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ABSTRACT: The ladder operators in harmonic oscillator are a well-known strong tool for various
problems in physics. In the same sense, it is sometimes expected to handle the problems of repulsive
harmonic oscillator in a similar way to the ladder operators in harmonic oscillators, though their
analytic solutions are well known. In this paper, we discuss a simple algebraic way to introduce
the ladder operators of the repulsive harmonic oscillators, which can reproduce well-known analytic
solutions. Applying this formalism, we discuss the charged particles in a constant electric field in
relation to the Schwinger effect; the discussion is also made on a supersymmetric extension of this
formalism.
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1 Introduction

The algebraic approaches to the potential problems in quantum mechanics are commonly used ways
from the early state of those fields[1]. In particular, the harmonic oscillators (HOs) give a good
operative example of an algebraic approach to the eigenvalue problems in terms of the ladder operators,
the annihilation and creation operators (@, a') characterized by [a,a'] = 1. In such a dynamical system,
the eigenvalue problem of Hamiltonian can be solved exactly by use of those ladder operators without
depending on the representation of the eigenstates[1, 2] and, if we take the coordinate representation
of those states, the eigenstates will be reduced to the well-known analytic solutions expressed in terms
of Hermite polynomials. The use of ladder operators also provides necessary tools in the field theories,
since the dynamical degrees of freedom of bosonic-free fields are decomposed into those of infinite
harmonic oscillators.

In comparison with HOs, the physical applications of the repulsive harmonic oscillators (RHOs)
are limited, since the Hamiltonian of RHOs is parabolic and its eigenstates are scattering states.
The algebraic approaches to RHOs, however, have been tried from a few different viewpoints: the
dynamical groups including RHOs [3, 4], the analytic continuation of angular velocity w — +iw in
HOs[5-7], the Bose systems in SUSY quantum mechanics[8, 9], and so on.

On the other hand, it is known that the eigenvalue problems of the RHO Hamiltonian are reduced
to solve Weber’s equation, which has analytic solutions so-called parabolic cylinder functions or the

1

1The inverted oscillator or reversed oscillator, in other words.



Weber functions[10, 11]. The relation between the algebraic approaches to RHOs and the analytic
solutions, however, is not always clear. It is also important to study the completeness of the states
constructed out of the algebraic approaches, since the trace calculations in physical applications require
such a property of those states. The purpose of this paper 2 is, thus, to give a simple algebraic approach
to the eigenvalue problems of RHOs by introducing Hermitian ladder operators (A, A) characterized
by [A, A] = i.

We can show that the dynamical variables of RHOs can be represented in the functional spaces
constructed out of (A, A) with two cyclic states (¢o, ¢o) satisfying Agg = Ady = 0[12]. Here, the
{A"¢p} and {A"¢} (n € N) are conjugate, complex conjugate in the z-representation, states which
form orthonormal pairs, though those themselves are not square integrable. Those pairs become
complex conjyugate of each other in x representation. As the result, those states form a discrete basis
of a space of functionals ®*, which includes the Hilbert space H for the RHO. It is also shown that
there exist continuous bases {¢4, ¢, } (¢ € R) in @, which are respective eigenstates of A and A.

In the next section, we study those continuous and discrete bases given in terms of the ladder
operators with their cyclic states. In that place, the completeness of those bases is discussed carefully.
The discussions are also made on the eigenvalue problems of the RHO Hamiltonian by considering the
relation between the ladder operator formalism and the well-known analytic solutions.

In Sec. III, we discuss the applications of the present ladder operator formalism to two topics: one
is a problem of charged particles under a constant electric field, the problem of the Schwinger effect[13].
This dynamical system is equivalent to RHO and the discrete basis in the ladder operator formalism
is shown to be useful to evaluate that effect. As another topic, we study an extension of RHOs to a
model of supersymmetry (SUSY) quantum mechanics by taking the advantage of the ladder operator
formalism, though such an extension has been discussed from the early stages of RHOs. We focus
our attention on the fact that the Schwinger effect for fermions is closely related to such an extended
model.

Section IV is devoted to the summary of our results. In the Appendices, some mathematical
problems used in the text are discussed: the analytic solutions of Hamiltonian eigenstates, a proof of
completeness, and the evaluation of the Schwinger effect for fermions.

2 Ladder operators in repulsive harmonic oscillators

2.1 Summary of standard harmonic oscillators

To begin with, we summarize the ladder operator approach to the problems of the usual harmonic
oscillator, to which the Hamiltonian operator of a mass m particle with the characteristic frequency
w of the oscillation in one-dimensional space is given by

mw? o, hw

~ 1

where N = a'a and

N mw . N

a =50+ ——=p,
2h vV 2mhw (2.2)

al = %@ H

“\V o2n /2 hwp

2This paper is a supplemented version of the paper with doi: 10.1103/PhysRevD.102.025002.



