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Abstract

The Dirac Hamiltonian HP) for relativistic charged fermions minimally coupled to (possibly
time-dependent) electromagnetic fields is transformed with a purpose-built flow equation method,
so that the result of that transformation is unitary equivalent to H®) and granted to strive towards

HOVW)

a limiting value commuting with the Dirac S-matrix. Upon expansion of HOW) to order

(SP) of Schrodinger-Pauli quantum mechanics emerges as the

Z—; the nonrelativistic Hamiltonian H
leading order term adding to the rest energy mc?. All the relativistic corrections to H(SP) are
explicitly taken into account in the guise of a Magnus type series expansion, the series coefficients
generated to order <%§)n for n > 2 comprising partial sums of iterated commutators only. In the
special case of static fields the equivalence of the flow equation method with the well known energy-
separating unitary transformation of Eriksen is established on the basis of an exact solution of a
reverse flow equation transforming the A-matrix into the energy-sign operator associated with H(?).
That way the identity HVW) = 5\/W is established implying HM"W) being determined
unambiguously. In contrast to HP) it’s unitary equivalent HNW) generates the motion of electrons
and positrons in the presence of weak external fields now as entirely separated wave packets carrying
mass m, charge +|e| and spin :l:g respectively, yet those wave packets being by construction bare
of any ”Zitterbewegung”, akin to classical particles moving along individual trajectories under the
influence of the Lorentz force. Upon expansion of HMW) to order (Z—;)n forn = 1,2,3,... our
results agree with results obtained recently by Silenko with a correction scheme developed for the

original step-by-step FW-transformation method, the latter long-since known for not generating

unambiguously a unitary equivalent Hamiltonian being energy-separating.

INTRODUCTION

Based on insight into the fundamental meaning of locality obtained by Newton and
Wigner (NW) in 1949 for (freely moving) relativistic fermions [1], Foldy and Wouthuysen
(FW) established in 1950 with their unitary transformation of the free Dirac Hamiltonian
an interpretation of concepts like position or velocity or spin or orbital angular momentum

[2], void of the well known paradoxical properties of operators in the Dirac representation
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(for instance the velocity operator having eigenvalues +¢) and thus agreeable to the physical

intuition ascribed to a moving single particle [3].

For this reason we suggest to refer in the ensuing to the result H®") of such a unitary
transformation of the Dirac Hamiltonian H®) as the NW-Hamiltonian even if in H”) addi-
tional couplings to weak and slowly varying, possibly time-dependent electromagnetic fields

are taken into account.

For a relativistic charged fermion with minimal coupling to a magnetostatic field a gen-
eralization of the unitary FW-transformation in closed form has been discovered by Case 4]
and also, along a different line of reasoning, by Eriksen [5], whose unitary transformation

indeed applies as well to electrostatic and/or magnetostatic fields superposed.

In the ensuing a purpose-built flow equation approach is introduced resulting in a limiting
value HYW) equivalent to a unitary transformation of the Dirac-Hamiltonian for a charged
fermion with coupling to time-dependent electromagnetic fields, that in the special case of
static fields turns out to be equivalent to the unambiguous energy-separating result obtained
with the Eriksen transformation. The advantage of the new flow equation approach being
that it provides in a lucid manner the expansion of HN¥W) in powers of 2 to arbitrary
order, and that in the special case of static fields that expansion is in full agreement with

corresponding results obtained by the (arduous) expansion of Eriksen’s transformation.

I. THE FLOW EQUATION METHOD

The so-called Hamiltonian flow equation method, originally developed by Wegner for
problems in nonrelativistic many body physics |6, [7], pertains to a continuous unitary trans-

formation of a given Hamiltonian H via

H () = U s) HU' (5) 0
L0 (5) = () ()

U (0) = 14><4

' s) =~ (s)



Given an antisymmetric generator 7 (s) for the flow, the unitary transformation of an her-

mitean operator H is determined solving an initial value problem

251 () =[n(s),H(s)] (2)

Of course, the crux of the method is the choice of the generator 7 (s), with the essential
point being, that 7 (s) controls the properties of the limiting value H (c0). A comprehensive
review discussing various generators with a multitude of applications of the Wegner flow
equation method in nonrelativistic many body physics has been given by Kehrein [8]. Let
us choose a most simple generator that depends on a constant hermitean operator I' and

consider a positive semi-definite functional as introduced by Brockett [9],[10]
O(s) = ~tr (H(s) —=T)*) >0 (3)

Here H () is the solution of a flow with generator 7 (s), specified in terms of I' as

7(s) = [0 Hs)
LH(s)=[n(s), H(s) (W
H(0) = H

Exploiting the cyclic invariance of the trace one readily finds after a sequence of elementary

adjustments
%@ (s) =tr [(H(s) = T) %H (s) ©)
=tr[(H(s) =T)[n(s),H(s)]]
= tr[(H(s) = T)[[T,H (s)], H(s)]
= —tr[[H(s), ][I, H(s)]]
= —tr [n' (s)7 ()]
<0

Because ®(s) > 0 for all s > 0 the only possible conclusion being that

. d
slgrolo £<I> (s)=0 (6)
lim 7 (s) = [, H (00)] = 04x4 (7)

5—00



So, a double bracket flow of the type () indeed strives to a limiting value H(co) that

commutes with the given hermitean operator I'.

A while ago Bylev and Pirner (BP) [11] suggested a flow equation approach to obtain a
unitary transformation of the Hamiltonian H”) for a Dirac particle moving in an external

static electromagnetic potential, choosing as a generator

n(s)=1[8,H(s)] (8)
and choosing as initial data at s=0
H(0) = H®) (9)

The afore propounded argument in the special case I' = § at once reveals the limiting value

H (00) of that flow being even, i.e.

O4x4 =7 (00) = SH (00) —H(c0) § (10)

Actually, the result H (co) being an even operator was obtained in [11] merely for a special
case of perturbation theory, akin (but not identical) with the outcome of the perturbative
procedure of consecutive step by step canonical transformations aiming at eliminating the
odd terms in the Dirac Hamiltonian due to Foldy and Wouthuysen (FW) [2]. Comparing
the results obtained with the BP-method with the ones obtained by the FW-method a
discrepancy arises in the 6"*-order of perturbation theory expanding in the small parameter
k = 2 [12]. Mind because of the ambiguity in the definition of the sequence of operators
with such a step-by-step method, a blockdiagonal operator resulting from several successive
unitary 4 x4 -transformations is only guaranteed to give results being equivalent up to a 2x2-
blockdiagonal unitary transformation, as earlier on was already emphasized by Pursey [13]
and by Eriksen and Kolsrud [14]. However, as has been concisely discussed in an elucidating
article by Costella and McKellar [3], the crucial finding of Foldy and Wouthuysen is not so
much concerned with the (certainly useful) perturbative step by step elimination of the odd
terms in a (possibly time-dependent) Dirac Hamiltonian, but is in the main concerned with
the unravelling of a problem of interpretation with the four-component amplitude WLD) (r,t)

that solves the Dirac equation.



II. A PROBLEM OF INTERPRETATION WITH THE FOUR-COMPONENT
DIRAC AMPLITUDE

In relativistic quantum mechanics a fermion with attributes mass m, spin ﬂ:g and charge
¢e = —|e|, say moving in the presence of electrostatic and magnetostatic fields, is described

in terms of a four-component amplitude \I/,SD) (r,t) solving the Dirac equation [15] :
ihd 0P (r,t) = HO W (x, 1) (11)

o' € {1,2,3,4}

Here

H®) = mc?B + cap Ty + qe® (X) Luxa (12)

denotes the relativistic Hamiltonian of the fermion with minimal coupling to electromagnetic
fields in Dirac-Pauli representation, with the well known 4 x 4 matrices 5 and oy, anticom-
muting and being of square equal to unity, see for instance |16],[17],|18],[19]. The magnetic
induction field B = rotA is encoded in the gauge invariant derivative operator composed
of the Cartesian components of the conjugate momentum and position operators, p, and x,

, of fundamental quantum mechanics
Iy (p,x) = Iy, = py — qeAp (x) (13)

A~

h
[pbvxa] = géa,bl

According to the superposition principle the Dirac amplitude \If ( t) may be represented
as a linear combination of a complete system of orthonormal four-component eigenfunctions
U,SD) (r,k) and VM(D) (r, l;;) of H(P) | entailing both, the positive and the negative energy

eigenvalues £ > 0 and —F; <0 :

ZU ) epe Rt 4 ZV(D ( ~) e~ Frt (14)

, whereby
HO U (v, k) = EyUP (x, k) (15)
(D) /(D) A 1/ (D 7
HOWVS (v ) = =BV (v, F)

In (1)) the expansion coefficients, referred to as ¢, and b;, , are c-numbers, obtainable from

a prescribed amplitude \I/,SD) (r) at an initial time ¢ = 0 making use of the orthonormality

6



of those eigenfunctions. Mind the labels k and k , counting the positive-energy eigenmodes
U,SD) (r, k) or rather the negative-energy eigenmodes VM(D) (r, /~f> of the Dirac Hamiltonian,
have in the presence of an electrostatic field E (r) = —V® (r) possibly different codomains
(for instance if there exist bound states). Because a complete set of orthonormal eigenfunc-
tions of the Dirac Hamiltonian comprises naturally the positive- and the negative-energy
eigenstates jointly, the position operator in the Dirac theory, if defined by the operation of

multiplication

XQWLD) (r,t) = ra\PLD) (r,t) (16)

, is not an operator defined over well defined states of a particle, since in the evaluation of
the expectation value (¥(P)| x, |¥(P)) of the position operator in a given Dirac state |¥(?))
the positive-energy solutions interfere with the (seemingly unphysical) negative-energy so-
lutions. The origin of this difficulty is the assumed consent of the Dirac amplitude \IIELD) (r,t)
being a probability amplitude for particles just like in nonrelativistic Schrodinger quantum
mechanics, which is plainly wrong, as has been first revealed by the analysis of the meaning
of locality in quantum mechanics by Newton and Wigner [1]. For a brilliantly witty discus-
sion of this point, already elucidated in pioneering work by Foldy and Wouthuysen [2], we
refer to Costella and McKellar |3]. Indeed interpreting WLD) (r,t) as a probability amplitude
gives cause to several well known absurdities, for instance the components of the “velocity”
operator in the Heisenberg picture do not commute and have eigenvalues equal to £c , see
[16],[17],]20]. Related to this is the concession that the phenomenon of the highly oscillatory
“Zitterbewegung” , sometimes discussed as an inevitable property of the relativistic electron,
is actually not a physical property of a moving particle with attributes mass, charge and

spin [3].

