo- U(Rij) = Zf V(Rijsint)dr = ;f V(Ri;sin7)dr. (5)
tion of a particle can be separated into a fast global osiciiia 0 0

with frequencyQ/k and a much slower motion representing We see that/(R;;) is in fact the time average of the interaction
the dynamics of the phase and amplitude of the global motioenergy over the oscillation period under RWA. Since the RWA

(1) Pi(1) sin(%t) + X0 cos(%t) interactionU(R;;) is defined in the phase space of the rotating
pi(?)

_ 2 frame and it is only a function of phase space distatigave
Pi(7) COS(%t) - Xi(7) Sln(%t)- call it phase space interaction.



IV. CANONICAL EQUATIONS OF MOTION

The time evolution of the original coordinates(r) and

pi(?), of a particle are described by the canonical equations

of motion (EOM) according to the original Hamiltonidd (1)

dx; _ O0H(r)
dr api ’

dpi _
dr

B 0H(1)
6xi '

(6)

As seen from transformatiofl(2), the values¥ef) and P;(z)
can be obtained from the time evolutionxgfr) andp;(r) stro-
boscopically every time period of

2k

At = .
Q

(7)

HereAt is defined as the period of the stroboscopic dynamics.

In this sense, the slow dynamics ¥f(r) and P;(¢) is defined
in the discrete time domain= mAr with m = 0, +1, +2, - - -
This technique is calle®oincare mapping.

In the rotating frame, the dynamics &f(r) and P;(¢) is de-
scribed by the canonical EOM according to the RWA Hamil-
tonian [3), i.e.,

dX;
dt

_ 98
T

ap;
dr ~

g

“ax (8)

From the relationship;e” = X; + iP;, we have the explicit

form of the canonical EOM{8) as follows (see the details in

AppendixB)
X; = 6P+
A cos( )| i(r) coskds) o — kJi(ri) sink6;) 55t |
+ 3, U (Ryj) 2t
. 9)
P, = —6Xi—
A cos( k”)[f (r,) cochG ) = k() sin(ed;) 22 |
-3, U’(R~
If we define a complex coordinate via = re'” = X; + iP;,

the EOM [9) can be written in an alternative form as follows

% = —[Acos(kzﬂ )kaFr,) (ke)]Z
—1[6+Acos( 2) Jir) osqce,-)]Z,-
—zZqu zan ZI (10)

We see that the time evolution @f(z) is determined by three
“forces”. The right-hand-side term in the first line of EdJj1
is the force parallel t&; produced by driving. The second line
of Eq.[Z0) is the force perpendicularpproduced by detun-
ing and driving. The third line of Eq.(10) is the force proddc
by the interactions with other particles. The unit veq%{%

represents the direction frogrth particle toi-th particle. The
interaction strength is proportional to the derivative loé t

(a) 5 ﬂZn
4 V(xi_x])— 2
~ [x; = x; 1"
T 3 —n=% » Coulomb
B2 —n=1
> —n=3
1 — n=o0, Hard—core
0

—

o
~

U(R;)/B

~

FIG. 2: Renormalized RWA Interactions: (a) Inverse power-law inter-
action potentials and the example plots foe 1/2 (Coulomb interaction),
n=1,n = 3 andn = o (Hard-core interaction). (b) Renormalized RWA in-
teraction potentials corresponding to the inverse poaergotentials shown
in figure (a). Parameteg = 0.01.

RWA interaction, i.e.U'(1Z; — Z;|) = dU(1Z; — Z;l)/d|Z; — Zj].
Different from the interaction in the laboratory, the imaasy
unit i appearing in this term indicates the direction of this in-
teraction force igerpendicularto the line connecting two par-
ticles. Based on the EONJ(9) dr {10), we can calculate all the
trajectories of interacting particles on phase space. Eg@k

the above EOMs is to determine the explicit form of the RWA
interactionU(R;;). Below, we will discuss some examples of
interaction potential¥(r; — ;) and calculate their correspond-
ing RWA interactiond/(R;;).

V. RWA INTERACTIONS
A. Examples of interaction potentials

In this subsection, we calculate the RWA interactions for
several specific interaction potentiadigx; — x;), i.e., thes
function interaction potential, the rectangular intei@tipo-
tential, the hard-core interaction and the Coulomb intéwac
potential. We point out the problem of divergence in the case
of Coulomb interaction, which can be solved by the renormal-
ization procedure introduced in the next subsection.

1.

o function interaction potential

The 6 function interaction (contact interaction) is used to
describe the effective interaction between neutral ultdd c
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atoms in quasi 1D confinement [10+-15]. We describesthe and thus are rebounded back. If the phase space distance of
function by a Lorenz-functionin the limiting case of varirstp ~ two particles isR;;, their relative kinetic energy is given by
width, i.e., Eiin(Rij) = Rl?j/4 (see the discussion above [Egl(20)). For the
critical conditionn/2 = Ey,. (R;;), Eq.[I3) becomes
V(x - x;) = B(xi — x,) = lim 2. °

-0 T (x[ - Xj)z + g2 U(RU) ~ ER,‘I‘. (14)
T
We introduce the Lorentz-function here, becuase we wiirlat As the potential barrier continues to increase beyond the

use it for the numerical simulation. Heyjs the strength of i vaIueRl.z./Z, the RWA interactiori{14) should keep un-

th65 fufn(;]tlontl)nteractlon_ Tfhe F?”“er t_rans_flko‘grmgtrlonocoefﬂ- changed since the physics in the rest frame does not change
cient of the above Lorentz function g = Se™"/(2r). One 50 more. In the limit ofy — oo, the interaction poten-

can obtain the RWA interaction from Eq.l (4) or Eg} (5) tial becomes the hard-core potential, i¥(x; — x;) = oo for

g1 lx; — x;| < BandV(x; - x;) = O for |x; — x;| > 8. Therefore, the
UR;j) = ;\/?2- (11)  formula [I3) is the RWA interaction for hard-core interacti
Re + &
ij
In the limit of ¢ — 0, we have the RWA interaction 4. Coulomb interaction potential
U(R;)) = ﬁ . (12) We now consider the case of Coulomb interaction potential,
Thij which is the dominant interaction for trapped iohs! [51-54].