By definition (®|N|®) = [|a®||> > 0; then, because of [a,al] = 1, one can verify that [H,al] =
hwa', [H,a) = —hwa, and |H®|| > %2 on a state ® normalized so that ||®||> =1 3 . This means that
starting from the ground state ®g defined by a®o = 0 with || ®g]|? = 1, the states

1

- g4in —
P, i by (n=0,1,2,3,---) (2.3)
satisfy the eigenvalue equations
- 1
H@nzhw(n—i—§><1>n (n=0,1,2,3,---), (2.4)

and the normalization (®,|®,,) = 6, ». The importance is that the states {®,,} really form a complete
basis of the functional space V', in which the canonical operators (&, p) are represented. Namely, in
terms of the bra and the ket states, the operator

n=0

is the unit operator in the functional space V' and one can verify
(z|I|z") = 6(x — z'), (2.6)

where {|z)} are the eigenstates of & characterized by #|z) = z|x) and (z|z’) = 6(z — '), (x,2' € R).
Furthermore, if it is necessary, the = representation of ®, can be written explicitly in terms of the

Hermitian polynomial H,,(z) so that ®,(z) = (z|®,,) = ,/ﬁ1/%e’m“’xz/%Hn(x«/mw/h).

2.2 The case of repulsive harmonic oscillators

Now, for a repulsive harmonic oscillator, the Hamiltonian operator H, is given from H in Eq.(2.1) by
changing the sign of 7”7“’2562 ; and, a complete basis in the same functional space V,. by means of new
ladder operators can be constructed in roughly parallel with Egs.(2.1)-(2.6). Namely, one can start

with the expression

H, = ﬁpz’ - mwa;? = —% (AA+ AA), (2.7)
where
A= [T ;ﬁ
2h V2mhw' (2.8)
< mwﬁc 1 .

- _l’_ - .
2h v thwp

By definition, A and A (# AT) are Hermitian operators themselves; however, they satisfy a similar
algebra as that of (a,al) such as [A, A] = —[A, A] = i. Further, in terms of (A, A), the Hamiltonian

operator H, can be written as *

H, = —ihw (A + %) = —ihw (A — %) : (2.9)

. . . . 2
A2 = (B[A2|0) > (@|A]8)2 = ()2 ((@[N]2) + 1)
4In terms of the ladder operator (&,a') defined in Eq.(2.1), the Hamiltonian operator (2.7) can be represented as
H, = —%"([ﬂz + a?). From this expression, carrying out the successive canonical (# unitary) transformations by
U, = e%&m and Ug = efiaa one can find the relation between H, and H such that UzUlﬁrUflUgl = iH. The
eigenvalue problem of H, , thus, can also be solved in terms of (a, &T) and these canonical transformations.



where
A=—iAA and A= —iAA(=A+1). (2.10)

Since AT = —A — 1 (AT = —A + 1), the Hermiticity of the operator H, given in Eq.(2.9) is formally
guaranteed. The eigenvalue problem of H, is, thus, reduced to those of the operators A and A (# A1),
which are commutable with each other.

In order to solve the eigenvalue problem of A and A, let us introduce eigenstates (¢,, ¢, ) defined
by

mw 1 R _
- mw . 1 N o
A¢U = < %I + mp) chr = U(bav (212)

where the o is a real parameter. Then, the particular states (dg, ¢o) defined by Ay = Apy = 0 should
be regarded as the counterparts of ®( in the HO. It should be noticed that in spite of the similarity
of Eq.(2.11) to the coherent state equation in the HO, the index o of ¢, runs over the real continuous
spectrum due to the Hermiticity of A and the same is true for ¢,.
In the = representation,Eqgs.(2.11) and (2.12) can be solved explicitly, and we obtain
mw me. 2

Po (@) = /5" TV Sisow, (2.13)

Po(z) = 4/ ;wze’i%zzﬂv Hor, (2.14)
70

where the normalizations of those states are (¢ |¢o) = (¢o|do) = 6(c —0’). In this x representation,

because of ¢, () = (x|¢s) = ¢o(x)* = (2|¢%), the bar becomes simply complex conjugation, and
the functional space of {¢,} coincides with that of {¢,} in the aggregate, though ¢, and ¢, are
independent states. Further, one can find the completeness of (¢4, ¢5) in the form

[ dotalonionla’) = [ dotalin) Gola’) = 3o~ o). (2.15)

Thus, the states {¢,} and their conjugate {¢,} are continuous complete bases ® of the functional
space ®* which includes the Hilbert space H for the RHO in the framework of the Rigged Hilbert
space. ¢

In those continuous complete bases {¢, } and {4, }, the aspect of the states (¢g, ¢o) € ®*satisfying
Agy = Apy = 0 are characteristic. First, the (¢o, ¢o) should be regarded as the counterparts of the
ground state ®( in the HO. Second, those states become cyclic states of @* in the following sense:

Writing (¢(o), gZ(O)) = (¢, ¢0), one can verify that the states defined by

i) = A"y (D) =A"0@0)) , (n=0,1,2,--+) (2.16)

mw

5Because of UA(i,ﬁ)Ugl = ( LA,\/ﬁmwA) with Uy = eiig(AerAz), the states |¢o) and |¢o) are unitary
equivalents to |z = %U) and |p = vV hmwao) respectively.

