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Exact correspondence between classical and Dirac-Pauli spinors in the weak-field limit
of static and homogeneous electromagnetic field
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It has long been speculated that the Dirac or, more generally, the Dirac-Pauli spinor in the Foldy-
Wouthuysen (FW) representation should behave like a classical relativistic spinor in the low-energy
limit when the probability of particle-antiparticle pair creation and annihilation is negligible. In the
weak-field limit of static and homogeneous electromagnetic fields, by applying the method of direct
perturbation theory inductively on the orders of 1/c¢ in the power series, we rigorously prove that it
is indeed the case: the FW transformation of the Dirac-Pauli Hamiltonian is in full agreement with
the classical counterpart, which is the sum of the orbital Hamiltonian for the Lorentz force equation
and the spin Hamiltonian for the Thomas-Bargmann-Michel-Telegdi equation.

PACS numbers: 03.65.Pm, 11.10.Ef, 71.70.E;j

The relativistic quantum theory for a spin-1/2 particle
subject to external electromagnetic fields is described by
the Dirac equation [1, 2]

V“Dyl) + i) =0,

where the covariant derwatwe D, is given by D, :=
Oy + 72 A, = h?Tu = (pu ZAM) with the canon-
1ca1 4- momentum pt = (E/c, p) and the kinematic 4-
momentum 7 = (W/e¢, ), and 4* are the 4 x 4 Dirac
matrices. The Dirac equation gives rise to the magnetic
moment with the g-factor given by g = 2. To incorporate
any anomalous magnetic moment (i.e. g # 2), one can
augment the Dirac equation into the Dirac-Pauli equa-
tion 3] with an additional term explicitly dependent on
the field strength F,,, := 0,4, — 0, A,

HDM|¢>+7’_|¢>+_’7 VFHV|¢>_O

which amounts to including the anomalous magnetic mo-
ment given by ' = 7/ h/2 (where 7/, is called the anoma-
lous gyromagnetic ratio). The Pauli-Dirac equation can
be cast in the Hamiltonian formalism as

o .
ih ) = Al)

with the Dir@c Hamiltonian H and the Dirac-Pauli
Hamiltonian H read as

ﬁ:m023+cd-(p—%A)+q¢a
ﬂzfl+u’(—ﬁ&-B+z‘Bd-E),

where the 4 x 4 matrices are given explicitly by

~ 1 0 - 0 o ~ o 0
=(5 )a=(o8)7=(50):

and o = (04,0, 0,) are the 2x 2 Pauli matrices. Accord-
ingly, the # matrices are given by 7° = B and A= Bat.

Rigorously, the Dirac equation is self-consistent only
in the context of quantum field theory as particle-
antiparticle pairs can be created and annihilated. (And
accordingly, the Dirac-Pauli equation accounting for the
anomalous magnetic moment is adequate only at the phe-
nomenological level.) In the weak-field limit when the
particle’s energy interacting with electromagnetic fields
is much smaller than the Dirac energy gap 2mc?, the
probability of pair creation and annihilation is negligi-
ble and it is expected that the particle and antiparti-
cle can be treated separately without taking into ac-
count the field-theory interaction between them. The
Foldy-Wouthuysen (FW) transformation is the method
for the particle-antiparticle decomposition via a series of
successive unitary transformations, each of which block-
diagonalizes the Dirac Hamiltonian to a certain order of
1/m 4] (also see [5] for a review). In the same spirit,
many different approaches have been developed for var-
ious advantages and most of them can be straightfor-
wardly applied to the Dirac-Pauli Hamiltonian (see |6, 7]
for reviews).

On the other hand, the classical (non-quantum) dy-
namics for a relativistic point particle endowed with
charge and intrinsic spin in electromagnetic fields is well
understood. The orbital motion, which is governed
by the Lorentz force equation, and the precession of
spin, which is govern by the Thomas-Bargmann-Michel-
Telegdi equation [&,19] (see |10] for a review), are simulta-
neously described by the total Hamiltonian (see |11] for
more details)

H(x,p,s;t) (1)
= orbit(xap;t) + Hspin(saxvp; ) +O(Fiw )
with the orbital Hamiltonian given by

=vm2ct + w2 + qo(x,t) (2)

and the spin Hamiltonian given by
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where s is the intrinsic spin and the Lorentz factor as-
sociated with the kinematic momentum 7 is defined as
Yo = /14 (7w/(mc))?. The Hamiltonian H(x,p,s;t)
provides a low-energy description of the relativistic spinor
dynamics.