Itis interesting to note that the short-distaddateraction po- W& approach the Coulomb potential by using the following
tential produces an effective long-distance Coulomb-ike ~ function
teraction as function of phase space distaRige

B

Xi—xj)2+e
(xi — x))

V(xi —x;) = with &> 0.
2. Rectangular interaction potential Obviously, in the limit ofe — 0, the interactiorV/(x; — x;)
becomes the Coulomb potential. Applying formdlh (4)dr (5),

The 5 function interaction is a point-like interaction with W& oPtain (more details provided in Appen(iik C)

zero interaction range. Now we allow that the interactios ha o 1 15
a finite range and define a rectangular interaction potential URij) = r \/IW (15)
C. E
ij
0 if|lxi—x;|>8; . . .
Xi— X . J
n rec( 7 /) — {2 ]f i — x| =B Here, we introduced the effective coupling
n iflx-xl<p. R2
s _ i
Here, § is the interaction range ang is the interaction P _’BK( Ri24+g)’
strength. Applying formula[{5), we have (see more details ) ] /_ ] ] )
in Appendix Q) whereK(x) is the complete elliptic integral of the first kind.
Using the asymptotic approximation for the first complete el
~ % arcsin(%) if R;j > B; liptic integral . 1, i.e.,K(ix) ~ Lin(4x) for_x > 1, Eq.[B)
U(Rij) = wle has the following long-distance asymptotic behavior
n if Rij <p.
4R;;
ForR;; > j3, we have the long-range asymptotic behavior U(R;)) ~ % In (7;) for Ri;> 1. (16)
t
U(R;) ~ 0B 1 for R;; > . (13) We see that the RWA interaction {16) diverges in the limit of
! m Ry’ ! & — 0, which means the RWA interaction given by Eg§] (4)

and Eq[(b) imot valid for the Coulomb interaction potential.

Again, we have an effective long-distance Coulomb-typ&ye il analyze the origin of this divergence and introduce
RWA interaction from a short-range real space interaction. o ranormalization procedure to cancel the divergence.

3. Hard-core interaction potential B. Renormalization procedure

In the discussion of the rectangular interaction potential T4 find the origin of the divergence, we calculate the RWA

we have assumed the potential heigfis finite. This means  jyteraction for Coulomb interaction potential using Eb 6%
that the two particles can overcome the potential barridr aNintroducing a small cutoff. as following

particles can pass each other if their relative kinetic gyner
large enough. When is larger than the two particles’ rela- 28 ("% 1 dr = 8B In (3)
Te

tive kinetic energy, the particles can not overcome theidarr UlR;j) = 7Rij Jr.—o SINT nR;;

(17)

7.—0
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We see that/(R;;) diverges in the limit ofr, — 0. Thus, Thus, the cutoff. is given by Eq[(2l), i.ez, ~ %. There-

the divergence comes from the integral contributionintii®e  ¢4e the renormalized RWA interaction for Coulomb interac

small interval [Q7.]. For a given potentia¥(r) with r = [x; = ionis

xjl, we can estimate the integral inside the intervat[Dby

~ 2B 2B

UR;})) = ——1In2/t.) = . 23
(R) = - In(@/r) = - (23)

Ut = g f ) V(Rl'j SinT)dT X g f (b V(RijT)dT- (18)
T Jo 0

Ve

Here, * = g In(3"'yR}/2) is the renormalized coupling
strength. The collision factor for Coulomb potentiajis: €2,
which is to be calculated in the next section.

If U™ is finite, the potentiaV(r) is well-behaved inside the
small distance < 7.R;;. However, for the Coulomb potential
V(r) o« 1/r, U™ is divergent. To obtain a finite meaningful
U(R;j), we subtract this divergends hand and get the fol-

lowing renormalized RWA interaction . . .
C. Inverse power-law interaction potential

~ 2
URij) = URij) - U™ = ; f V(R;jsint)dr.  (19) We now discuss a more general interaction potential form,
Te i.e., the inverse power-law interaction potential as platin
Equivalently, we we introduce the small cutaffto remove  Fig.[2(a)
the divergence. o
The detailed behavior of interaction potenti&lr) during V(xi—x;) = B (24)
the collision process is crucial. In the real physical pescé ‘ xi — x|
V(r) — co whenr — 0, the two particles can never touch each . . .
other since the two particles can not overcome the potentiaf/® restrict ourselves to integers and half integers1/2. If
barrier. The smallest distangethey can approach during col- " = 1/2' the potential (x; - x;) _has the form sz:[lhe CO”";nmb
lision depends on their relative kinetic energy. If the tigta ~ Potential. Ifn — o, the potentiaV(x; —x;) = 5/lxi - x|
kinetic energy of two particles is much larger than theieint becomes the ha_rd—core potgntlal W'.th a ragiuBy applying
action energy, the collision distance is very short, ke 1. £d- (3), we obtain the RWA interaction
When the two particles are far away, the interaction energy 28 ("2 1
can be neglect and their kinetic energy in the center-ofsmas U(R:j) f dr