6For the quantum mechanics dealing with continuous spectrum, the rigged Hilbert space[14, 15] & C H C ®* is
useful to include continuous bases in the framework. Here, H is the Hilbert space with a countable orthonormal basis
such as the {®,} in HOs. The @ is a dense subspace of H associated with a topology finer than that of H{: and the ®*
is the dual space of ®. The {|¢s)}, {|ds)}, and {|z)} are continuous bases of ®*.
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Figure 1. There are many types of complete bases in the representation space of H,. On the discrete bases
(Dn)> q_ﬁ(n)), the H, takes the eigenvalues shown in the figure on the left of vertical axis.

satisfy the eigenvalue equations
A¢(n) = n(b(n) (/_\é(n) = —né(n) ) 5 (n = 0, 1, 2, s ) (2.17)

Namely, on the states (¢(,,), é(n)), the Hamiltonian operator H, takes discrete eigenvalues (Fig. 1) such
that

Hyo ¢y = —ilw (n+ 5) dn)

e S m=0.1,2,), (2.18)

Hy$n) = ihw (n + 3) d(m)

which means that there are no ground states for H, as expected from its nonpositive structure.
Those {¢(n), é(n)} are the generalized eigenstates belonging to ®* instead of the Hilbert space

for the RHO. What is important is that the states {¢(,)} and their conjugate {¢(,)} are orthogonal

each other under the inner product, which can be determined from the algebra of (A4, A) and the

normalization (¢(g)|¢(0)) = No = 1/ 5= only. Indeed for m = n +1 (I > 0), one can verify

(o) | AL A™ A (o))
= in(¢()|A'A" A o))
== z'n7"bl<<l§(0)|Al|¢(0)>a (2.19)

which leads to (¢(m)|¢n)) = 0 (m > n); the same is true for the case m < n. Thus, the inner products
between any m,n states can be written as

<¢_)(m)|¢(n)> = 5m,nNn (Nn = Z.nn!]\]() )a (220)

which gives the meaning of {(5(71)} without depending on the representation. Here, the complexity of
Ny’s again implies that the {¢(,), ¢(n)} are not bases in a Hilbert space in spite of the resemblance
between those states and {®,} in the HO.

Nevertheless, Eq.(2.20) suggests that the operator

. <1 -
=Y N—n|¢(n)><¢(n)| (2.21)
n=0



plays the role of a unit operator in {¢,)} space. The expectation I, = 1, can be confirmed through
the equation

A > _ > 1 B
AL =37 b)) G| = D ’(]ZL 60} G|

n=1"" n=0
Z |¢<n byl A =1 A, (2.22)
which can be verified using Z("H) Z\}n' In a similar way, one can derive Al, = I, A. Since A and

A are composing elements of dynamical variables in RHOs, one can say I, = cl, (¢ = const) in the
sense of Schur’s lemma. Here, the constant in the right-hand side is necessary to be ¢ = 1 because of
I|9(0)) = |9(0)) by Eq.(2.20). In Appendix B, we will show directly

(z|I ]2y = d(x — '), (2.23)

which says that the imaginary parts of each term in the right-hand side of Eq.(2.23) are cancelled out
by the summation with respect to n. Thus, by taking into account (|¢(n)) (@) |)T = [d(n))(d(n)| and
1T =1, Eq.(2.21) is equivalently represented as

n:O
from which one can write the spectral decomposition of H, so that
—thw (n + )
= _ 2.25
zhw n —|—
= Z ¢(n)><¢(n)| : (2.26)

The resultant equations, (2.24)-(2.26), also have the meaning independent of the representation equa-
tion (2.21). Since Hf = H,., two types of spectral decomposition (2.25) and (2.26) are consistent and
(b(0), (5(0)) are not ground states corresponding to any lower bounds of H, but rather, to the cyclic
states of ®*.

The states {¢(n n)} form a discrete basis of @* in pairs in addition to that those are generalized
eigenstates of H,. The eigenstates of H, are not limited to those states; we emphasize that the discrete
basis {¢(n )s n)} is closely related to Weber’s functions, which are continuous eigenvalue solutions for
an eigenvalue equation of H,, by means of the analytic continuation with respect to n. In order to
verify this, we take notice the formula for a complex \:

N 1 oo .
AN = —/ dte= A=+ (2.27)
I'(=X) Jo
= ﬁ/ dit=OFD =18 o~V B E Tt TP (2.28)
- 0

Here, Eq.(2.27) seems to hold on the states such as {¢,;0 > 0}, on which A becomes an operator
with positive eigenvalues. Applying Eq.(2.28) to ¢(g)(x), such a constraint will fade away in the sense



of analytic continuation; and, we obtain the expression

mw 1

1A a4l T >~
A0 @) =\ rE Ty /0 dt

2
o D) o= 48 gty /B 15 (it 50

1 Ema )’
Za 4 ma e 1 =) /Oodf
0

—Dx(2) (2.29)