III. THE NEWTON-WIGNER AMPLITUDE AND THE NOTION OF ENERGY
SEPARATION

A physically correct probabilty amplitude, that in the style of the discussion given by
Costella and McKellar [3] we refer to in what follows as the Newton- Wigner amplitude

\II,SNW) (r,t), can be constructed from the four-component Dirac amplitude @LD) (r,t) by a
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suitable unitary transformation T, such that

D
T (r1) = wap;, ) (r, 1) (17)

permits a meaningful expectation value in particular for the operators of position, velocity,
spin and also orbital angular momentum [2],[3].
To this end one looks first for a unitary transformation T requiring the transformed Dirac

Hamiltonian

HNW) = THO)TT (18)

be an even operator, so that

AW = gRWW) (19)

Taken by itself the criterion (I9) only ensures, minding our choice § = diag{1,1,—1,—1}
in Dirac-Pauli representation, that H™¥") assumes a block-diagonal guise, but that doesn’t

H(NW

warrant ) being energy-separating, the latter notion first introduced by Eriksen and

Kolsrud [14]. Possibly the criterion is better understood introducing abstract bra- and ket-
notation, so that U;(LD) (r,k) = <r,u|U,§D)> and V;L(D) (r, l%) = <r,u|V]~€(D)>. Introducing the
spectral representations of the Dirac Hamiltonian and it’s associated energy-sign operator

A®) in the basis of Dirac eigenstates,

HE) =37 B [Uf™) (U + 37 (=B [) (V) (20)
k ~

k
AP = S [P (U = @) (] - H®) 21)
g k k - k k HOHD)
, it follows at once in terms of the unitary transformed Dirac eigenstates
‘U,ENW)> =T ‘U,ED)> (22)
(NW)\ _ (D)
) =)

for the Dirac S-operator the representation

NW
B=TAPITH = o (23)
HOVW) HNT)

In reverse order, the Newton- Wigner Hamiltonian H¥W) is defined as being one of a kind
among all unitary transformed Hamiltonians with block-diagonal guise, satisfying addition-

ally the identity [14]
HYW) — g/ HINW) (VW) (24)

8



As a direct consequence of (24]) being true then

(04X1)u = (H(NW) — 5\/H(NW)H(NW))H U;(jVW) (r, k) (25)

= Ej, (i4x4 - 5)/1/7/1/ USVW) (r, k)
(Orea) = (HO WW) vt (xk) (26)

= (-Ep) (loa+),,, ( )

Assuming nonvanishing eigenvalues, Ej # 0 and Ej # 0, this entails at once, minding
[ being diagonal in Dirac-Pauli representation, that U,SNW) (r,k) = 0 regarding the lower
components u = 3,4 and VH(NW) (r, l;;) = 0 regarding the upper components p = 1,2 . This
distinguishing feature indeed is the essence of the said energy-separating property of the
Newton-Wigner representation, it being the representation in which the operators position,
velocity, orbital angular momentum and spin of the free theory are agreeable to physical
intuition just like in classical physics [2, 13, [21].

Perhaps, the physical meaning of the concept of energy-separation becomes more compre-
hensible if one applies the unitary transformation T to the Dirac-amplitude (I4]) and rewrites

the Newton-Wigner amplitude (I]) now with the transformed Dirac-eigenstates (22]) as

\I/LNW Z U (NW) ) ¢k etBrt 4 Z V(NW <r, l;;) b,;e_iE%t (27)

Expressely stated, \IILNW) (r,t) assumes in consequence of UﬁNW) (r,k) =0 for p = 3,4 and

VM(NW) (r,k) =0 for p = 1,2 the guise

¢+ (I‘, t) 0
\I,LNW) (I‘, t) _ ’QD_ (I‘, t) + 0 (28)
0 X+ (I‘, t)
0 Lo\x=mt) /)

Writing HMW) as well in explicit 2 x 2 block notation,

HY), .0
02><2 ) _H2><2

, the resulting equations of motion governing the time evolution of the two-component

amplitudes v, (r,t) and x, (r,t) are now by construction forever propagating without any
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interference of positive- and negative-energy states, i.e.

ihdp, (r,t) = (Hg‘QQ)M, Yo (1,2) (30)
ihdixs (1.1) = = (HE,)  xor (r1)
o,0 € {+,—}

These are Schrodinger-Pauli type equations, whereas the amplitude 1, (r, ) describing the
electron as a particle (wave packet) with attributes mass m, spin :I:% and charge ¢. = —|e| is
composed exclusively of positive-energy eigenfunctions UlSNW) (r,k). Correlating with this,
as the amplitude y, (r,t) is composed solely of negative-energy eigenfunctions VM(NW) (r, l%),
it has been given a physical interpretation already by Dirac himself via charge conjugation, so
that x*, (r,t) is describing the positron as an “anti- particle” (wave packet) with attributes
mass m , spin :F% and opposite charge ¢, = |e|, albeit Dirac’s hole picture implicitely already
involved a quantum field theory context. By this means the specific unitary transformation
T, that leads from the Dirac Hamiltonian H”) to the energy-separating Hamiltonian HVW),
enables to bare the roots of Dirac’s discovery of antimatter.

To illustrate the concept of energy separation from a different point of view, assume a
certain unitary transformation U brought the Dirac Hamiltonian H®) to a block-diagonal
guise

Hélx)z ;0252

HU) — yHDIYT =
02><2 aH§I><12)

(31)

Now by construction HY)3 = BHWU) yet it is not ensured the upper block operator H§Q2
being positive definite and concurrently the lower block operator HéIXI% being negative defi-
nite. This entails that a four-component amplitude \IILD’I) (r,t), say generated by applying
the inverse unitary transformation U' to a two-component amplitude @D((,I) (r,t) being solely
composed of the eigenfunctions of HéIX)Q , 1.e.

U (r,t) = (UT) 9P (r,t) (32)

w u,o 9

, certainly represents a solution of the Dirac equation (III). Yet it (conceivably) comprises
a linear combination of positive energy and negative energy eigenfunctions of H”) just like
in (I4]). Such a unitary transformation U is, of course, not energy-separating.

But even if Hng in (B1]) was positive definite and ng]% in (B1]) was negative definite, there
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exists an ambiguity, as any additional unitary tranformation N, taking a shape

N;Ix)2 ; O2x2

O2><2 ) Ng{gg

N = (33)

, now changes the 2 x 2-subblocks H§Q2 and HgIXI% in (310 into equivalent unitary transformed

T T
operators Ng‘;)zHg‘;)z (N§22> and NéIXIgHg‘;I% (Né@) . So then the question arises, how to
remove that ambiguity inherent to any such unitary transformation V.= NU 7 In what
follows we present a flow equation approach enabling to construct for the Dirac Hamiltonian

it’s unambiguous energy-separating unitary equivalent, the Wigner-Newton Hamiltonian.

Last not least, while the Dirac Hamiltonian H®) is unique due to its linearity and min-

imal coupling to external fields, the Newton-Wigner Hamiltonian HVW)

is the only one
enabling a meaningful nonrelativistic limit in terms of particles and anti-particles moving
as completely separated entities along their individual trajectories, as any bubble chamber
track reveals. Unfortunately, a disadvantage of this very useful property of HW) is that
locality of the Dirac-Hamiltonian H”), as it comprises only first order differential operators,
has been traded off for a nonlocal operator, with vVVHNWIH(NW) essentially being an integral
kernel. Further, in marked contrast to the Dirac equation, the unitary equivalent equations
of motion (B0) based on the square root operator (29) are obviously not covariant. Dam-
age of covariance regarding conformable square root operators has been discussed before by
several authors dealing, for instance, with the easier problem of relativistic spin-0 particles

[22][23][24]. But in view of obtaining a suitable starting point for approximations endeavour-

ing to the quantum mechanics of nonrelativistic particles that flaw has little concernment.

IV. EXTERNAL MAGNETOSTATIC FIELD
In the special case the Dirac particle is moving solely in the presence of a magnetostatic
field,
H”) = mé®B + cap I, (34)
the unitary transformation T transforming H(()D) to H(()NW) is known exactly in terms of a
straightforward generalization |4, 5] of the result obtained afore by Foldy and Wouthuysen
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for the case of a free (translational invariant) Dirac Hamiltonian [2]:

(35)

_ 1 mc? _ooplly, 1 _ mc?

SN ey ORPPRNY Y iy

In this case the following explicit guise for the Newton-Wigner Hamiltonian is obtained
HM™) = ToHSPTE = By/HYY o HYY) (36)

2
= 5mc2 . \/14><4 + — <12x2 ® H2><2 >

, with Hgi};) the common Schrodinger-Pauli Hamiltonian,

(spy I I qh (exty (P)
Hay' = < ——laxa = %Bb o (37)
, now describing (in constant magnetic field) the Landau levels of a nonrelativistic electron.
From (B6) a meaningful nonrelativistic Hamiltonian together with the lowest relativistic
correction on the energy scale of fine structure is readily obtained considering the rest energy

mc? of the electron as the predominant term:

BHOW) = 150 ® <m0212X2 + HED) 2 SPIHED) 4 ) (38)

In the expansion (I4)) of the four component Dirac amplitude, the positive-energy eigen-
modes U, (r, k), if regarded separately from the complementing negative-energy eigenmodes
V., (r, l?;), do not represent a complete set of eigenfunctions, while the NW-eigenmodes
U(NW) (r,k) and V(NW) <r, l;;) of H(NW) are directly connected to the complete and or-
thonormal set of the two-component eigenmodes uFP) (r,k) of H;ig). Now restricting to the
nonrelativistic sector then the associated eigenfunctions u$*) (r,k) of Hgi? and for that
matter the eigenfunctions UL(LNW) (r,k) and VH(NW) (r, ];‘) of H((]NW) will be slowly varying
functions on the scale of the Compton wavelength A\ , thus providing an eminently suitable
starting point for obtaining a nonrelativistic approximation to matrix-elements originally
build with four-component Dirac amplitudes.