\2 \2 2 .o si
frame is calculatedy;, (R;;) = %(%) + %(%) = R%. Here, aR2 Jeso sin? 7
the kinetic energy of one particle with respect to the ceoter - Zﬂzn 1 [ 2F1(} 1 n § -n;1)
N2 ) — ) ; ;
mass is given bg(%) . We can calculate. according to the R 1= 2n 222 2
i i -of- _ 11 3
energy conservation law in the center-of-mass frame _el zFl(é, 5- n: >- n: 82)'84)]' (25)
1 2
V(re) = Exin(Rij) = ZRij' (20)  pue to the terms2, the above integral diverges in the limit

of ¢ = O forn > 1/2. Below, we will renormalizé/(R;;) for

It is important to note here thaNI(R,»j) is in fact a weighted  integers: > 1, half integers: > 3/2 andn = 1/2 (Coulomb
time average of the interaction in the laboratory frame as repotential) respectively.

vealed by Eq.[(5). The result is that two particles which col-
lide during an oscillation period, already slow down as the
they get closer. Therefore, we connectindr, by 1. Integersn>1

re = yRijsInte ~ yRijt. (21) For integers: > 1, we use the properties of special func-

with the importantollision factor y > 1, which is bigger than tionsF1(3, 3 - ”% -m1)=0 and?Fl(%’% -3 = n; 0) =
one, because of the extra interaction energy the particles al The renormallzed RWA interaction can be obtained from
cumulate as they move closer to each other and start to slofyd-(23) by taking: = 7.
down. Therefore we integrate to a radius that can be smaller 5 2B 1
thanr.. The collision factory is phenomenologically intro- URij) = —- T2
duced here, but we will calculatefor the interaction poten- R 2n-1
tials discussed in this paper. Combining E@.S (19)] (20) and _ . )
7), we can obtain the explicit form of renormalized RwA e use the EqL(20) to determine the collision distance
interaction/(R; ;).

(26)

2n
For example, the collision. of Coulomb interaction poten- ﬂ_zn = }Rlzj = 1= ZﬁlﬁR;j%. (27)
tial is calculated from Eq[{20) ret 4
_1-1
B_le . % (22) The truncatiorr. is given byr. = 2%57—1&]1 " Pluggingr.
re 49 ‘ fj into Eqg.[26), we get the explicit form of renormalized RWA



interaction (a) 4
. 28y»-143-1 1 1 X W
N=/__ "~ R Y R
OR) == =1y R (28) 2 AN
The collision factoty will be determined later. P o - ®
2. Half-integers n > 3/2 =2 \\k\
For half integers: = k + 1/2 with k > 1, we have the —4

following divergence property of Eq_(R5)

11 3 . I'(k +1/2) sintkr + 7/2) b X
2Fi(5 5 g 1) ==V T(k) coskr+r/2) - (b)
0.10
The half integers can be approached by takirgk + 1/2 + € — Lorenz
with e — 0. Thus, we have the asymptotic behavior of the 0.05!
divergence above, — Coulomb

WR 0.00
11 3 1T(k +1/2) R :
Fi(z,=-nz-nl)» =————. 29
2 1(2,2 no = )— AN (29) .
. . —0.05; — Hard-core
Different from the case of integers> 1, where we have ne- L d-J
glected the zero functiogF1(3, 2 —n; 2 —n; 1) in Eq.[25), the —0.10 — Lennara-Jones

divergencel(29) appears in the functign (1, 3 —n; 3 —n; 1) ‘ : : : : :
for half-integers: > 3/2. It seems that the RWA interaction 1 2 3 4 5 6

(29) is not valid for the case of half integers> 3/2. How- R

ever, we show that this divergence is artificial and is cdadel

by another divergence in the functionﬂh(%, %—n; C_zi_n; 82)_ FIG. 3: Two-body dynamics for different interactions: (a) In the pres-

To reveal this. we write the function in Tavlor's series (Seeence of interaction, the two particles start to rotate aegudencywg, which
v IS, we wrl uncti ! y ! depends on their phase space distaRicéb) Rotating frequencwy as func-

identity (D4) in AppendiXD) tion of R. The dots represent the data from Poimaagpping while the solid
lines are given by Eq.(39). Different colors representedéht interactions as
11 3 > (1/2)u(~k = €)m o, indicated on the plot. Interaction potential parametgrs: 0.1, £ = 1 for

(30) Lorenz interactionp = 0.1 for Coulomb interactiong = 0.01L o = 0.1 for
Lennard-Jones interaction; Hard-core interaction is riledéy the inverse
power-law interaction witl = 0.1, n = 20.