It has long been conjectured that, in the weak-field
limit, the Dirac or Dirac-Pauli Hamiltonian, after block
diagonalization, should agree with the classical hamil-
tonian H(x,p,s;t) up to corrections of O(F?,, h?) (ex-
cept that the spin of the Dirac-Pauli spinor is quan-
tized). The classical-quantum correspondence has been
suggested and investigated from different aspects with
various degrees of rigor [11H1§].

In this article, we consider the case subject to static
and homogeneous fields, whereby the O(h?) corrections
arising from the operator ordering and the Darwin term
are absent and the FW transformation remains explicitly
time-independent and thus in conformity with the stan-
dard FW scenario [11]. Furthermore, we neglect all non-
linear electromagnetic corrections of O(F},) in the weak-
field limit. In these settings, by mathematical induction
on the orders of 1/c in the power series, we rigourously
prove that the conjectured classical-quantum correspon-
dence is ezact, first for the Dirac equation and then for
the Dirac-Pauli equation. (More details and other related
issues are presented in a separated paper [19].)

We adopt the method of direct perturbation theory
(DPT) [20-23], in the style of Kutzelnigg’s implementa-
tion |24] with a further simplification scheme introduced
in [14], to obtain the FW transformation. In Kutzelnigg’s
implementation of DPT, the FW unitary transformation
is assumed to take the form

- i - _yt
- Yy yx 7 ot — y X1 Z ,
-ZX Z Xy Z
where the 2 x 2 hermitian operators Y and Z are
1 1
y=y=—"| YA A
V14 Xtx V1+xxt

for some operator X to be determined. The FW trans-
formed Hamiltonian is given by

1 ( by
V(1 4+ =) \mec

Y _ HFW 70 it
= (0 0 ) g
where QFW(Xv T™,0:4, :u/) = _HFW(Xa -—T,—0;—q, _IU/)

by CPT symmetries. For the Dirac-Pauli theory, the
block-diagonality of Hrw entails the constraint upon X
as

2mc*X = —Xco X +co -7+ qp, X] (4)
—ip'o-E—ifXo-EX + u/'{X,0 B},

3)

B0) = - (v + L) (Z xBe) .

and correspondingly the FW transformed Hamiltonian is
given by

Hrw = mc? +V1+ XTx (ng—l—co'-ﬂ'X

. )
VI+ XY
Particularly, for the Dirac theory, ) and (&) reduce to
(by simply setting p' = 0)

2mc*X = —Xco -wX +co -7 +qlp, X], (6)

—u'a-B—l—iu’a-EX)

and
Hpw (7)

1
T . e

1+ XX (¢¢+co-mX) NS
where we have used the notations X and Hpw in place
of X and Hpw when the Dirac-Pauli theory is reduced
to the Dirac theory.

First, let us consider the Dirac theory. By expanding
X in powers of ¢! as

X:;C—j,

=m02+

[©) yields
2mX2 = O, (8)

2mX, = o -,

and the recursion relations (for j > 1):

2mXoj = — Z Xy, 0 -7 Xk, +qlo, Xoj 2], (9a)
ki14+ko=2j—1

2mXoji =~ Y X0 - wXp, +qlé, Xoj]. (9b)
k1+ko=2j

These allow one to compute X,, to any desired order.