As a final remark, given a complete system of eigenfunction of Hgi?, a corresponding
complete system of eigenfunctions of H(D) can be readily generated upon application of the

inverse transformation TT applied to those eigenfunctions of H2X2 .
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V. THE BETA-FLOW EQUATION TRANSFORMING THE DIRAC g INTO
THE ENERGY-SIGN OPERATOR A(®) FOR A DIRAC HAMILTONIAN WITH
COUPLING TO ELECTROSTATIC AND MAGNETOSTATIC FIELDS

If a charge carrying Dirac fermion moves in the presence of magnetostatic and electrostatic
fields superposed, it is generally accepted to be difficult [5],[14],[25],26],[27] obtaining the
unitary transformation T, and in this way the Newton-Wigner Hamiltonian HV") from a
Dirac Hamiltonian HP) as stated in (IZ). Let us agree on terming operators O as being odd

and operators £ as being even, iff

OB = —BO (39)
EB = BE

We aim in this section at constructing a flow striving from a general Dirac Hamiltonian
HP) = Bme® + O + & (40)

towards the corresponding Newton-Wigner Hamiltonian HMW) . For example, a well known
extension of the Dirac Hamiltonian in external fields, as stated afore in (I2), takes into
account, besides mass m and charge ¢., further phenomenological attributes for the spin—%
“particles” like an intrinsic anomalous magnetic moment p,; or even an intrinsic electric

dipole moment dg, see for instance [28]. In this case

O = caplly, + iﬁab (’u_MElgemt) . CdEBIEemt)> (41)
C

H EXT ET
€= a0 ()= = (B + dpE™) (42)

Of course, with dg # 0 then (spatial) parity is not conserved [29]. Whereas in standard
QED for sure dg = 0 [29], instead in electroweak theory dg # 0 appears quite reasonable.
For a thorough discussion see [30],[21].

In order to determine the exact solution to the nonlinear flow equation (4)) with generator
n(s) = [B,H (s)], the idea is to look for an operator Z (s) representing a continuous unitary

transformation of the Dirac matrix [ by solving the flow equation

L 7(5) =l (5), 25 (43)

Z(0)=p
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, and in particular to choose the generator w (s) of that “beta-flow” in such a way, that the

limiting value Z (co) commutes with the original Dirac Hamiltonian [31]

[H(D), VA (oo)] = O4x4 (44)

Along the line of reasoning presented afore in () a suitable antisymmetric generator of such

a beta-flow emerges as

w(s) = [P, Z(s)] (45)
whereby
Ao = Ly Z g g0 (46)
mc

If [@3) could be solved for Z (s), then the generator w (s) was known explicitely and the

unitary transformation of 5 could be represented as
Z(s)=V(s) V' (s) (47)

, whereby the unitary transformation V (s) solves

d

EV (s) =w(s)V(s) (48)
V (O) - 14><4

And because the transformation V (s) is unitary, of course there holds

AP =1Z(s)Z(s) = Z(00)Z(0) = Lsxa (49)

Consideration should be given to an ambiguity regarding the representation of Z (s) in
(@7) with such a unitary transformation V (s). Indeed, with N (s) another unitary operator

with attributes

N(s)8 =BN(s) (50)

, then instead of (4T) one finds for Z (s) as well the entirely equivalent representation

(5) BUT (s) (51)

So, even if Z(s) was known exactly, compliant with the representation (47)) said unitary
transformation V (s) in (BIl) cannot be determined any better up to an undetermined block-

diagonal factor N (s).
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VI. EXACT SOLUTION OF BETA-FLOW EQUATION

With w (s) as specified in ([#5]) the flow equation (43]) determining Z (s) reads

%Z(s) - HH<D>,Z(3)] ,Z(s)} (52)
Z(0)=p (53)
Evaluation of the double commutator gives
HFﬂD), z (s)] Z (s)] —APIZ(s)Z(s) — 2Z (s) HDZ () + Z (s) Z (s) AP (54)
Because of (49) then (54 simplifies and the differential equation (52)) reads

——Z(s)=H®P) —Z(s)HDZ (5) Z (0) (55)

Serendipitously this being a matrix Riccati equation [32], we can find an ezact solution to

this initial value problem in the guise
Z(s) =W (s) BW™ (s) (56)
, with

W(s) = C(s) 6+ 5(s) (57)
C(s) = cosh (23 |:|(D))
S (s) = sinh (23 I:|(D)>

Despite SAH®) £ HP)3 | there holds as an identity

BS(5)S(s) +C(s)C(s) B=S(s)S(s) B+ BC(s)C(s) (58)
, and therefore
W (s) W (s) 3 = BWT (s) W (s) (59)
With that said
Z(s)=2Z"(s) (60)
, and in this way
Z(s)Z(s) =Z"(s)Z(5) = Z(s) Z(5) = Luxa (61)

15



, thus validating in accord with the representation (47) the operator Z (s) being unitary (and
involutive as well). With A(P) the energy-sign operator (21]) in the basis of Dirac eigenstates,
there holds

. -1 IR T AD) 1(DYLI(D _ A(D)
lim C (5)S(s) = limg_y0o TR tanh (23\/ H®PIH( )> =A (62)

, and thus for s — oo a meaningful limiting value of Z(s) identical to the energy-sign

operator AP) exists:

Z(x) = sli_{goz (s) (63)
= lim (C(s) (B+C " (5)S(5) B(8+C " (5)S(s)) ' € (s))

= lim
S—0Q

(c
_ SIEEO (C . ﬁ+A(D ) 5) (5+A(D))_1 ! (s))
(€ (A (35 A) (5 47) ' € )
= AP

VII. CONSTRUCTION OF UNITARY TRANSFORMATION V (s)

Even though the operator Z (s) in (B0]) is the exact solution of the beta-flow (52)), this
doesn’t concurrently determine the unitary transformation V (s) in the representation (47).
Of course, W' (s) W (s) being positive definite then a unitary operator U*) (s) related to the
polar decomposition of the operator W (s) can be identified in the guise [33]

[NIES

U (s) = W (s) (W' (s) W (s)) (64)
And with help of (B9) it follows then
Z(s) =U" (5) 8 (U (s))' (65)
, with U (s) (after re-arrangement of the square root term) given by
U (s) = (C(s) B+ S () ((BC(s) +S(5)) (C(s) B+S(5)) 2 (66)

But now a complicacy arises, as the identification of (66]) with the searched for unitary
transformation V (s), setting

V(s)=U") (s)8 (67)



in view of the posed initial value (48)) , actually is expedient only iff
[57 HOHD) | = 0454 (68)

This special constraint immediately implying C (s) § = 5 C(s), only then a meaningful limit

of UP) (s) for s — oo is readily obtained

B+ AP

u® (00) =
(8+A®)”

(69)
Unfortunately, the restriction (G8]) is not fitting in at all, say, with the presence of an external
electrostatic potential @ (r) # 0 in the Dirac Hamiltonian, as the square H?)H®) then also
comprises odd terms (anti-commuting with ). Thus, except in (special) cases when (68])
applies, as concerns for instance the Dirac Hamiltonian H(()D)stated in ([34), for a general
Dirac Hamiltonian H®) the limiting value of U") (s) indeed remains indeterminable due to
our ignorance how to find the limiting value of terms like C™' (s) S (s) for s — oo. This
symptom reveals the polar decomposition (64) being pointless if ([68) ceases to be valid.
Briefly speaking, that way we cannot find the searched for unitary transformation for a
general Dirac Hamiltonian, even though the limiting value Z (s) for s — oo has according
to (63) already an assigned value.

Progress comes, accepting (for the moment being) a simplified way of writing Z = Z (s),

from the observation

B+2)B=2(8+2) (70)
[67 (62 + Zﬁ)] = 04x4 = [Za (52 + Zﬁ)]

, so that
Z(s)=Z(B+2)(B+2Z)" (71)

=(B+2)B(B+2)"
=(B+2)B(B+2)*(B+2)

The operator 5+ Z being hermitean (and excluding zero as an eigenvalue of that operator),

then for sure (3 + Z)? is positive definite, so that

(B+2)2 = (J B+27°/(6+ Z>2) h (72)
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On these grounds there follows now the representation
Z(s)=U(s)BU (s) (73)

, with U (s) being unitary and built-up in terms of the exact solution Z (s) as given in (B0):

B+Z(s)

U(s) = (74)
(B+Z(s))"
U@0) =5 (75)
With the known limiting value (63) then
U (00) = 5+—A(D) (76)
(8 + AP))”

Remarkably enough, even though the operator U® (s) introduced in (64) has only under
the special premise (G8) for s — oo a definite limit (69]), nonetheless that limiting value
coincides with the generally valid result (76]). Yet, in view of the posed initial value (@8],

the searched for unitary transformation is not U (s), but

Vi =U(s)p= 2D g (77)
(B+Z(5)°
So in point of fact with V (s) given in (77) we have
Z(s) =V (s)BV'(s) (78)

Notably, based on the identities

U(s)U(s) = laxa (79)
BU(s) =U(s)Z(s)

, there holds for this particular transformation (77) as well

V(s)V(s) =U(s) U (s) 3 (80)



VIII. RETRIEVAL OF THE NEWTON-WIGNER HAMILTONIAN

The basic cause of the unitary transformation V (s) stated in (77)) being for s — oo in

fact energy-separating, is the identity
V (00) BV! (00) = Z (00) = AP (81)

The seeked for unitary transformation T that maps the Dirac Hamiltonian H®) to the

Newton-Wigner Hamiltonian HY"W) we thus identify directly from (7)) as

T = Vi (o0) = g tAD (82)
(6 + AD))?
Obviously there holds now
BT =TAWD (83)

Applying T to positive energy eigenstates ‘U ,ﬁD’> of H®), respectively applying T to negative
energy eigenstates )VI;(D)> of H®) | it is manifest that the unitary transformation T is as well
energy-separating:
8 (T|Uf”)) =A@ |uf”) = 47 ™) (84)
5(T|V)) = TaAD [P = —T )
Indeed, due to (G3) we have
HDOHD) = APIHD) (85)
= Z (c0) HP)
= (V(00) BV (00)) H®)
= (TTBT)HP

, and so it follows

\ (THOTH) (THOTY) = T (VHOH®)) Ti (86)
=T (TBT)HPIT!
= B (THOITT)
Writing AP H®) = VHOIHD) = HPIAD) then directly from (83) along the lines indicated
in (8a)
B(THOTH = (THOITH 8 (87)
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Comparing (24]) with (86) we thus identify, among all unitary transformations producing
merely a 2 x 2 - block-diagonalization of the Dirac-Pauli Hamiltonian, the even and energy-

separating Newton-Wigner Hamiltonian being
HANW) — THO)TT (88)

whereas T is the specific unitary transformation stated in (82l).