—im 2mw

where f = eTtand z = ¢~ 4 8@ q. The last equality in Eq.(2.29) shows the relationship[16] between

A*¢(p)(z) and Weber’s function Dy(z) (Appendix A). In a similar manner, one can verify that

im mw

Ap(lg(o) ((E) =e 3r¢ ﬁDp(ZZ), (230)

which can be regarded as the analytic continuation of the relation ¢, (z) = () (x) with respect to

n. We note that if the A in Eq.(2.29) and the p in Eq.(2.30) give the same eigenvalue of g:, then
A +% = —(p+32) or p=—(A+1). Therefore, Dx(z) and D_(y11)(iz) are independent eigenstates
of Z,ﬁj‘ belonging to the same eigenvalue A + % This is a well-known result of discrete eigenstates in
the eigenvalue problem of RHOs [10, 11]. In terms of Weber’s D function, the completeness condition

(2.23) can also be represented as

oo

(@l o) = - 560w (@) &)°

n=0

_ Z% ]’V_: (2";:2)5 Dy (2)Dy(i2')". (2.31)

In summary, the complete bases {¢,(z)} and {¢,(z)} are respective eigenstates of A and A
belonging to continuous eigenvalues {o € R}, but those are not eigenstates of H,. On the other hand,
the eigenstates {¢(,)(x), d(n)(x)} are eigenstates of H, with discrete eigenvalues corresponding to the
analytic continuation w — +iw of the eigenvalues in Eq.(2.4). The {¢(,)(z) ¢(n)(x)} form a discrete
basis of ®* in pairs. The {D\(z); A € R} are analytic solutions of an eigenvalue equation for H,;
another aspect of Dy(z) is an analytic continuation of ¢,)(z) with respect to n. The eigenstates
{0y (%), d(n)(7)} and {Dx(2), D,(i2)} stand on the same footing as scattering states of H,. unless any
boundary conditions are added.

3 Topics related to the present RHO formalism

The complete bases {¢o } or {P(r), (;3(71)} based on ladder operator (A4, A) give us useful ways to handle
the problems related to RHOs; in what follows, we exhibit two simple examples.



3.1 Schwinger effect

We note that the RHO is effectively realized by a particle interacting with a specific gauge field. Let
us consider the scalar field ® in four-dimensional spacetime for a mass m particles under gauge fields
AM satisfying 7

1, (A)TI*(A) + (mc)ﬂ B(z) = 0, (3.1)

where II#(A) = p* — A" and g = =£[e[. We here setup the gauge potentials in such a way that
(A%(z), A.(z)) = (—FEz',0) (E = const > 0), which produces the uniform electric field E along the
2! direction. Then,

T(A.)* = 2mHor + P2, (3.2)

where p1 = (p2,p3) and

- 1 1 [le|E\? c 2
Ho = —p2 — — | — g —p%) . 3.3
01 = 5P T 5 ( . ) (55 + gE (3.3)

Further, in terms of the canonical variables defined by the unitary transformation Up = e%(ﬁ“)ﬁop
so that

XH) = (UpahU=1) — o ¢ .1, ¢ 0 2 3 3.4
(X4) = UptU5") = (2 = Sptal + S0 0% (3.4

(P*) = (Upp'Ug") = (p"), (3.5)

the Hamiltonian operator (3.3) can be written as

. 1 - mw?
Hy = —P?— —X? 3.6
01 2m 1 2 1> ( )

where the angular frequency is defined by w = % This means that the Hy; is just the Hamiltonian
of the RHO defined in the phase space (X*, P*).

Now, the classical action of the gauge field under consideration is Sg[A.] = % [d*zE? and the
one loop correction due to the scalar field ® adds the quantum effect Sg[A.] = —ihlog{det(I1(A.)? +
(me)?)} =t to Sg[Ac] . The resultant effective action of gauge fields Seg[Ac] = Sg[Ac] + Sg[Ad]

becomes
SCH[AC] - SG [Ac]

ik /OO @e—w((mcf—ie)tr (e—irﬁ[AcP)) (3.7)
o T
disregarding unimportant additional constant. Namely, under the classical background gauge field
A", the scalar QED gives rise to the transition amplitude (0g|0yt) ~ NewSeulAel (IN[2 = 1), which
defines an unitary S-matrix element for a real Seg[A.]. If the S matrix contains pair productions,
under which the state of the electric field is constant in time, then ImSeg[A.] # 0 and we have

Tdiag(nuw) = (= +++)-
81n the expression of Sg[Ac], use has been made of the well-known formulas {det(M)}~1 = e~ trlog M and trlog M =
—tr [ d{e’”(M’“) (+const).



|{Oin|Oout )% ~ e~ #IMmSerc[Ac] # 1. This ratio, the Schwinger effect, can be evaluated by calculating the
“trace” in Eq.(3.7).