Thanks to the high-order calculation conducted in [14]
up to X4, we can conjecture the generic expression of
X,, and have the following theorem:

Theorem 1. In the weak-field limit, we neglect nonlin-
ear terms in E and B. If the electromagnetic field is

homogeneous (thus, [r;, E;] = [m;, B;] = 0), the generic
expression for X,,>¢ is given by
ng = O, (10&)

—1)
Xojr1 = aj(;mﬁ
igh(=1)’
(2m)%
iqgh(—1)7
(2m)?7

(0— . 7T)2j+1

+b; 7r2j—2(a -E)

+c¢j w2 4o -7w)(E-w), (10b)



where the coefficients are defined as

(25)!
>0 = 11
a;>o0 TG+ (11a)
(2j - 1! :
bj>1 = - =(2j—1aj;_1, bi—o =0, (11b
JZ ]!(] _ 1)| ( ) J J ( )
Cj>0 = 2 E b, b, (note, Cj=0,1 = 0). (11lc)
Jjitj2=J

Proof. It is trivial to prove ([0a) by applying ([@al) on (8)
inductively. After knowing X,; = 0, (I0D) is proven by

_ o .- (-1
HFW = mc +q¢+C;aJW

(=1’

+ z’th(bj +¢) @) 72 ~2(E - ) —igh Z(j + 1)aj+1(27(mw w2 (B - )

j=1

. o —1)7
(0’ . 71,)2g+2 + qhz bj ( 1)
j=1

mathematical induction via (@D) with the help of (23],
and (28)—(21). O

Once X,, are known, we can express XX and X X1
in the form of power series. Neglecting nonlinear terms
in F},,, we have [ca . TFX,XTX] = 0 and, by induction,
[qp, (XTX)"] = nlge, XTX](XTX)"~1 which enable us
to recast () as

Hpw = mc? R 730, 4. P — -7 X.
Consequently, this leads to
2j—2 )
2me)® £y (Exm) o
> —1) 1
——. (12
1+ XtX (12)

=0

By @3)-(28)), it can be shown that the antihermitian (imaginary) parts in (I2) cancel each other out exactly as
expected. Then, by (24al) and (241), it follows from (I2)) that

g-T

qh

2
HFw:mc2+q¢+m02( 1+(—) —1>+
me 2(

Up to the linear order in B, we have

1 1
TSN Gt Ve )

o-(Exm). (13)

i (55) =\ () =t = e () (1 St )

Substituting this back to ([I3]), we obtain

HFVV — q¢ + m2ct + c2r2 —

me Yo

where 7, is defined as

w1+ () =X (U)o

in accordance with the classical counterpart appearing in
@). The FW transform of the Dirac Hamiltonian given

in ([I4) fully agrees with the classical counterpart (I)—(3)
with s = 2o and ¢/, = 0 (or 7,, = -L).

2 mce

Next, let us study the Dirac-Pauli theory. Consider

qgh 1
— 0

L (i— ! )a-(le), (14)
2me \vx 1+ 7= mc

the power series of X in powers of ¢!

— - i A it} -
X=X+X _Z - _Z > +Z =
Jj=1 7j=1 Jj=1
where X and X; have been obtained. The constraint (4))
together with (@) leads to
2mX4 = —ip'o - E, (16)

and the recursion relations for X/, (j > 2):



2mXh; = q [0, X5; o] + " {Xoja + Xpy o0 By = Y (XuomX], + X0 mXp, + X0 wX)
k1+ko=25—1
—ip Y (Xko EXy, + Xy o -EX], + X] 0-EXy, + X} 0-7X},), (17a)
k1+ko=25—-3
omXh = q 6 X ]| +p {Xoj 2+ Xby 5,0 By = > (Xy0- 71X}, + X}, 07Xy, + X}, 0 wX},)
k1+ko=25
—ip Y (Xko EXy, + Xpo-EX], + X} 0-EXy, + X} 0-7X},) . (17b)
k1+ko=25—2

Again, based on the high-order calculation conducted in ficients d; are defined as
[14] up to X7, we have the following theorem:

dj=0 = dj=1 =0, (19a)
Theorem 2. In the weak-field limit, we neglect nonlin- dj>2 = Z 2(j1 + Daj,aj,a5,.  (19b)
ear terms in E and B. If the electromagnetic field is Jitjetis=j—2
homoge.neous (tl}us, [Wia.Ej] = [mi, B;] = 0), the generic Proof. The theorem is proven by applying (I7) on (1)
expression for X, -, is given by inductively with the help of (I0), 5), @0), and @0). O
"1y Eq. (I¥) shows that X’ is of the order O(F},,). Conse-
ro_ - 2j—4
X2 = 2bj_1W (B - w), (18a)  quently, up to O(F,), (@) leads to