IX. ERIKSEN TRANSFORMATION

In pioneering work Eriksen [5] fixed the unitary transformation Ug bearing his name, by

postulating
ULB = BUg (89)
From this he concluded

AP = ULpUE = U (90)

, and (excluding —1 as an eigenvalue of 3 A1) obtained [5][34]

1 (D)
Up = VB AD) = s (Lo + 547) (91)
\/14><4 —+ i (5 A(D) —+ A(D)ﬁ — 2 X 14><4>

Comparing Ug with our result (82) we readily confirm the limiting value T = lim VT (s)

S§—00

being identical to Eriksen’s transformation:
B+ AP
(8+A®)?

T=5 = Ug (92)

X. A LINK BETWEEN THE HAMILTONIAN FLOW AND THE BETA-FLOW

As a general proposition, the solution H (s) to the (nonlinear) Hamiltonian flow equation

(@) with generator n(s) = [, H (s)] enables a representation in the guise
H(s) = VI (s) APV (s) (93)

, whereby V (s) is the afore introduced specific unitary transformation solving the initial

value problem (E8)) with the generator of the beta-flow (43))

w(s) = [P, Z(s)] (94)



The validation of (@3)) follows readily calculating the derivative and minding subsequently

@Y), @) and (7). Then

%H (s) = V' () [A®), 0 ()] V (5) (95)

~

2H(P) (V (s) BVT (5)) AP [V (s)
+(V(s) BV (s)) H

(D){(D)
=H(s)H(s) 8 —2H (s) BH (s) + BH (s) H (s)

= [[B,H(s)],H(s)]
, or else
d
51 (s)=1[n(s), H(s)] (96)
n(s) = [B,H(s)]
H(0) =H®

The ODE obtained for H (s) this way, with (scaled) initial data H (0) = H®®), coincides with
the Hamiltonian flow (), thus substantiating the assertion (@3]). Not unsuspected then, said
generators, 7 (s) for the Hamiltonian flow (O6]) and w (s) for the associated beta-flow (43),
are mutually connected by the same unitary transformation V (s), i.e. once w (s) is known,

then 7 (s) is known and vice versa

n(s)=-Vi(s)w(s)V(s) (97)

Indeed
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Notably, upon insertion of the afore obtained ezact solution Z (s) stated in (B0) then the
generator w (s) being a known function of the flow parameter s, this fact enables to write
an explicit (formal though) solution of the linear ODE (48) determining the unitary trans-

formation V (s) as an s-ordered exponential

V(o) = Toewp | [ s (s)] (98)

or else known as the Dyson series [19]. Conversely, using unitarity, (48) and reexpressing
the generator of the beta-flow w (s) in terms of 7 (s) using the identity (@7, it follows at

once

0=Vi(s) % V (s) VT (s)
= VT (s) <%V (s)) Vi(s) + %VT (s)

— (VI () (5) V() VI (5) + -V ()

ds
= )V () + VI (5
, i.e. VT (s) solves the ODE
V) =05V (s) (99)
VI (0) = Lixs

This fact implicates an equivalent representation for the adjoint (or else inverse) operator

VT (s) in the guise of the Dyson series constructed with the generator 7 (s) of the Hamiltonian

flow (@), .
Vi (s) = Ty exp [ [ s <s'>} (100)

Alas, because [ﬁ, vV IZI(D)I:KD)} + 0 for a general Dirac Hamiltonian H®) then as well
[w(s1),w(s2)] # 0, alternatively [1(s1),n(s2)] # 0 , which feature as a rule prevents
an elementary calculation of V (s) in closed form.

Be that as it may, with a generator w (s) of known identity (94]) the explicit solution
V (s) of the linear ODE (48) in the guise of the Dyson series (@8]) or else the Dyson series
(I00) buildt with 7 (s), indeed provides an eract solution to the nonlinear Hamiltonian
flow equation ([@6). Mind however, that due to the afore mentioned ambiguity (5I), even

though H (s) as a solution to a double-bracket flow (@6]) by construction strives for s — oo
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to a limiting value H (0c0) commuting with (3, see (), this feature taken by itself does not

warrant as well H (co) being energy-separating.

XI. THE NEWTON-WIGNER HAMILTONIAN FOR A SPECIAL CLASS OF
DIRAC HAMILTONIANS

The afore derived exact result (88) for the Newton-Wigner Hamiltonian is amenable
to a substantial simplification for the particular class of (scaled) Dirac-Hamiltonians IZI((]D)

exhibiting the exceptional feature

18 (APAP) | = 0 (101)

, as applies for instance to the Dirac-Hamiltonian (B4 for a relativistic particle moving
solely in the presence of a static external magnetic field and more generally to every (scaled)
Dirac Hamiltonians I:l(()D) = B84 Oy + & with the property {@0,50} = 0 [21]. Replacing
now everywhere in the exact expression (56]) the operator H®) by |:|(()D)’ one readily obtains

proceeding directly from (56) the result

Zo (s) = to (s) AL (102)
to (s) = tanh (23\/ H(()D)FISD) + artanh(ﬁAgD)))

The associated generator wy (s) of the beta-flow assumes then the guise

wo (8) = [Héf’),zo (s)} (103)

Besides being manifestly odd

Buwy (s) B = —wo (8) = w] (s). (104)

, that generator wy (s) has a vanishing commutator at different flow parameter values sy, so

, so that
[wo (s1) s wo (52)] = Oaxa (105)

For details of the reasoning leading to (I02)) and (I03) we refer to [12].

23



Because with (I02) the functional dependence of wy (s) on the flow parameter s is known,
now upon insertion of (I02) into (I03) an ezact analytical expression for the unitary trans-
formation Vj (s) can be given, so that

Ho (s) = V} (s) AS”Vo (5) (106)

This is because the ODE defining Vj (s) ,

%Vo (s) = wo (s) Vo (s) (107)

Vo (0) = Laxy
with wy (s) as stated in ([I03]) , can be solved due to (I05) ezactly
Vo (s) = Ty exp [/ ds'wy (s’)] = exp [/ ds'wy (s')] (108)
0 0

Evaluation of the integral indeed gives [12]

Vo (s) = vZo (5) B = — 220 l8) 5 (109)
(8+Zo(s))

, which outcome is in full accordance with the afore derived general result (02), obtained

by replacing in ([@2) the operator H®) by I:|(()D). The limiting value of Zg (s) for s — oo as
determined from (I02)) being now

Zo(00) = A = ——22u (110)

Defining Ty = V|, (00), there follows using

BTy = ToA

D)y (D (D) (D
AR — [ e
[T07 V Fl((]D)H(()D):| = Oaxs (111)

It is then straightforward to show

that (I0I) implies as well

A = ToRT
= B (8To) AT}
= 3 (ToA” ) T
= BT (AR T

= AT/ APRAPT
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That way, with (I1I]) and TOT(T) = 144 the Newton-Wigner Hamiltonian H(()NW) associated
with a Dirac Hamiltonian I:|(()D) obeying to (I0I]) assumes the simplified guise

AN — g /APTA (112)

This result coincides with findings obtained first without coupling to external fields by Foldy
and Wouthuysen [2]. It applies as well in the presence of a magnetic induction field but
excluding any coupling to electric potentials, a result first obtained by Case [4] and using
different methods by Eriksen [5]. A more general context where the feature (I12) applies is
considered in [30],[35],[36],137],|21].

XII. MANIFESTLY EVEN REPRESENTATION OF THE NEWTON-WIGNER
HAMILTONIAN AS A SERIES OF ITERATED COMMUTATORS

The ensuing considerations apply to a Dirac Hamiltonian incorporating static external
potentials and/or fields (@0). According to what has been said afore, the beta-flow equation
(52) transforms the operator § into

Z(s) =V (s) BVI (s) (113)

, whereas due to (@3]) that same unitary operator V (s) concurrently serves as well to represent

the solution to the Hamiltonian flow equation (96l)
H(s) = VI (s) HPV () (114)
Writing with anti-symmetric operators €2, (s) and €2, (s) now
V (s) = e(8)efs) (115)
, whereby 2, (s) is odd and € (s) is even, then

O, (5) = = () (116)
ﬁQu (S> B = _Qu (S>
Qf (s) = =0y (s)

Ay (5) B = +€ (s) (117)
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It follows from (I14])
H(s) = e ()=t [(D) o2uls) s (5) (118)
, whereas from (II3]) we obtain
Z (5) = M) g o= 0() =) = 20(9) g (119)

, which representation for Z (s) is inherently consistent with (80). That a factorization like
(I13)) exists follows from a general result in Lie-group theory, understanding the role of the
operator [ in relations like (II7) and (II6]) essentialy being equivalent to the action of an
“Involutive automorphism” [38],[39].