[ A Y
2F1(5. 5 mi5 - mied) =)

e
K1 -k—€)m

The coefficient form = k in the limitofe — O is

(L/2)(-k- 1 L1T(k+1/2)

= = - (31) 4. Collision factor y
l-k-€y K € nl(k)

Now we discuss how to determine the collision fagtdor
inverse power-law potential. In principle, the collisicact
tor y is phenomenologically introduced in Hq.J21). Here, we
determine it using the correspondence conditions. From the
expression[(24) we see that the inverse power-law potential
approaches the hard-core potential in the limit 6 o

B oo if |x; — xj < B;
Assumingn = 1/2 + €/2, the power-law interaction poten- (i —x)2 ~10 i |y - xjl > B.
tial (24) become¥ (x; — x;) = Blx; — x;|~+~¢, which goes to the b
Coulomb interaction in the limit o — 0. Using the asymp- Comparing the RWA interactiof_(28) to Hq.[14), we get the
totic propertyaF1(3, 3 —n; §—n; 1) ~ 1-€eIn2 (see the proof first correspondence condition

in AppendiXD), we have from EQ.(25)

U(R;)) = % |n(3)

TR j Te

This coefficient is divergent as — 0 and cancel the diver-
gence of [[ZB). Therefore, the RWA interacti¢nl(28) is also
valid for half integers: = k + 1/2 with k > 1.

3. Coulomb potential n = 1/2

Y (2n-1)—> 2 for n— co. (33)

(32)  The simplest assumption i€~ = 4n + ¢, wherec is a free

parameter to be further determined. Thus the collisiorofact
Compared to formuld(23), it is just the case of Coulomb po+takes the form ofy = (4n + ¢)Y/@Y. This form needs to
tential (more details are provided in the Apperdix D). be valid for the Coulomb potential, i.e1,= 1/2. By writing

e=0,7.<1
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n=1/2+¢/4 withe — 0, we have As see from Eq. [(36), the Lennard-Jones potential is com-
26 posed of two inverse power-law potential with exponemis 2
y=Q+c+e)?* > (2 + c) 22 for £ 0. andm respectively. During the collision in the range of small
distanceyx; — x;| < o, we have% > ﬁ Therefore,
The parameter can only take the value 6fl1 to get a mean- JEN o L .
ingful result. Otherwise, the prefactor 42c)2/¢ — (2+ ¢y 1€ rMEZrsin Eq. (36) is dominant during the collision.

takes either zero or infinity, both of which are unphysicad. F The collision factor of the Lennard-Jones potential candie ¢
nally, we get the expression for the collision facjofor the  culated from Eql(34) by choosing= m, i.e.,y = (4m—1)z-1.
inverse power-law interaction potential

y = (4n — 1), (34) VI. MANY-BODY DYNAMICS

The collision factor becomegs = ¢? for Coulomb interaction

. : A. Two-body dynamics
(n = 1/2) andy = 1 for hard-core interactiom(— o).

To justify our RWA interaction, we consider the two-body
dynamics with resonant conditien= 0 and zero driving limit
A — 0. In Fig.[3(a), we show the trajectories of two par-
ticles in phase space with symmetric initial conditions,,i.
(X1(0) = 3R, P1(0) = 0) and ((»(0) = —1R, P»(0) = x). With-
outinteraction, both particles are performing indepemntan
% In(8-LyR3/2), for n= % mor_1i_c oscillations wit_h time periods = 2r. The_refore, t_he
. Y positions of two particle in phase space are fixed points as
U(Rij) = %Rifﬁ, for n=1,%,2,3,--- (35)  shown by two black dots in Fifl] 3(a). In the presence of in-
B Igij, ! for n — oo, teraction, the two particles start to rotate with a freqyang
d as shown in the same figure. The rotating frequangyde-
The collision factor is given by = (4n — 1)ﬁ_ We see that P€nds on phase space distatcef the two particles. In this

the renormalized RWA interaction for the Coulomb potentialSIMP!€ case, the motions of the two particles are symmetric.
(n = 1/2) still keeps the form of Coulomb’s law, up to log- The dynam|lcs of either particle, el.g.,_theﬁrst paruclgman
arithmic corrections. We show the behaviorsiofR;)) for ~ PY X1(1) = 3RCOS(ri), Pu(r) = 3Rsin(wgr). The rotating
several cases in Figl 2(b). For every interaction poteniitd  "edUeNncywy can be determined from the EOM (9)

n>1, l7(R,<j) actually grows withg;;. It is also interesting to

note that for the case af = 1, the correspondiny/(R;;) is a =

5. Summary

We summarize our results of RWA interaction for the in-
verse power-law potential as following

2 dU(R)
WR=——=—.
constant, which means there is no effective interactiomén t R dR
slow dynamics of;(r) and P;(z).

(39)

Here,U(R) is the renormalized RWA interaction.

The two-body rotation frequenayg can also be obtained
from Poincae’'mapping. We simulate the dynamics of two
particles (1), p:(t)) based on the EOMI6) and take their val-
ues stroboscopically every time periad = 2r. This gives
the trajectories of two particles in phase space as shown by
the two dotted lines in Fidg.l3(a). In Figl 3(b), we compared

6. Lennard-Jones interaction potential

two noble atoms or molecules is the Lennard-Jones interacti

potential the numerically extractedy to the analytical expression
om o (39) for different types of interactions, i.e., Lorenz irste-
V(xi —x;) = 4e(| iz - | T ) (36) tion, Coulomb interaction, hard-core interaction and Landr
Xi — )Cj Xi — Xj