For this purpose, it is convenient to use {|X°) @ |¢¢,)(X')) ® |X1)} as the base states in the
trace calculation. Then, by taking 1 =3 > Nin|¢(n)><gz_5(n)| and [ dX'¢(,)(X1)*d(n)(X') = N, into
account, we obtain

1 > d ) )
—ImSeH[Ac] = _Re/ _Te—zr((mc)2_ze)
h o T

% tr (e—i‘r(Qmﬁol +15i))

> dr i 2_ . > 1
_ —Re/ _e—zr((mc) —1i€) e—Tthw(n+§)
i 2

T
n=0

x / dXx°5(0) / d%gﬁ (5(0) ~ —ﬂ%") (3.8)

where the integral in §(0) = (27h)~! [dP° has been cut by the typical momentum scale in the
(XY X1) so that [dP? ~ vmhw (Appendix C). Putting here Vo ~ [dX", V| ~ [d?X | as cutoff
volumes in X%, X | spaces respectively, the right-hand side of this equation becomes, with € = +0,

i © dr  e~im(me)
hs = 0(0)VoV Re | ———= —_—
s (0)VoV. Re ((27TFL)2/6 T2 2sinh(7'mhw)>

im(me)? /°° dz e %
=0(0)VoV,——5P -
(O)VoVL 4(27h)? " J_ 2% sinh (2-2)

mc

OV o U o ()
n=1

, (3.9)

227 n?

where the P denotes the principal value in the z (= 7(mc)?) integral. In terms of the momentum scale
Vmhw, the volume [ dX' should also be given by

%T ~1 (Vl N/Xm) (3.10)

with a dimensionless constant k. Thus, with V4 = V11V, and w = m (Iri‘gb;), we arrive at the
expression
1 LViym® ([e] B\ g (=)™ _age? (k)
—ImSeg[Ac]~— — —_— RNIelE ) 3.11
ho el Ad kE16m3h2 \'m?c ) 4= nz  © (8:11)

n=1

For k = 1, the result coincides with the formula of the pair creation given by Schwinger for scalar
QEDJ[13, 17]. Tt should also be noticed that one can replace the constraints on the cutoff parameters

by a weaker condition (2%)350) ~ %+, which allows another possible choice such as (277)8(0) ~ 22 and
Vi~ B

3.2 Extension to SUSY quantum mechanics

The present ladder operator formalism of RHOs is easily extended to one of SUSY quantum mechanics[18—-
21] . To this end, let us introduce the Fermi oscillators characterized by {b,b'} = 1, % = bi? = 0,



which can be represented in 2-dimensional vector space so that

= (i’ 8) , b= (8 é) : (3.12)

In terms of (b, b"), the supersymmetric extension of H, should be
o . Ry T . A O
H, = —ihw (—1AA+b'b) = —ihw 0A) (3.13)

Then the generators of SUSY transformation defined by

Q = —iVhwAb = Vhw <O _iA) :

00 (3.14)
Q__Z-\/mb_\/ﬂ< 0 °> ,
—iA 0
are characterized by the algebras
(@, 4] ={Q,07} =0, (3.15)
Q. A] = Vhwd, {Q,b} = —ivVhwA, '
@ A=H@0 =0 _ (3.16)
[Q, A] = —Vhwb, {Q,b'} = —iViwA,
and
Q. 7] =[Q,H,]=0, {Q,Q}=H,. (3.17)

If we introduce Q1 = %(Q + Q) and Q2 = ﬁ(@ — @), the last equations can also be written as

{Qi,Q;} =6y, (1,5 =1,2). (3.18)

Those algebras should be compared with that of N = 2 SUSY quantum mechanics, though Q; (i = 1, 2)
are not Hermitian operators. The zero-point oscillation of #, is removed by this supersymmetry.

In spite of the formal resemblance of the present dynamical system to SUSY quantum mechanics
of HOs, the true nature of both dynamical systems are fairly different as can be seen from Q # QT,
the nonpositive structure of 7:[T, and so on. On the discrete complete basis {¢,), (5(71)}, the eigenvalue
equation H,|¢r) = E|¢g) can be solved easily: for n =1,2,---,

Ef = —ihwn doublet (3.19)
0

2= (oo ) =1 @160

W Qo [~mAdw

— 10 —
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Figure 2. The eigenvalues of 7L, in an extended SUSY quantum mechanics are illustrated. The states with
the superscript + are pair states mapped by @ or Q. The states |¢; ) and |¢f) are fixed states under those

mapping.

E; =ilwn doublet (3.20)

n

65) = (‘bg”’) = [+) ®6(m)

. Q e .()7_

" Vhwn

lp, ) = z\/%wrﬂ, and so the states |¢;F), (n = 1,2,---) form a tower of super pairs. In the same

where |-) = ((1)) and |4+) = <(1)> Here, the mapping |¢t) = —2—|¢), (n > 1) can be inverted by

sense, the states |¢), (n =1,2,---) form another tower of super pairs .