Because the limiting value H (oc0) of the Hamiltonian flow () obeys by construction to

[8,H (c0)] = 0, now the searched for Newton-Wigner (NW) Hamiltonian arises in the guise

HOW) = ()Y (00) ¢~ (%) (120)

— o (o) [§(D) 2u(o0) (121)

If H (00) was obtained, for instance solving the Hamiltonian flow (@) perturbatively along
the lines indicated in |11}, then for sure H (00) is an even operator, but it is not guaranteed
H (c0) being energy-separating as well. Seen from another perspective, the unitary trans-
formation performed with the even operator e™%(>) in (I20) can be regarded, once Q, (oc)
is known, as a “correction-scheme” that converts the merely block-diagonal (even) limiting
value H (00) of the Hamiltonian flow (96]) into the unique energy-separating Newton-Wigner
Hamiltonian.
Alternatively, H®") may be obtained directly from the unitary transformation (21)
performed solely with the odd operator €2, (c0). Once Q, (00) is known, then the common

BCH-expansion [40] leads to a representation as a series of commutators

1

W) _ o) _ [Qu (00), |:|(D>} +5

(), [ (00), AP+ (122)

Here it is important to realize, that a straightforward evaluation of this series of iterated
commutators is needlessly complicated, because due to the first line in (I2I]) the operator

HOW) ig unconditionally guaranteed to be even. A considerable simplification thus results
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rewriting (I21) in the equivalent guise

oy _ 1 (e—Qu(oo)I:"(D)eQu(OO) i Be—Qu(OO)H(D)eﬁu(OO)B> (123)
2
1 Q0 (00) [4(D 1 ~ _
_ L 0w o) utee) §e+Qu(oo) (ﬁH(D)5> o= (o)
2
1 —Qu(c0) A Qu(00) 1 +2u (o) > —$2u(c0)
= G (5 O £) ) 1 LN (5O g ) e

oxp (~ada, () + oxp (ada, ) © (8+€)
(exp (adq, (o)) — exp (—ada,(x))) © O

, whereby the symbol adx denotes here a most useful notation to describe iterated commu-

tators as powers, see for instance [41]. With given operators X and F then

ady o F = [X, F| (124)
(adx)’ o F = adx o (X, F] = [X,[X, F]]

(adx)" o F = [X, ... [X, [X, F]]]

>

It follows introducing formal power series o
exp (adx) o F = i % (adX)j 0 F = X Fe X
=0
cosh (adyx) o F = i (22)! (adx)” o F (125)
=0
sinh (ady) o F = g m (adx)¥ ! o F

That way an explicit representation for the (scaled) energy-separating Newton-Wigner
Hamiltonian is obtained directly from (I23)) in the guise of a series of iterated commutators
composed solely with the odd operator €2, (c0), each term in this series expansion being

manifestly even

AW — cosh (ada, (o) © (5 + 5) — sinh (adg, (o)) © O (126)
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Provided a perturbative expansion for the operator €, (00) could be found, then the asso-
ciated perturbative expansion for the Newton-Wigner-Hamiltonian as represented by (120])

is reduced to evaluating just a few commutators.

XIII. A PERTURBATIVE EXPANSION IN THE STYLE OF MAGNUS FOR THE
OPERATORS ©, (s) AND Q, (s) DEFINING V(s) = ¢?u(5)¢@(s)

Restriction of the Dirac Hamiltonian H®) in (I2) to the low energy sector of its spectrum
suggests a weighting of the respective contributions of the kinetic energy and potential
energy terms with regard to a small parameter £ = 2 (in what follows « serving as a formal
bookkeeping device, so that x = 1 at the end of the calculations). Different from [11] though
the electric potential term & is here considered in order of magnitude being comparable to
the kinetic energy term OO for reasons of consistency with the nonrelativistic limit. This

implies (scaled units)
HP) = 8+ kO + k%€ (127)

To obtain now a perturbation series expansion of the Newton-Wigner Hamiltonian (I20])
in powers of k we first aim at obtaining a perturbation expansion of the anti-hermitean
operators €, (s) and €, (s), those operators in fact being closely connected to the generator
w (s) of the beta-flow ([43)) or else to the generator 7 (s) of the Hamiltonian flow ([@6). To
this end let us rewrite the identity (Q7) in the guise

e My (5) M) = ey (5) e (128)
As the generator 7 (s) of the Hamiltonian flow is by construction an odd operator,

n(s) =[B,H(s)]
B (s) +n(s) B = Oaxa (129)

and the commutator of an even operator with an odd operator is always odd as well, then

the even part of the left hand side in (I28) should vanish identically,

(130)

e” M0 (5) €M) 4 fem PO (5) Mg = ) (5 (5) + B (s) B) e M) = 0
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That way a (hidden) correlation between the even and odd parts of the generator w (s) of

the beta-flow is revealed

w(s) = —eX2) (Bw(s) B) e X (131)

In consequence of w (s) being (in general) composed of even and odd terms,

w () = g (5) + i (5) (132)
, then
g (5) + 0 () = 22 (g () + i () €72 (133)
— exp (2ad. ) © (—wy () + w0, (5))
, equivalently

wy (s) = tanh (adg, () © wy (5) (134)

From this insight a useful relation connecting the generator 7 (s) solely with the odd part

wy (s) of the generator w (s) emerges in the guise
~(8) — o= uls)y (5) () (135)
= exp (—adg,(s)) © (wy () + wy (5))

= exp (—adg,(s)) (tanh (adq,(s)) + 1) o wy (s)
1
~ cosh (adQu(s))
Consequently the ODE (48]) together with (I28)) leads to

d d
—V — (52u(s) oS29(s) 136
TV () =1 (¢ ) (136)

d d
ad (s) Qu(s) [ 2 Qq(s)
(d ) e (dse )

w (s )( Qu(s) Qg(s))

o wy ()

_eQU(S)e 9(8)/)7 (S)
Employing the well known formula for the derivative of an exponential e**) in case
(€2 (s1),82 (s2)] # 0, for instance [40],[41], now
/ dre™® Q (s5) e 7 U) U (137)
0

d
/0 d’TeTadQ(S) o EQ (S)) 69(8)

(exp adg(s -1 . iQ (s)) 20)

adQ ds




Up next the ODE (I30) along with (I33]) is readily shown to be equivalent to

1
O (el — L 138
P (3) ) = e (1) (138)
1 —exp (—adq,)) d exp (adg,) =1 d
_ “ —Q, g —Q
adg, () ° s (s) + adq, (s) °Us Y ()

The left hand side in (I38) being manifestly odd, the first term on the right hand side in
(I38) decomposes into even and odd parts

1—exp (—adQ (S)) d
- —Q, 1
o () (139)

_ (1 — cosh (adg, (s)) N sinh (adgu(s))> .40 (s)

adQu(S) adQu(s) ds
1 — cosh (adg (s)) d sinh (adQ (s)) d
= - —Q, —= 0,
e ds (831 ado, i ds (sf
o\:(r)n ozi,d

, whereas the second term on the right hand side in (I38) is manifestly even

exp (ado, () =1 d g y
g 250 8 = 2 yadane © g9 140
adq, (5) ° 3 ) ZO (n+ )17 % ° gy g (s) (140)

-

A decomposition like (I39) applies, because the commutator of an even operator with an
even operator or else the commutator of an odd operator with an odd operator always results
in an operator being even, wheras the commutator of an even operator with an odd operator
and vice versa always results in an operator being odd.

Equating the even parts and the odd parts on either side of (I38]) regarded separately

one obtains instead of (I38) now two equations for £, (s) and £ (s) :

sinh (2doe) (d g o L (141)
adg, (s) ds cosh (adgu(s))
1 — cosh (adQ, (S)) d exp (adQ (s)) -1 d
u —Q, g —Q = 142
adg,(s) g adg, (s) 23" =0 )

Obviously, the first equation (I41]) directly determines %Qu (s), as it is decoupled from the
equation for £, (s), whereas the determination of £ (s) with the second equation (I42)
requires prior knowledge of d%Qu (s). Fortunately though, the determination of €, (s) is

(NW

for the purpose of determining the Newton-Wigner Hamiltonian H ) redundant, as the

representation (I26]) reveals at one glance.
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Solving finally (T4I) for £, (s) an equivalent ODE determining €2, (s) is obtained
d 2adq, (s
ds sinh (2adgu(s))
Q,(0)=0

o wa (5) (143)

This being at first sight a scary nonlinear problem, in what follows it proves otherwise,

noting that integration of (I43) with respect to s leads to the integral equation

s 2adq,, (s
Q. (s) :/ ds' — W) (s") (144)
0 sinh (2adgu(5/))

Provided the odd part w, (s) of the generator w (s) of the beta-flow can be considered as being
small, then that integral equation is amenable to a perturbative solution for the odd oper-
ator €2, (s) by the method of Picard iteration. Clearly, the described perturbative solution
method is a close relative to the well known Magnus series expansion, for a comprehensive

review see [41].

XIV. PERTURBATION SERIES FOR GENERATOR w(s) OF BETA-FLOW

Unfortunately, it is difficult to obtain for a general Dirac Hamiltonian (I27]) an expansion

of the generator
w(s) = (AP, Z ()] = D" k) (s) (145)
n=1

with regard to the parameter k, even though the exact solution Z (s) of the beta-flow has
been obtained in (56). To find the perturbation terms w™ (s) in (I4%) it is convenient to

consider the operators

Q(s) =Z(s) AP (146)

, so that
w(s)=Q"(s) = Q(s) (147)
From the beta-flow (B3] we readily confirm that Q (s) solves the ODE
L 2Q(s) = APAO —Q(5)Q(s) (149

Q(0) = BHD) = 1,4 + kBO + K2BE
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Now a perturbation series expansion of the solution Q (s) to this ODE (I48)) is searched for

in the guise

Qs) = Loa + 3 #7Q (9 (149)
Once the operators Q™ (s) are found, then -
o(5) = R (5 (150)
wm>@>=ngws»“—QW>@>

Insertion of the ansatz (I49) into (I48)) gives

d d = d
_ 1 n (n)
dsQ (s) = IidsQ (s) + ngzz K dsQ (s)

, and minding

OB = -0 (151)
EB=pBE
ﬁﬁ = 14><4

the inhomogenous term in the ODE (I48) reads

(152)
~ ~ ~ ~\ 2 ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~
APIA® = (B4 1O+ K2E) = Lixa+ 2 (268 + OF) + * (£0 + OF ) + K'€?