Jones interaction. We see that the regult (39) is very good fo
wheree defines the interaction strengih, defines the inter- 1argeR and breaks down for smal. From Eql2L), we see
action range and the parameteris usually takenn = 6 in the relative kinetic energy of two particlesid/4. Therefore,
the study. By introducing the cutoff., we obtain the RWA We conclude thathe frequency wg as function of R given by

interaction from Eq[{T9) Eq.(39) is valid when the interaction energy is much smaller
than the relative kinetic energy of two particles, i.e., the cutoff
~ 8e, 0¥ 1 2m - q iven by Eq.(Z1) satisfies r. < 1.
U(R:)) = _6(0-_ -2 o Tg_m) (37) 8 y Eq.[21) satisfi
: g Rl.zj’.” 2m -1 Ry m-1
Then from Eq[(20) and E@.(R1) we can calculate the cutoff as B. Three-body dynamics
following
As we discussed above, while the two-body dynamics can
L. ( 1 N 1 14 iRZ )—1/m (38) be solved analytically, the three-body dynamics can nothe o
ST yR;N2 2 4e tained analytically from the RWA EOM]9) in general. Thus,
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FIG. 4: Three-body dynamics for different interactions: (Left column) The upper figure shows the trajectories ofdfparticles in the presence of Coulomb
interaction with3 = 0.1. The colored dots represent the initial conditions andctilered solid lines represent the dynamics from RWA EQM {®)e black

dotted lines are the data from EOM (6) combined with Poincaapping. The lower figure shows the time evolutiongf) = ,/Xiz(t) + Pl?(z), i=123

obtained from RWA EOMI(P) (solid colored lines) and the Paidanapping (dotted black lines). (Middle column) The middi®tfigures show the three-body

dynamics for hard-core interaction with = 0.1. (Right column) The right two figures show the three-bodyaiyics for Lennard-Jones interaction with
parameterg = 0.01 ando- = 0.1.

B B
V(x,'—x]')= V(xl_xj)= >
Ixz Xj I Xi—Xj I
5 n=% 10 n=1
5
N AN\ J—
P o r—
& ~| P
-5 -5
-10
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X

FIG. 5: Two-body dynamics under driving: (a) Contour plot of single-particle Hamiltonian functi¢fdj in phase space and the initial conditions of two
particles (green dots). (b) The trajectories of two pagtich phase space without interaction (blggk; 0) and with Coulomb interaction (red and blges 0.1).
The black and red trajectories are obtained from the timuigga based on the original EONII(6) combined with the tegiiei of Poincarée mapping. The blue
trajectories are obtained from the time evolution basedRiv& EOM (). Driving parameterA = 0.1. (c) The trajectories of two particles in phase space with

interaction potential/(x; — x;) = B2/(xi — )Cj)z. All the trajectories with interaction (red and blye= 0.1 ) and without interaction (blaclg = 0) completely
overlap each other. Driving parameter:= 0.1.

we solve the three-body problem via numerical simulation. | lines are the results from the original EOM (6) combined with
Fig.[4, we compare the trajectories based on the original EONPoincae” mapping. In the lower figure of each column, we

(@) with the trajectories given by RWA EONII(9). The resu!ts show the time evolution ofi(7) = /X?(t) +P20), i=1,2,3
for the Coulomb, hard-core and Lennard-Jones interactions ! !

are given in the left, middle and right columns of Hig. 4 re-()bt""in_ed from RWA EOMI[P) (solid lines) and the Poincar”

spectively. In the upper figure of each column, the colored"@PpPINg (dotted lines).

dots (blue, green and red) represent the three particles’ in  We see that the agreement is good. The discrepancy in the

tial positions in phase space. The colored solid lines age thlong time limit comes from the rotating wave approximation

trajectories obtained from RWA EONII(9). The black dottedwe used in this paper. Depending on the type of interactions
and the initial conditions, the three interacting parscheay
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FIG. 6: Eight-body dynamics under driving: (a) Contour plot of single-particle Hamiltonian functi®f) in phase space with= 0, A = 0.1 andk = 4. The
yellow dots indicate the initial conditions of eight paltis. (b) The trajectories of eight particles in phase spatteowt interaction (black) and with Coulomb
interaction (red and blugg = 0.1). Driving parameterA = 0.1. (c) The trajectories of eight particles in phase spach lénnard-Jones interaction (red and
blue,o = 0.1 ande = 0.01). Driving parameterA = 0.1.

have complex trajectories in phase space. In the figures fdn Fig.[H(a) we plot the single-particle Hamiltonian furcti
Coulomb interaction, particle 2 and particle 3 can be viewedn phase space with chosen paramefets0 andk = 2, i.e.,

as a two-body subsystem while their center of mass forms arg; = —AJ2(#;) cos(®;). Due to the driving field, the system
other larger two-body system with particle 1. The RWA in- hosts multiple stable vibrational states with differentpdim
teraction corresponding to Coulomb interaction decayh wit tudes and phases. We only draw the four lowest vibrational
phase space distance. Thus, as shown in the lower figure sfable states with different phases (centers of the brigtit a
this column, the rotational frequency of particle 1 aroumel t dark regions). Now we put two particles (two green dots) near
center of particle 2 and 3 is much slower than the rotatingwo stable states with phase 0 amdespectively, and study
frequency of particle 2 and 3 around each other. For the figtheir motions in the presence of interaction. In Eig. 5(bj an
ures for the hard-core interaction, the the corresponditg R  Fig.[3(c), we compare the full numerical simulations to the
interaction increases linearly with the phase space distan RWA dynamcis. The trajectories with black and red colors
Therefore the interaction between particle 1 and particde 2 are the results from the time evolution based on the original
between particle 1 and particle 3 is stronger than intesacti EOM (@) with consideration of the two particles’ interactio
between particle 2 and particle 3. As a result, the orbits of/(x; — x;) combined with the technique of Poineanapping.
particle 2 and particle 3 are not as regular as in the case dfhe trajectories with blue color are the results from theetim
Coulomb interaction due to the strong disturbance by gartic evolution based on the RWA EOMI(9) with the renormalized
1. For the Lennard-Jones interaction, we change the initiaﬁ(Rij). We see that the results agree with each other. Espe-
conditions of the three particles. From the lower figure, wecially we find, for the case of = 1, the trajectories fg8 = 0

see that the three particles exchange their positions isgophaandg # 0 overlap completely as shown in F[d. 5(c). This
space with a period of about 240as indicated by the arrows. means the inverse power-law potential fo£ 1 generates no
The parameters for the interactions are given in the capfion interaction under RWA.