In contrast, the states |¢y) and |¢f) belonging to the same eigenvalue Ef = 0 are two super
singlets, which satisfy Q;|¢y ) = Qi|od) = 0, (i = 1,2) . Therefore in the space of states {|¢y ), {|¢)}},
the supersymmetry is realized as a good symmetry; that is, SUSY is not broken. The same is true
for the space of states {|¢¢), {|¢2)}}. In each space, the operators ); work as the generators of
supersymmetry; however, there arises no mapping between those two spaces by @; (Fig.2).

In the context of this SUSY quantum mechanics, we emphasize the following: in the Schwinger
effect for fermions, the SUSY quantum mechanics of the RHO plays an effective role in its background;
that is, topics III.A and III.B are not independent in this effect.

The Dirac field ¥ interacting with an external gauge field A* obeys the U(1) symmetry field

equation ?

(7 TI(A) + mc) V=0 (v-II(A) =~,IA)"). (3.21)

When we multiply this equation by — (”y . fI(A) — mc) from the left, the field equation becomes the
second order form such that

[_ (7 . f[(A))2 + (mc)ﬂ v =0. (3.22)

9The gamma matrices are normalized so that {y#,7”} = —2nHV.
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Here, if we use the configuration of gauge potentials (4%(z), A.(z)) = (—=Ez',0) as in Eq.(3.2), then
with o/ = £[y*,~4"] and F, = 0;,(A.),], we obtain

- 2 - hg v
- (7 : H(Ac)> = 1(40) = o F"

« h
—11(4,)? - YO E
c
F ~2 hg .
=2mHp + p7 — ?(zal ®o1)E. (3.23)
Carrying out the unitary transformation in 4-spinor space by U = e T2 e T2, the Eq.(3.23) becomes
. 2
U (7 : H(Ac)) Ut

. 1
=2m |:—Zhw (—’LAA + §>:| — mhwios ® o3 +Zﬁ_

. —iAA+ b 0 9
=2m |—ihw . D 3.24
m{ ! ( 0 —z’AA+bbT)]+pL’ (3:24)
where we have used o3 ® 03 = 03 ® [bT, bl and w = % as before. The result implies that the spectra of

upper components of ¥ = UW are those of the supersymmetric Hamiltonian 7:[T; on the other side, the

!/
T

which is obtained from changing the role
of (b,b). Thus, one can evaluate the Schwinger effect for fermions again according to the procedure
of Egs. (3.8) and Eq.(3.9) (Appendix D).

spectra of lower components of ¥ are governed by H

4 Summary

In this paper, we have discussed the eigenvalue problems of RHOs in terms of ladder operators (4, A)
introduced by an analogous way to the ladder operator (a,a’) in HOs. The nonpositive property of
the Hamiltonian operator H, in RHOs is a result of the property of ladder operators such as AT = A,
At = A, and [A, A] = i. Then, the eigenstates A¢, = 0¢, and Ap, = cd, (0 € R) are able to
normalize so that (¢g|po') = (bo|pe’) = (0 — o’). Namely, the {¢,, b, } are continual bases of the
space of functionals ®* including the Hilbert space H of the RHO in the framework of rigged Hilbert
space. Those continual bases are not eigenstates of H,., but rather the states related to {|z), |p)} by
a unitary transformation.

On the other hand, the states ¢(,) = A"@( ) and @,y = A"¢) (n € N) with (¢(0), b)) =
(¢, Po) are eigenstates of H, belonging to the eigenvalues +ihw (n + %) Since those states satisfy the
normalization of the form (¢(m)[@(n)) = Om,nNn, it can be shown that the {¢ (), ¢(n} form a discrete
complete basis of ®* in pairs. Contrary to this, the discrete eigenstates {®,} of the Hamiltonian for
a HO are the basis of a Hilbert space.

We can also show that Weber’s D functions, the special functions known as analytic solutions of
the eigenvalue equation for H, with continuous eigenvalues, are obtained by means of the analytic
continuation of {¢, (5(71)} with respect to n. The D functions and {¢,), gi_)(n)} stand on the same
footing as the scattering states of H, unless any boundary conditions are added.

As good applications of this ladder operator formalism, we have shown two topics: the Schwinger
effect in scalar QED and an extension of RHO to SUSY quantum mechanics. In the first, the Hamil-
tonian of particles interacting with a constant electric field is shown to be canonically equivalent to
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one of RHOs and so the knowledge of RHOs is useful to handle the problem of pair production by the
electric field. Indeed, it has been shown that the discrete complete bases {¢(n), é(n)} characterized
by Eq.(2.21) give a simple way to evaluate such a production rate within the framework of quantum
mechanics.