= 14><4 + Z IinR(n)
n=2
R® = 28€ + O?
RO _ £0 + OF
RW = £2
n>4
R(n) = O4x4
, where as the quadratic term in (I48]) assumes the guise
(153)

Q(s) Q(s) = Luwa + 26QW (s) + f: K" <2Q(") (s) + nz_: QY (s) Q"7 (8))

=1
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Comparing coefficients of k™ for n = 1,2,3, ... on either side of (I48]) then the following set

of linear differential equations for the determination of the operators Q™ (s) is obtained

§%Q (s) = —2QW (s)

n>?2 (154)

§£Q(n) (s) = —2Q™ (s) + R™ — Z QY (5) Q1) (s)

To be consistent with the initial data posed at s = 0 in (I48) it is required

QW (0) = O
Q¥ (0) = pE (155)
for n > 2

Q™ (0) = 044
so that

Q(0) = Lywa + i £"Q™ (0) (156)

n=1

= lyuq + /{6@ + /@265

The retained inhomogeneous linear differential equations (I54]) are readily integrated and

enable now a recursive determination of the operators Q™ (s) as follows

Q(l ( ) —4360
n>2 (157)

Q(n) (s) = 6—48Q(N) (0) + 2 /S ds'e—4(s=5") <R(" Z Q(] Q(n ) (s ))
0

A straightforward analysis of this recursion up to and including the terms of fourth order

Q™ (s) leads on the basis of (I50) to the following results

w® (5) = —2e7%30 (158)
w® (5) = 04x4 (159)
W® (5) = —dets [@ é} < —4s (—% +4s) + 6_2128> BO? (160)
W (5) = (e—4s (—% + 23) + 6_288) 3 [@, (é@ + @é)] (161)
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The result for w® (s) is available in the complemental material [12].
Quite generally, the recursion (I57) reveals the even-numbered terms w®" (s) are even

operators whereas the odd-numbered terms w®"*Y (s) are odd operators:

B (5) 5 = w® (s) (162)
6W(2n+1) (S) ﬁ _ _w(2n+1) (S) (163)

As a result of this the series expansion (I45]) representing the generator w (s) decomposes

into

w (8) = wy (8) + wu (s)

wy (s) = Z KW (s) (164)
n=2

Wy (S) _ Z H2n+1w(2n+1) (S)
n=0

Note that because w® (s) = 0 the series determining the even part w, (s) of the generator

w (s) is small of order O(x%).

XV. PERTURBATION SERIES FOR OPERATOR Q, (s)

With
Wy (S) _ Z K2n+1w(2n+1) (S) (165)
n=0

being odd it is natural adopting a corresponding approach for a perturbative series expansion

of Q, (s)

Qu (S) _ Z /€2n+1Q(2n+1) (S) (166)
n=0
Writing
2z 2 14 124
S 2 -4 26 8 1
Sinh (22) 3t o TOF) (167)
there follows in place of (144
(168)



Inserting the series expansions (I65]) and (IGG) into (I68) one finds in a straightforward

2n+1

manner comparing coefficients of k" 'on either side of (I68]) a recursion relation determining

the searched for terms Q"1 (s5). Obviously the first order term being

1— 6—45 _

QW (s) = /s ds'w® (s') = Tﬁ@ (169)
0

, this immediately implies the vanishing of the commutator

QW (s),wP ()] =0 (170)

Consequently all the commutator terms (adgu(sf))% ow, (') in (I6Y)) are at least small of

order O (k?"™3). With that said the third order term is

Q) () = /0 45w (s)) (171)

— (_i +ets (i + s)) [(’5,5} + <é —e (% + s) — e;fs) BO?

, whereas the fifth-order term is then determined by

(172)

=3 Jo ds' ([QW (), [Q® (s), wW (] + [QW (1), [QW (), w® (s1)]])

An explicit evaluation of (I72) is given in [12]. As we show in the ensuing, Q©® (s) will
appear in the calculations for the first time if the expansion of H®) according to the lines
indicated in (I26]) aims at an accuracy better than xS.

Note we did not adress the issue of the convergence of the Magnus-type expansion (I60).
Guided by physical intuition, with operators £ and O assigned to a Dirac Hamiltonian
in external potentials like in (I2), the described expansion method is conjectured being
convergent for all electric field strengths & = % [@, é] H vastly below the Schwinger critical
field & = 2< ~ 1.3 x 108 [L]. Perhaps one could find along the lines discussed in [41] a

lel xe

sharp estimate for the radius of convergence of that expansion (I66]), establishing that way,
for instance, a stability criterion for the existence of the Newton-Wigner Hamiltonian of the

relativistic electron in the presence of strong electrostatic fields.
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XVI. THE RELATIVISTIC CORRECTIONS TO THE SCHRODINGER PAULI
HAMILTONIAN H(®”) AS A SERIES PROGRESSING IN POWERS OF %

The remaining task is now to evaluate the afore given ezplicit representation (126) for the
Newton-Wigner Hamiltonian as a series of iterated commutators by inserting the obtained
series expansion for €, (s) in ([I66]) and to find that way the searched for perturbative terms
Q@+ (5). Let us agree in the ensuing on abbreviating the limiting value of the operator

Q, (s) for s — oo as
Q, (00) = Q, = QW + 308 4+ QO 4 (173)

, whereby according to (I69), (I7I), (I72) the terms Q") = Q7D (x0) are given by

QW — _%5@ (174)
1~ 17A =
@ _lgps_ 1
P =503 0:¢]

o= Lo Lford]« Sy fo o o) - o [fo:

, and so on.

Restricting the expansion of HY™) to accuracy O (k%) it follows directly from (26
(175)
( ~
(ﬁ + /~€2€>

| +O (k%)
At first sight the indicated accuracy O (k%) holds true with the operator €2, being expanded

up to and including the fifth order term Q) because with the expansion

adQu o F = Z /{2j+1ad9(zj+1) o F (176)

J=0
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then

= k% (adgm )’ 0 B+ O (r%) (177)

Yet the commutator terms at order £ in the expansion (I75) involving the operators Q21

cancel for n > 2 | because of the identity

1 1 -
§ad9(1) o adgn-1) o B+ §adQ(2n—1) oadgm o B = adgen-1 0 O (178)

This is fortunate, as it implies, that in order to achieve accuracy O (k%) for n > 2 only
the operators QM. QG . QC"»=3are required! So we obtain from (I75) now the following
expansion for the (scaled) Newton-Wigner Hamiltonian in the guise (here we set k = 1, as

no book keeping is required anymore)
HOW) = 3 + h® + b + RO ¢ (179)
whereas

NOR: +% [0, [a®, g]] - [9(1)’@} (180)

+31 [0, [0, [0, [a, p]]]]
R = +1 [, jao,£]| (181)
1 [Q(l)’ [Q(l)’ [9(1)@”]
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(182)

3 (29, (29, 5]]
+1 [0, [0®,€]] + 4 [a®, [aw, €]
tap (2, [0, [, [Q9), B]]]] + 7 [, [0, [0, [0, 5]]]]
s _ ) e [ (29, [0, a0, )] ] + 5 [0, [0, [, [2, ]]]
o o0 [ [0, [, ] ]
g0 (20, [Q, [0, [, [aW, [a®, 5]]]]]]
-Hfo . oo o] o oo o, ] 4 o o, o ]
[~ [0, [0, [0, [, o, o] ]
, and so on.

A straightforward analysis [12] of these expression leads to

h® =¢& + %B@ (183)

RO — _%w - % 0.[0.4]] (184)

h(6) —

e [Tﬁﬂ +4(0.(07[0.8]+ [0.6] )] (185)

The term h® in (I83) is the Hamiltonian of Schrodinger Pauli quantum mechanics (scaled
units). The term h® in (I84) coincides with the standard outcome for the relativistic

correction to the kinectic energy, the Darwin term and the spin-orbit interaction term
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with the (static) external electric field, in agreement with the (laborious) step-by-step FW-

transformation method [2].

Beyond order s* results obtained by the FW-transformation method are not energy-
separating. This has been realized already early on by Eriksen and Kolsrud [14]. An
additional unitary transformation is required to generate suitable correction terms, so that
the results obtained then coincide with results obtained by the Eriksen method [5]. A general
scheme that provides for the original FW-transformation to every order 2" the required
correction terms, so that it coincides with the result of the (tedious) Eriksen transformation

method expanded to that same order x?", has been developed by Silenko [37].

It should be emphasized that our result for h(® in (I8H) is by construction energy-
separating. The result is in accord with results obtained by Silenko’s correction scheme
[37) applied to the original FW-transformation, and it also coincides with the table pro-
vided by deVries and Jonker [34], who obtained (though in a less practicable guise) their
expansion in powers of x = Z with the Pauli-Achieser-Berestezki elimination method (using
computer algebra) and provided a proof of equivalence of their approach with the unitary
transformation method of Eriksen.

The introduced expansion method, see (126]) together with (I44]), constitutes the central
result of this article. It fully implements a convenient energy-separating scheme to recon-
struct the expansion in powers of £ for the Newton-Wigner Hamiltonian of the relativistic

electron moving in static external potentials.

XVII. HAMILTONIAN FLOW EQUATIONS FOR TIME-DEPENDENT ELEC-
TROMAGNETIC FIELDS

We consider now a (scaled) time-dependent Dirac Hamiltonian, composed of even and

odd parts
HP () =B+ E(t) + O (1) (186)
, agreeing in what follows to choose 8 and a4 in Dirac-Pauli representation, always minding

[ being then a diagonal matrix (for details and a discussion of other unitary equivalent repre-

sentations see the useful appendix A-2 in ref. [19]). For instance, taking into account external
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(c-number valued) electromagnetic fields with prescribed (parametric) time-dependence,

0P (r,t)  OA(r,t)

& (r,t) = 187
b (1) or, ot (187)
0
(%a (7’, t) = éfabca—rbAc (I', t)
, then the even and odd operators in (I80) are, respectively
E(t) = ﬂz;éb (%, 1) Laxa (188)
_ 11,
O(t) =a,— 189
(1) =0 " (159)

I, =11, (p, x, t) = pp — geAp (X, 1)

In the ensuing a flow equation based scheme is searched for to find a time-dependent
unitary transformation U (¢, s) of the four-component Dirac Amplitude WLD) (r,t) that strives
for s — oo to an amplitude

T (r,1) = Uy (t,00) T (r, 1)

in the guise (28], so that also in the presence of spatiotemporal electromagnetic fields separate
equations of motion govern the time development of the two-component amplitudes 1, (r, t)
and x, (r,t) for all times.