Fig.[d. Fig.[d shows the dynamics of eight interacting particles. In
Fig.[B8(a) we plot the single-particle Hamiltonian functi@idl)
with parameters = 0, A = 0.1 andk = 4. The initial con-
ditions are represented by the eight yellow dots. In Big) 6(b
) ) o ) ~and Fig[®(c) we show the trajectories of eight particlesaund

In the above discussion, we justify the RWA interactionqriving. Without interaction the eight particles exhilothl-
without consideration of driving field. Now we add the drigin  jzed motions as illustrated by the black curves. In the case
term to the EOM and justify the RWA interaction. In Fig. 5 of Coulomb interaction, the trajectories of eight particiee
we show the two-body dynamics under driving. We chooseenlarged a hit as shown in Figl 6(b) by the red orbits (from
the driving strength\ = 0.1 in the RWA Hamiltonian[(8). We  poincae’'mapping) and blue orbits (from RWA EONI(9)). The
further consider the SpeCial resonant condition that tive dr RWA interaction Corresponding to Coulomb interactions de-
ing frequency is twice of the harmonic frequency in the RWA cays with phase space distance, which can be viewed as small
Hamiltonian [(8), i.e.g = g1 + g2 + U(R12). Here,g; with  perturbation when the particle are far away in phase space. |
i = 1,2 representing the index of two particles is defined aghe case of the Lennard-Jones interaction, the trajestofie
the single-particle Hamiltonian function eight particles become global motions as shown in [Hig. 6(c).

1, k This reflects the fact that the RWA interaction correspogdin

8i =507 + ACOS(EF)Jk(Vi) coskd;). (40)  to the Lennard-Jones interaction increases as the phase spa

C. Dynamics under driving
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distance increases, which is similar to the hard-coreaater second kind
tion.

- X'P'

Go(®, Pty = ) —

i

1 Q 1 Q
m - Exiztan(zt) - EP?tan(Et),
(A2)

we transform to the rotating frame with frequereyk. Here,

= (x1,x2,---) andP = (P, Py, - - ) represent the assemble
We investigated the classical dynamics of periodicallycanonical coordinates of all the particles. The corresjpand

driven interacting particles in a 1D harmonic trap. Undercanonical transformations of coordinates and momenta is

RWA, we transform the real space interactiofx; — x;) into g L3

a RWA interaction in phase space. Particularly, we find an = 9Ga(%, P, 1) X; = 9Ga(¥, P, 1) (A3)

effective long-distance RWA interaction can be produced by oxi op

short-distance real space interactions, e.g., pointdikenc-  \ynich results in

tion interaction and hard-core interaction. The RWA intera

tion describes the effect of the interaction on the slowlrar ., = p, sin(%t)JrXi cos(gt), pi=P; cos(%t)—X,» sin(%t).

VII. SUMMARY AND OUTLOOK

ing amplitude and phase of the globally oscillating pagtcl k
while the fast oscillations take on the role of a force cayrie - - - - (A4)
. . : . .~ The canonical transformation &f(¢) itself is
which allows for interaction over much larger effective-dis
tances. K() = H(1) + 3G/t
We solved the divergence problem by introducing the renor- 1.,
malization procedure. For the Coulomb interaction, ouoren - Z 55(Xi +P;)
malization procedure just eliminates the high energy <olli i
sion process, which gives rise to a renormalized strength of +A cos(r) cos(P,» sin@Qt/k) + X; cos@t/k))
Coulomb interaction. For the hard-core interaction, onore )
malization procedure gives rise to a completely differentg- + Z V(AP Sin(Qi/k) + AX; j cosQu/k))
distance interaction, which increases linearly with plssee i<
distance. We justified our theory by simulating the manyybod _ Z lé(xg + P2
dynamics numerically in the presence of various interactio — 2 ! !
potentials like point-likes interaction, Coulomb interaction, A o
hard-core interaction and Lennard-Jones interaction. +§( cos )¢l Sin@/ky+Xi cosQu/k)] h.c.)
The work in this paper only focuses on the classical dy- i
namics of interacting 1D particles. The next step is to exten + Z V(AP sin(Qt/k) + AX; ; cos/k)). (A5)
our study to the quantum regime. An interesting direction is i<

combing the lattice structure created by the drivind [23], a Here, we have defined the detunifigs 1 — Q/k, the dis-
shown in Fig[6(a), together with the effective RWA interac- placement of one particle in phase spagé = X; + iP;,
tion. In this way, a Hubbard model can be simulated in phas@nd the relative displacement of two particles in phaseespac
space. This will provide another way to study strongly cerre (Ax;;, AP;j) = (X; - X;, Pi — P;). Using the Jacobi-Anger ex-

lated systems by periodically driving 1D system. pansion,
+00
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— COSQt)e"" cosQut/k—0;)