Second, we have tried to extend the present RHO system to a supersymmetric dynamical system;
the extended Hamiltonian 7, is again a nonpositive Hermitian operator constructed out of fermionic
oscillators (b, b') and ladder operators (A, A). The ladder operator formalism gives rise to two towers
of super-pair states |¢) and [¢X) (n = 1,2,---), which belong to the eigenvalues E;} = —ihwn and
B, = ihwn respectively. In addition to this, the n = 0 states |¢, ) and |7 ) exist as two singlet states,
which satisfy Q;|¢g) = Qil¢d) = 0,(i = 1,2). Namely, in each space of super-pair tower states,
SUSY is realized as a good symmetry, though the SUSY in this model is an extended concept from
the standard one as can be seen from Qj # Q.

Furthermore, we have brought up the following: if we consider the Dirac fields interacting with
an external electric field, then the supersymmetric structure of RHOs will be implicitly included in a
loop effect of those Dirac fields. According to this line of approach, we have shown the way to evaluate
the Schwinger effect for fermions in Appendix D.

The knowledge on the complete bases in RHOs under the ladder operator formalism is expected
to give useful tools in various problems other than the topics discussed in this paper. For example,
the Hamiltonian #,. is able to take continuous eigenvalues on the states (¢o, @5 ); in the space of those
eigenstates, the SUSY may show a different feature from the standard analysis. Those are interesting
future problems.
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A WEBER’S FUNCTIONS AS THE ENERGY EIGENVALUE FUNC-
TIONS FOR THE RHO

We here summarize the standard way to make the eigenvalue functions of the RHO reduce to Weber’s
functions.
In the x representation with p = —iha%, the eigenvalue equation of H, can be written as

h? d? mw?
Introducing here the variable z defined by

in h d? 2 d?
r=ed\|—z, (—zﬂ—), (A.2)

2mw

Eq.(A.1) with ¥ g(2(2)) = wg(z) gives rise to

—% x Eq.(A.1) = (7 +——=z ) wg(z) = 0. (A-3)

— 13 —



Z| Imz

\Cjk/

Figure 3. Contour C' in a complex plane

» Rez

Writing £ = X + 1 and wg(2) = wa(z), Eq.(A.3) becomes the standard form of Weber’s equation

d*w)y (2)

e </\ i —2> wr(z) = 0. (A4)

For i (z) = e3% wy(2), Eq.(A.4) can also be written as

<j_; - z% + /\) Wx(z) = 0. (A.5)

To solve Eq.(A.5), let us use the Fourier-Laplace representation

in(z) = [t~ 0), (A.6)

where I' is a path from a to b in the complex ¢ plane. Then under the integration by parts with respect
to t, Eq.(A.5) with Eq.(A.4) gives

%{tf)\(t)}-i- <t+%> {tr(t)} =0 (A.7)

on the condition that [e~*' {th(t)}]Z = 0. Equation (A.7) can be solved easily so that fy(t) =
const e~ 2%t~ D) gince the boundary conditions are satisfied by (a,b) = (0,00) for ReA < 0 on the
real t axis, and we finally obtain the integral representation for wy(z) = e~ 1% @ (z) (= Dx(z)) in such
a form as [16, 22]

_1,2 .o
Di(2) = ﬁ /O dte=*=27 1O (Red < 0) (A.8)
_ _F()‘ + 1)67%22 / dtefztfétQ(_t)f()\Jrl)’ (Ag)
271 C

where C is the contour given in Fig. 3. It is not difficult to rewrite the contour integral in Eq.(A.9) to

the path integral in Eq.(A.8) by taking into account I'(A 4 1) sin(—7)\) = NESYE
The function D,(z) is Weber’s D-function 1 (Parabolic cylinder function)[22], by which the
independent solutions of Eq.(A.1) for ££ = X+ 1 are given as Dx(z) and D_x_1(iz).

1.2
0The D function is normalized so that Dy (z), (n = 0,1,---) reduces to e~ 1" He, (z), where {H., (2)} are the
Chebyshev-Hermite polynomials.
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B ANOTHER PROOF OF [, = 1.

By the definitions of ¢, and é(n), we obtain the expression

o0

(all|2") = Z ¢<n( )y (2')"

\/ \/% TSk (e ) o
T n.
mw 7%14 LI’Q
V ohn2
V 2h 2€ *2“4’* 2hz —(A/*) 7;;1/2' (B.l)
T

Here, we have used the formula ¢@+? = ¢@ebe=3(0:8] for [[a,b],a] = [[a,b],b] = 0, with & = e~ % A’* ST

and b= e~ F A" —=L_p. Remembering, further,

vV 2mhw
%(Al*)Q _ L /00 dk 7ék2+ikAl* B.2
e \/ o) e (B.2)

. P o b —21ab .
and using again et® = efebe= 3148 we arrive at

=/ 2”7;‘“2 e [ dk
u — 00

o o3 - (VE=a- k) Vs )

mw
= —e
2hm?
X / dke™

Therefore, I, is nothing but the unit operator for the present RHO system.