. 1
i (=1) Hew = mc® + 1+ XTX +co X)) — ——
XéjJrl =b; G 2= 2(0. E) FW (q¢ ) T XX

i (—1)iH +(co-mX'—po-B+ipo-EX)
2j—4
+djW7r 7o -m)(E-m), (18b) —. HFVV‘FH%W,

where the first half part is identified as Hpw by (), and
where we define p”” := ¢’ for convenience and the coef-  the second half is called Hf.y,. By (I0) and (I8), we have

(D o o, (- .- gy
Hing = =20 ) by gy ™ B m) 10| D by o ZO zmc S w | @) o
j= j=
—u’a-B—iu’i(b-Jrl—d-+1+a-)(_7WWQj(E~ﬂ) (20)
2 = G ) G ’

where nonlinear terms in Fj,, have been neglected. By (2d)), we find that the antihermitian part in (20) vanishes
identically. Furthermore, by (24al) and (241), we have

e - : (g.ﬂ-)(BQ.r)_u/ 1 : (EX”)'U—MJ-B
NS RV NS A L))
1 1 1
—Hl<__ )0,1(1.]3)4_#’_0-.(1xE)—u/U-B, (21)
P me \mc Ve mc

where 7, is defined in ([I&). With (I4) and (2II), we have
Hrew (X, p,0) = Hrw + Hpw = Vm2et + c2n? + qp(x)

, qgh 1 , 1 ™ ™ t qh 1 ™
—0o- —— |B—pf)———(— B — — — 4 —— | [— xE 22
7 [(N + 2mcvﬂ.> a Vo (1 + Vo) (mc ) me (M Y + 2me Y (1 + vr) (mc X ) - (22)

which is in complete agreement with the classical counterpart (I)-([3) with s = ga and p' = gﬂn
[
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Appendix: Useful formulae and lemmas

The Pauli matrices satisfy the identity (o -a)(o -b) =
a-b+i(axb)-o for arbitrary vectors a and b. Meanwhile,
we have (V x a+a x V)i = (V x a)y. Consequently,
we have (o - mw)? = w2 — %O'-B.

Neglecting any nonlinear terms in E and B, by math-
ematical induction, we have

(¢, (o - m)*"] = (2n)ihm* "~ D(E - ), (23a)

(¢, (o-7)*" "] = ihw** (o - E) (23b)
+ (2n)ih 7" %(o - 7)(E - 7).

The coefficients defined in ([I]) and (I9) give the Taylor

series:

iw(_l)j 22+ — x _ Vita?—1
j=0 ' 2% 1+vV1+a? T ’

(24a)

(—1)7 5. 1( 1 1 )
bi—t 272 = = - , (24b
Z 722 2 \1+V1+22 V1+a2? (24b)

Jj=1

00 1 2
3¢ (=17 254 _ 1 ( 1 1 ) (24c)
£ 22 8 \1+V1422 1422/’

- (_1)j 2j—4 1 1 ?

D djsyg et = , (24d)
. 22 V1422 \1+vV1+22

which lead to the combinatorial identities for j > 1:

Z jy Ajy = Aj,s (25)

Jitje=j—1
2 Z aj,bj, =bj —a;_1 = 2(] - 1)aj—17 (26)
Jiti2=j—1
2 Z aj cj, =4 Z aj, bj, by
J14je=j—1 Jitjetis=j—1
:Cj—bj+aj ECJ_2(']_1)04J717 (27)
for j > 0:
bj+1 + Cj+1 = 4b_7 + 4C_j + Qj, (28)
bjt1+a; =djqa, (29)
and for j > 2:
2 Z Cledj2 + 2aj71 = dj- (30)
Jitje=j—1

* This article serves as a brief summary of the main result
of |19].
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