Specifically, if at time ¢ = 0 there holds \IILU) (r,0) = 0 for u = 3,4 then at all later times
t > 0 it ought to be as well \IILU) (r,t) = 0 for u = 3,4. Ditto, if at time ¢ = 0 there holds
W&U) (r,0) =0 for u = 1,2 then at all later times ¢ > 0 it ought to be as well WLU) (r,t)=0
for p =1,2.

This not being the only distinctive feature of the unitary transformation U (¢, 00) it is
concurrently required that returning to the special case of static fields the unitary trans-
formation U (¢, s) should coincide with the afore obtained unitary transformation (77), the
latter converging for s — oo to the unitary transformation T in (O2) equivalent to the
Eriksen transformation.

Now choosing as initial value of the flow at s = 0 the (scaled) time dependent Dirac
Hamiltonian H® (¢) defined in (I8), a unitary transformed time-dependent Hamiltonian

HW) (s, t) arises , that governs the time evolution of the unitary transformed Dirac amplitude
\IILU) (r,t;8) = Uy (t, ) \I’ffl)) (r,t;s)
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at fixed value s according to

HO (t,s) = U(t,s) o (H(D) (t) — Zét) o Ut (t, ) + i0; (190)
, so that instead of
iV () = AL (0 0 () )
we have now
0 O (p ) = B, (1, 5) 9D (1,1 5) (192)
bz ot on bS] = Py (6 8) Ry AL b S
U . _ gD
\IIL ) (I',t, 0) - \II;(L ) (I‘,t)

For convenience here we introduced the symbol d, to denote a scaled time derivative operator
so that
A Ko oUT (¢
|:at ) UT (ta S)] = —M (193)

mc? ot

Note the unitary transformation U (¢, s) depends on the flow parameter s and on time ¢ in

consequence of the time dependence of the initial data of the flow at s = 0 given by

U(t,0) = laxa (194)

H®) (¢,0) = HP) (¢)
Because the time derivative operator i, in the Dirac equation (I97]) necessarily gets affected
too by any time-dependent unitary transformation, as emphasized in [2], at first sight the

method(s) described in the previous sections for static external fields are not likely to apply.

Progress comes introducing the operator
K(t,s) = (t,s) —id, = U(t, s) (H<D> (t) — iét> Ut (¢, s) (195)

Given a suitable generator 7 (t,s) = —n' (¢, s) of the Hamiltonian flow then the associated

unitary transformation is determined by

%u (t.s) = n/(t,s) U (2, s) (196)

U(t,0) = 14x4
, and with that said the ODE determining K (¢, s) and taking into account the initial data
(194)) reads

%K (t,s) =[n(t,s),K(t,s)] (197)

K (t,0) = HD) (t) — id),
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A specific flow equation striving towards a time-dependent Newton-Wigner representa-
tion, that we now introduce in full analogy to the previous (static) flow equation approach

([@6)) , employs as a time-dependent generator

n(t,s) =[8,K(t,s)] (198)
The proof of the wanted property K (¢,00) being even (block-diagonal), i.e.

lim 7 (t,s) = O4x4 (199)

S§—00
, is readily transferred from it’s static prefiguration adjusting the functional (3] and it’s
derivative () to the time-dependent case.
Combining now the generator (I98)) with (I97)) thereby emerges the time-dependent flow

equation

LK (t5) = (19K 1, 9)] K (1,5) (200)

K(t,0) =B+ O(t)+ & (t) — id,

, with the limiting value K (¢,00) of that flow for s — oo by construction being even, i.e.

[57 K (t7 OO)] = O4x4-
Introducing a splitting of the operator K (¢, s) into an even operator K, (¢, s) and an odd

operator K, (¢, s),

K(ts) = = (K(t,s) + BK (t,5) B) + % (K(t,s) — BK (£ 5) ) (201)
g (t,s)+Ky(t,s)
PRy (t,s) = Ky (t,5)

ﬁKu (t> S) = _Ku (t> S) 5

1
2
K

, the generator 7 (t, s) of the flow is indeed the generalization of the time-independent gen-

erator used by Bylev and Pirner [11] to the time-dependent case:

n(t,s) = [0, K(t, s)] = 26K, (¢, 5) (202)

Consequently the flow equation (200) determining the operator K (, s) is equivalent to two
coupled equations determining K, (¢, s) and K, (¢, s) :
d
EKg (t,s) =[[B,Ku(t,s)], Ky (t,s)] = 48K, (t, s) Ky (2, 5) (203)
d
25K (t8) = 116, Ku (8, 5)], Ky (8, 5)] = 26 [Ku (2, 5), Ky (8, )]
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, with the associated initial data at s = 0 being

Ky (£,0) = B+ & (t) — i, (204)
K, (£,0) = O (1)

In general we don’t expect to find an exact solution to (200). But if we restrict to the

nonrelativistic sector and to weak field strengths (far below the Schwinger critical field)

ch

with slow time-dependence compared with the fast time scale set by ™

, a series expansion
of the sought solutions K, (¢, s) and K, (¢, s) progressing in powers of the small parameter

k = 2 is adequate:
4

Ky (t,s) =B+ k7K (ts) (205)
j=1

Ku (t,s) =Y w7TKEHD (2, 5)

=0

In view of our aim obtaining from the Dirac Hamiltonian the nonrelativistic Schrodinger-
Pauli quantum mechanics together with the relativistic corrections progressing in powers of
% now for a time-dependent Dirac Hamiltonian here we rank the term & (t) — i, on equal
footing with O (t) O (t). Of course, if strong(er) electric fields should be considered, like
during the passage of an electron near by an atomic nucleus in a scattering experiment,

then a ranking of € (t) — i, on equal footing with O (t) should be preferable.

For consistency with (204)) the initial data of those series elements K\ (¢, 5) at s = 0 are

KO (t,0) = O(t) (206)
K® (t,0) = & (t) — id,
Jj=>3

KW (£,0) = Ogx4

Insertion of the series representations (203]) into the non linear differential equations (203))
a linear system of coupled ordinary differential equations emerges enabling the recursive
determination of the sequence of operators KU) (0,¢) in full analogy to the afore addressed

(simpler) case of a time-independent Hamiltonian [11]. That way with the prescribed initial
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data at s = 0 the recursion relation obtained reads

(207)

n—1 s
K (2n) (t,s) = K (2n) (t,0) + 452/ ds'K2i+1) (t, s’) K (2n—2j-1) (t, s/)
j=0""

n—1 s
K(2n+1) (t, 8) _ 6—4sK(2n+1) (t, O) + 2BZ/ d8/6—4(s—s’) [K(2j+1) (t, S/) 7 K(2n—2j) (t, 8/):|
=070

All odd numbered terms K®"+t1) manifestly vanishing in the limit s — oo the searched
for unitary transformed operator K (¢, s) emerges in the limit s — 0o as a series of terms

progressing in powers of k2 given by
K(t,00) = B+ k7K (t,00) (208)
j=1

H®) (¢, 00) = i, + K (t, 00)

For convenience let us adopt compact notation [37]

F=E(@t)—id,
0=0(t)
E=E(t)

With the details of the calculations all recorded in [12], let us summarize our results obtained

from straightforward perturbation theory up to and including the sixth order terms x°:

HO (t,00) = B+ £2h YD (t) + kAU () + AT (1) + .. (209)

whereas (scaled units)

hU2 (1) = & + B (210)

RO () = _15@4 —

70"~ 5 19 [0.7]]

ool —

( - -~ -~ e e~ e e~ -~~~
+ 5808 + 6 (O2F? + F2O* — 20FOF — 2FOFO + 20720

h©@9 () = +i% (0F + FO) - 4 (09FO+ OFO%) + 50 FO?

| ~wo[r o]+ o o]



The term h? (¢) is the (expected) nonrelativistic Hamiltonian of Schrodinger-Pauli
quantum mechanics in the presence of time-dependent electromagnetic fields.

The fourth order term h(9 (¢) adds to h(? (t) the leading order relativistic corrections.
It comprises, besides the correction to the kinetic energy —%B@‘l, the Darwin term and
the spin-orbit interaction, both terms encoded in the double commutator —é [(’5, [(’5, ]t"H,
but now with the time-dependent total electric field (longitudinal and transversal). This is

readily seen evaluating first, with O and € as given in (I89), (I8S), the commutator
[Of] - [abf{b, (5 —z'étﬂ (211)
(1 hge \ . [ 0®(r,t) OA(r,t)
 \me mc? ! aor, ot b
< 1 hqe) Z(g)b (I‘, t) Qyp

mc2 me

=i&, (r,t) o

, whereby &, (r,t) denotes now the (scaled) total electric field including both contributions,

longitudinal and transversal. Subsequently one finds

oo -
([M1a:63] 260axs + 1 (i + Gl ) 2icarory

= L (L g (hdivé —TIAE + & ATD), oy

me2 mede

~aaa, iéEb (r,t) ab} (212)

Note the contribution of the transversal electric field to the spin-orbit interaction is missed
out in the flow equation approach [11], as it applies only to static external potentials.

The term h(V"9) (¢) represents the corrections of order % as obtained by the above pre-
sented Hamiltonian flow equation method. This term we stated here for clarification and for
comparison only. Specializing to time-independent fields, then in all commutator terms we
have F = &, and comparing with our afore obtained energy-separating result (IRH) there is

indeed a discrepancy
e e A | E- e ]
- = [ﬁ [502} ,ﬁ@)} (213)

That the established step-by-step Foldy-Wouthuysen method actually disagrees in the sixth

order term h(FW9 with results obtained by the (tedious) perturbative Eriksen method, has
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been discovered already early on for minimal coupling to static fields [14]. So it comes
as no surprise learning that our results obtained for H(®) (t,00) with the afore discussed
time-dependent Hamiltonian flow equation method (200), if expanded beyond order x? |
now disagree as well with the afore obtained contribution (I85) to the Newton-Wigner
Hamiltonian.