we have

+00
Appendix A: Derivation of RWA Interaction = cos() Z " T (ri)e” e M
+00
The Hamiltonian of many trapped interacting particles un- 1o or, iow m —imb); imQu/k
SR . = - + Jn(ri i . A6
der periodic driving can be written as Z(e ¢ )Zo;l m(riJe™"e (A6)
P Under rotating wave approximation(RWA), we drop fast os-
H() = Z [7’ + = +AcosQ) cos(y;) | + Z V(x; - x)). cillating terms in Eq{AB) and obtain
i i<j (Al) COSQI)ei[P,-sin(Qr/k)JrX,- cosQut/k)] N
Here, all the quantities are scaled to be dimensionless.réve a Lok, (N ik, &k Nk — kS 7 ‘
working in the regime near the resonant condition, {ex k 2(l i)™+ T (e )_ 2 Ji(r) coSEo).

with a positive integek. Using the generating function of the (A7)



Now we focus on the interacting term in Hg.(A5)

V

V(AP, jsin@Qt/k) + AX, cos@t/k))
(R, jcosQu/k — 0,,<,~))

f d qVq eiqRL j cosQt/k—0; ;)

+00 —+00
Z i f dqVqu(qR[j)eim(Qt/kfﬁ,,/) . (A8)
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Appendix B: Canonical equations of motion in the rotating

frame

The canonical equations of motion given by RWA Hamil-
tonian [AI2) in the rotating frame are

dX,‘ _ 6g dP,‘ _ 6g

dt ~ oP;  dt  0X;

(B1)

From the relationship

X; =ricosy;, P;= F[Sinel‘ and ri = ‘}XIZ + Plz, (BZ)

Here,R;;e = (AX;;, AP;)), V, is the coefficient of Fourier
transformation of potential, i.e., we have
quéermde(x)eiqx. 6_Xi_Xl,2+Pi2’ 6_P,»_Xi2+P2
- 6}’,' _ X; (9r,- _ P;

In the RWA, we drop all the terms witt + 0 in Eq.[A8) and
obtain the RWA interaction potential in phase space

(B3)

X [xzspr 0P [x2ipz

As aresult, the explicit form of canonical equations of rapti

+00 are
URy) = f_ gV olaRy). CONN
) i oo dt
We then apply the integral representation of Bessel functio
ie.,
1 T
J()()C) — Z j:ﬂ e*lXSII"ITdT,
dP;
and get an alternative form of Eq._(A9) ar

+00
U(R;j) f dqVyJo(qRi))

o

+00 1 +7T X X
f ququ e—lqR,jSIn‘rdT
1—oo - -—7r
Z I” V(R,'j SlnT)dT.

Normally, the potential is only a function of the distanee-
x;| which impliesV(x) = V(-x). Thus we have

(A10)

U(R:j)

1 +7T
Z j: V(R,‘jSinT)dT

2 (2 :
= —f V(R;; sint)dr.
0

T

(A11)

Finally, we get the RWA Hamiltonian of all interacting parti
cles in phase space

SP;

+A cos( k2 )[J'(r,) cos(/za)
+ Z U/(R[j) l
J

—0X;

— kJi(r) sin(ka,-)%]

~A cos( k2 |EAD) cosqce)

X;—X;
—§ U'(Rij) = L (B4)
J Y

— kJi(r:) sm(kH) ]

Based on EOM[{B4), we can calculate the trajectories of in-
teracting particles in phase space.

Appendix C: Examples of interaction potentials

1. Rectangular potential

We define the following short-range interaction potential b
a rectangular function

I 0 iflu-xl>p5
T]TEC( ! j): 77/2 iflx;—xj|=ﬂ;
P n if jx— x5l < B.

Applying formula [AT1), we have

g= Z 6r +Acos( )Jk(r,)cochG) ZU(R,,)

i<j

(A12)

WhereR,‘j = |r[6‘i0’ - rjeiefl = \/(X, - Xj)Z + (P, - Pj)Z is the
phase space distance.

R, j sint
U(R;)) )dr

2
B nR,,f

rect@)

[1 (25 )2 -

(C1)



R;;sint

wherex = . Using the definition of reckf), we have

2y inf B i ) .
Uy =] 7 arcsm(R—”) !f Rij>f;
’ n if R[j < ﬂ
ForR;; > j, we have the long-range asymptotic behavior
U(R,‘j) ~ Zfl_ﬁi’ for R,‘j > ﬂ (CZ)
T R

L

2. Coulomb potential

We approach the Coulomb potential by the following type
of interaction potential

B

The interactionV(x; — x;) goes to Coulomb potential in the
limit of & — 0. Applying formula[[A10), we obtain

zﬂfm

V(xi —x;) = with &> 0.