2

3
3

_s2mw ’ mw .2 mw /2
s xx' i i m-l—zzﬁm

N‘
B
8

X e

g
IS

(=2 — 5(z — o). (B.3)

C TYPICAL MOMENTUM SCALE IN (X° X!) SPACE

The canonical pairs (X#, P*), (1 = 0,1) in Eqs. (3.4)-(3.5) can be equivalently represented by the
pairs (A, AT) and (B, B") defined by

(Xl,fﬂ)=< %(A—A), @(A-A)) (1)
(XO,PO):( %(BU—B)J @(3*-3)). (C.2)
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Under the canonical commutation relations [X I P”] = ihn"”, the (A, AT) become the ladder operators
for a RHO, and the (B, B) are oscillator variables for a HO characterized by [B, Bf] = 1.

In classical, the momentum square in the phase space (X!, P!) can be identified with the radius
square R? = 2mHy = —mhw (AA—I—AA), where Hj; is the classical counterpart of the Hamil-
tonian (3.6). Similarly, the momentum square in the phase space (X, P°) should be given by
R = mhw (BTB + BBT). In g-number theory, those radii should be evaluated by means of the
expectation values through the partition functions

Z,Je] = Tre """ <Rl (u=0,1), (C.3)

where the € is a regularization parameter for those partition functions. It should be noticed that the

Ry and the iR, have real positive eigenvalues on their complete basis {|n> B = (n!)’%BT"|O>} and

{I62) = A"|(0))} with BJ0) = 0((0]0) = 1) and Alg)) = Ald0)) = 0 ((Bw)lé10)) = /55 )- Then

the expectation values (R?) can be evaluated so that

2mhw

0
(L) = =5 log Zuled = hmw + —m—

- (C.4)

The first term hmw in the rightest side of Eq.(C.4) represents a typical momentum square in (X°, X'1)
space, which is independent of the regularization.

D THE SCHWINGER EFFECT FOR FERMIONS

The action of the Dirac field ¥ obeying Eq.(3.21) with the gauge fields A* is Sp[¥, A.] = [ d*z¥ (7 TI(A,) + mc) U,

(¥ = ¥TyY). Then the path integral result Sg[A.] = —ihlogf’D\IfD\i!e%sD = —ihTrlog(y - I+ mc) +
const is the quantum correction to Sg[Ac] = 3 [ d*zE? so that Seg[Ac] = Sa[Ac] + So[Ac] becomes
the effective action of A.. Here, the “Tr” involves the trace over four-component spinor space. To
evaluate the Tr in Sg[A.], we notice that

—(y-1I) + {(mc) + a}

iTrlog {v-ﬁ—i- (mc) +a} =Tr

I ~ TR+ {(me) +a)?
_ A{(mc) +a}
“G )2 {(me) + a)?
-4 (%m /0 d—:e—w[—<v»ﬁ>2+{<mc>+a}2—ie]) , (D.1)

in consideration of which the trace of odd powers of v matrices vanishes. Integrating this equation
with respect to a from a; to as, we obtain

Trlog [fy L+ (me) + ag] — Trlog [”y L+ (me) + al]
__1n /°° a7 i {2 +ic}
2 0 T
» [e_i7{<mc>+a2}2 _ e—ir{(mc>+a1}2} , (D.2)

Setting as = 0 and a; = —(v - I+ me) + 1, we get the expression

. 1 < dr , .
Trlog(y - I+ mc) = —?I‘r/ ?Te”("y'nfe_”{(mc)%“} (D.3)
0

— 16 —



disregarding an unimportant additional constant. Then remembering Eq.(3.23) and using eiT E B =

cosh (TF“]7E) +i0%! sinh (TF”‘]TE), Eq.(D.3) becomes

N 1 < d
Trlog(v-l‘[—l—mc):——xéltr/ &
2 0 T
> e*ZT(HQJr(mc)szE) cosh <7_g_) (D4)
c

by virtue of the trace of o' vanishes. Here, the “tr” denotes the trace in the functional space, which

yields tre— T = S(OVoVL (=) QSinh(lehw) with w = % and 0(0) = —V(Q’Z%" as in the case of

scalar QED. Therefore, we arrive at the expression with e = 40

Trlog(y - I + me) = —6(0)Vo Vi
2(me)? /°° dz e

x (2wh)? i 22 tanh (z mz‘;’ﬁ) ’

(D.5)

where z = 7(mc)?. The integration with respect to z in Eq.(D.5) can be carried out in the same

manner as Eq.(3.9) except replacing the residue (—1)" of 1/ sinh(zhw/mc?) by 1 of 1/ tanh(zhw/mc?).
Using further V7~ ZI{L“ ~ 1 with k& = 1, the resultant formula corresponding to Eq.(3.11) in the case
of Dirac fields becomes

%ImScH[Ac] = —ReTrlog {7 TI(AL) + mc}

4 2 oo e [ m2e
NV(4) m (@) Z 1 e_%(\e\E)' (D.6)

8m3h2 \ m2c n2
n=1

This formula is nothing but the one given originally by Schwinger[13].
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