U(R;))

B ﬂ\/_f e 1R S|n21+1dT

- ﬂ—zng(iR—\/%)

_ 81

S (C3)
Here, we introduced the effective couplifg= ﬂK( \/z)

where K (x) is the complete elliptic integral of the first kind
with the property of

K69 = ==Ky 7
1X) =
1+ 2 x2+1

for a realx. We use the asymptotic approximations for the
first complete elliptic integral [55], i.eK(ix) ~ %In(4x) for

x > 1. Then we have the long-range asymptotic behavior of

potential [C3B)

Rij

U(R;)) =

). for Rij>1. (C4)

&

We see that in the limit of — 0, where the real space inter-
actionV(x; — x;) goes to Coulomb potential, the phase spac
interaction potentia[{34) diverges. We will analyze thggih
cal origin of this divergence and introduce the renormétiza
procedure to cancel it in the next section
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Appendix D: Inverse power-law potential

We assume an interaction potential in the form of inverse
power-law, i.e.,

,82’1

Vixi - P
(i Ixi = x|

X)) = (D1)

with integers and half integers> 1/2. We apply the formula

(AT1) and obtain

28 1
UR) = = | ——d
(Ri) 7TR.2?‘ o st ‘
_ 23 1
0 V1 —t
_ 2,3 2 3t
C AREI-20° l(2 2 T
_ 23 1 3
B annl—zn[zFl(z’z mpmmd
11 3
12n L2
(5.5 -m5-med)|_ | (D)

Due to the ternmz'?, the above integral diverges in the limit
of ¢ —» 0 forn > 1/2. We renormalizé/(R;;) for integers
n > 1, halfintegers: > 3/2 andn = 1/2 (Coulomb potential)
respectively.

1. Identities of hypergeometric function

To continue, we should introduce some identities of hyper-
geometric functionF1(a, b; c; z) and Gamma functiol(z).

Identity I: Gauss’s theoremn[56] of hypergeometric function
2F1(a, b c; 1)

oy LI (c—a—b)
2F1(a,b;c; 1) = T(c —a)l(c = D)’ for Relc] > Refa + b].
(D3)
Identity II: derivatives of hypergeometric function
2F1(a, b; ¢;z)
— oF1(a,b;c;z) = (@ (B} 2F1(a+m,b+m;c+m;z),
azm (©m
I'(g +m)
where @), = D4
0=~ (D4)

Identity III: Euler’s reflection formuld [57] of Gamma func-
tion

T
sin(rz)’

Ir(1-2Ir() = (D5)

ddentity IV: Euler's duplication formuld [57] of Gamma func-

tion

rE( + %) — 21% \7r(22). (D6)



Identity V: Taylor’s expansion of Gamma function
{k),
INT(1+2) = —yz + Z SN for <1 (©7)

wherey =

and (k) is the Riemann zeta function &t Combined with

Eq.[D8), we have the following approximative identity
I'(z) = 1-e 7

, for |7l <1, (D8)

2. Half-integers n > 3/2
For half integers: = k + 1/2 with k > 1, we have the
following divergence in formuld {02)

11

3
2F1(

"2

I'(k+1/2) sinfkr + 7/2)

~Vr I(k) coskr +nr/2)

——n;1)=

It seems the phase space potenfial (28) is not valid for the ca
of half integers: > 3/2. However, we show this divergence
is artificial and is cancelled by another divergence in fdemu
(D2). The half integers can be approached by takirgk +
1/2 + e with e — 0. Then we have

1 1 3 3 I'(k+1/2 + €) coskr + me)
2Fi(5. 5 —mig=ml) = Vr T(k+e) sin(r+ me)
1T(k+1/2)
D9
e Val(k) (D9)

In fact, there is also a divergent term in the function of

zFl(%,% - n;% — n;£%). To reveal it, we write the function
zFl(%, % n, % - n; £%) in Taylor’s series using identity (D4)
2F1(1 = —n; 3 —n; &%)
2
Zm(l/z)m( k- E)m 11 . 3 .
= .2 -nm=-n0
Z HA-k-q, TGy m0
_ (1/2)n(=k = E)m o,
- Z K(1—k—€)m WA —k-n (D10)

m=0
We calculate the coefficient fat = & in the limit ofe — 0

(1/2)(-k — e 1
(I-k-ey K&
T(k+1/2) T(—e) T(l-k—-¢€) 1
I(1/2) T(-k—€) T(1-¢€) TI(k+1)
T(k+1/2) T(-e) T(l-k-¢ 1
[(1/2) (-e(-€) T(-k—¢€) T(k+1)
I'k+1/2) 1 T(1+k+¢€) Sin(—km— er) 1
[(1/2) —€ TI(k+e€) sin(r—kr—en)T(k+1)
1r(k+1/2)
e Val(k) (b11)
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Therefore, this coefficient is divergent as— 0 and cancel

the divergence of {19). This means the phase space potential

(28) is still valid for half integers = k + 1/2 with k > 1.

3. Coulomb potential n = 1/2

0.5772156649 is the Euler-Mascheroni constant

According to identity[[DB) we have

11 3

2F1(§’§_n1§ —l’l,l)
1@ -nrd)
T T(1-mI(1)

B I'(n) sin(@n)
= ~Vm I(n-1) cosqr)’ (b12)

If we assumer = 1/2 + €/2 with e — 0, we have
1 1 3
2F1( —nz = 1)
€ €.

= 2F1(2 > 1- > 1)
_ I'(1-5ra)

(3 - $rQ@)
_ I'( + 5) cosfre/2)
= Vr I'(5) sin(re/2)
. il"(% +5)

Vo 50(3)
_ 1TErG+9)

Vi 5GP
: 21¢T'(e)

TGP
1,-ve

~ 1-€ ee
~ 2 HORZT
= 276
~ l-€eln2 (D13)

Using the above formula, we havé(r;;) for the potential
V(x; — x;) = Blx; — x;171°€,

_ 2B 11 3 Lp
k) = AR 1-2n" PGz =15 =m0,
_ 25 -
= nRil;“E —_5(1 —eln2-1.9) ort
1
= 2 —((-€eln2-1+er.fInt,)
ﬂRg‘;'E —€ ¢ e—0,7.<1
2B
= m In(2/7.) Ol (D14)
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