As regards the additional discrepancy h(FW:6) £ RU6)  this is reflecting merely the
afore mentioned ambiguity ([B3) regarding unitary transformations U and also NU both

transforming the Dirac Hamiltonian to a block-diagonal guise.

XVIII. CONSTRUCTION OF THE NEWTON-WIGNER HAMILTONIAN FOR A
DIRAC FERMION WITH MINIMAL COUPLING TO TIME-DEPENDENT ELEC-
TROMAGNETIC FIELDS

In this section we first introduce a generalization of the afore discussed static beta-
flow equation method (200) in order to derive now the time-dependent Newton-Wigner
Hamiltonian assiciated with a time-dependent Dirac Hamiltonian. The proposition being,
that all is required to lift the previous result for static fields (I26) now to time-dependent
fields, lies in the replacement [14]

E—= F(t)=E() —id,
in all commutators defining the Newton-Wigner Hamiltonian (I26]), as generated with the

expansions (126]) and (I44), repectively (I6S]).

To provide a proof we introduce to this end now a time-dependent beta-flow

%z (t,s) = [w(t,5),Z (¢, 9) (214)
Z(1,0) =

In contrast to the afore discussed (static) beta-flow in ([43]) here we adopt the generator

w (t, s) in such a way, that the operator

K (t) = AP (¢) — i, (215)
obeys to

[K(0),Z(t.00)] = O (216)
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Along the line of reasoning presented afore in () a suitable antisymmetric generator of such

a time-dependent beta-flow emerges as
w(ts) = [K (1), Z(t,9)] (217)

Every bit said afore in the static case applies now in the time-dependent case with the

operator K (t) in place of H(®). With that said the exact solution to ([@3) reads
Z(t,s)=W(t,s)BWt(t,s) (218)
, whereas
W (t,s) =C(t,s)B+S(t,s) (219)
C(t,s) = cosh (28 K (t)) = cosh <28 K (t) K (t))

S(us)::ﬁnh<23k(®) :-—]séégzagshﬂl<2s R(t)k(w>

As follows in reference to the exact solution (2I8)) one readily confirms

Z(t,s)=12"(t,s) (220)
B (BZ (t,5) + Z(t,5) B)) = Ousa = [Z (t,5) , (BZ (¢, 5) + Z (¢, 5) B)]
Z(t,s)Z'(t,s) =2Z"(t,8)Z(t,5)

Z (t, S) Z (t, S) = 14><4

, thus validating the operator Z (¢, s) being unitary (and involutive as well). Furthermore

the exact solution (2I8) has the limiting value

lim Z (£, 5) = Z (£, 00) = ~R(“ (221)
(

e \/ K (1)K (1)
In full analogy to the afore discussed time-independent case there follows, introducing the

unitary operator
B+Z(ts)

(B+Z(t,s))’

Vit s) = B
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, now the representation
Z(t,5) =V (t,5) BV (t,s) (222)

And just like in the time-independent case there holds on the basis of the commutator

relation stated in (220).
V(t,s)V(t,s)=2Z(t,s)p (223)

In view of the close analogy between the static case discussed afore in (VI) and the here
treated time-dependent case, it seems natural there exists the solution K (¢, s) to the (non-

linear) Hamiltonian flow equation (200) with time-dependent generator (I98)) in the guise
K(t,s) =Vt s)K(t)VI(t,s) (224)

, with V (¢, s) now a specific unitary transformation solving the initial value problem

%v (t,s) =w(t,s)V(t,s) (225)

V (t, 0) - 14><4
, and w (¢, s) being the antisymmetric generator of the time-dependent beta-flow (43)
w(tys) = [R(1).Z(t9)] (226)

The validation of ([224) follows readily directly from (225) and leads akin to the time-
independent case ([96]) to

0

s (t8) = [18,K (L. s)] K (1, 5)] (227)
, or else
0
5K (t:5) = [n(t,5), K(t, 5)] (228)
n(t,s) = [B,K(t s)]
K(t,0) =K(t)

The flow equation obtained for K(¢,s) this way coincides with the time-dependent flow
(200), thus substantiating the assertion (224)).
The now time-dependent generators, 7 (t,s) and w(t,s), with n(¢,s) being odd and

w(t,s) = wy(t,s) + wy (t,s) being decomposed into an even and an odd part (just like
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in the time-independent case), are mutually connected by the same unitary transformation

V (t,s), i.e. once w(t,s) is known, then 7 (¢, s) is known and vice versa
n(t,s) ==V (t,s)w(ts)V(Ls) (229)
Representing next, like before in the static case (XVI), the unitary transformation as
V(t,5) = elot:s)efults) (230)
, with Q, (¢, s) being even and €, (¢, s) being odd, then ([229)) implies
e~ (1 5) ults) = _ Qo) (4 5) e~ (t5)

This important fact engenders that everything said afore regarding the result for the pertur-
bation expansion in the time-independent case, applies as well in the time-dependent case,
so that we have in full analogy to the derivation of (I44]) now
5 2ad s/
O, (t,5) = / ds' — 2l o, (¢, ) (231)
0 sinh (Qadgu(ms/))

Identifying the limiting value of the time-dependent flow determining H®) (¢, s) as

HW) (t,00) — i0, = K (t,00) (232)
= Sli_)rgo Vit s)K(t)V(t,s)

= lim e Puts) o= ts)K (t) oS (t:s) u(tys)
5§—00

, and because the limiting value K(¢,o00) of the flow (228) obeys by construction to
[B,K(t,00)] = 0, now the searched for time-dependent Newton-Wigner (NW) Hamilto-

nian arises in the guise

HOW) (1) — i, = UK (8, 00) e~ b>0) (233)

_ e—Qu(t,oo) (t) eQu(t 00)

As the first line in (233)) is manifestly even, we convert, like before in the static case (XVI)),
now the last line in (233)) to the identical guise

HOW) (£) = id, 4 cosh (adg,(t,00)) © (B +E(t) — Zét> — sinh (adq, (1,00)) © O (t) (234)

=B+E(t) + (cosh (adq, (t,50)) — 1) © (5 +E&(t)— zét> — sinh (adg,(t,0)) © O (t)

49



So in all commutators comprising in the static case a term £, the transition to the time-
dependent case is enabled making in the expansion (126), respectively in (I83), (I84), (I85)
and so on, the substitution

E—= F(t)=E() —id, (235)

Note that the substitution rule (235]) here arises out of the presented time-dependent gen-
eralization of the beta-flow striving to the limiting value (220)), whereby the latter reduces
in the stationary case to the energy-sign operator of the Dirac Hamiltonian. The substi-
tution (230]) has been established, on an observational basis though, already in [14], as it
facilitates as well the calculational effort with the tedious original step by step FW-method
significantly [37].

CONCLUSION

Proceeding from Brockett’s approach to continuous unitary transformations via flow equa-
tions with quadratic nonlinearity with a purpose-built generator [I', H (s)] of the flow that
strives for s — oo towards zero [9], the Hamiltonian flow considered by Bylev and Pirner
(BP) in [11] transforming the stationary Dirac Hamiltonian to a unitary equivalent even
form, came out known to the choice I' = 3. Based on that perception the perturbative
approach initiated in [11] for static external fields, suitable to expand the limiting value of
their Hamiltonian flow in powers of 7, has been generalized in the above as well to apply
to a relativistic fermion with minimal coupling to time-dependent electromagnetic fields.
Different from [11] though, in view of the initial data of the flow, the electric potential term
& has been considered in order of magnitude being comparable to the kinetic energy term
OO for reasons of consistency with the nonrelativistic limit.

At order Z—: the relativistic correction to the kinetic energy, the Darwin term and the
spin-orbit interaction terms emerge, but taking into account coupling to time-dependent
electromagnetic fields now the spin-orbit interaction term manifestly couples to the longitu-
dinal and to the transversal electric field, this result being in full agreement with the result
obtained early on by the step-by-step FW-transformation method [2][42]

But at the next order Z—z the results obtained with the Hamiltonian flow equation approach
reveal a discrepancy with results obtained by the (elaborate) step-by-step unitary transfor-

mation method of Foldy and Wouthuysen. Comparing these results obtained for the special

20



case of electrostatic and magnetostatic fields superposed, unfortunately also a discrepancy
with the unambiguous energy-separating Eriksen transformation method is manifest.

So, in view of the Hamiltonian flow equation approach beyond order Z—: not being equiv-
alent to the Eriksen transformation either, a purpose-built reverse beta-flow equation ap-
proach was introduced striving for s — oo to the energy-sign operator of the stationary
Dirac-Hamiltonian. That beta-flow equation being a Riccati equation, serendipitously the
exact solution was found and a unitary transformation (7)) was constructed in terms of that
solution, which turned out to coincide with the Eriksen transformation in the limit s — oo.

Based on this insight a link between the generators of the Hamiltonian flow and the
generator of the reverse beta-flow was noticed, that finally enabled to derive the central
results of this article, namely Eq.(I26]) and Eq. (I44]), that way fully implementing a con-
venient energy-separating scheme to unambiguously reconstruct the expansion in powers of
¢ for the Newton-Wigner Hamiltonian of the relativistic fermion moving in the presence of
electrostatic and magnetostatic fields superposed.

Finally, the results obtained for static fields have been generalized to a Dirac Hamiltonian
with coupling to weak amplitude and slowly varying time-dependent electromagnetic fields,
resulting in a series expansion of the NW-Hamiltonian in powers of £ fully coinciding with
the correction scheme for the step-by-step FW-transformation method introduced by Silenko
[37].

So, the long standing problem of obtaining the explicit series expansion in the parameter
2 of the unitary transformation of a general Dirac Hamiltonian to an even and energy-
separating guise, and concurrently being fully in accord with results obtainable with the
unambiguous Eriksen transformation [3], has been resolved.

In view of the step-by-step FW-transformation method not leading to an unambiguous
energy-separating result, it would be interesting to apply the introduced flow equation ap-
proach as well to bosons carrying mass and charge with spin S=0 (Klein-Gordon) or spin
S=1 (Proca), taking into account coupling to external electromagnetic fields, in this way

checking the results obtained early on by Case [4].
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XIV: ”Perturbation Series for Generator w (s) of Beta-Flow”.
XV: "Perturbation Series for Operator €, (s) .

XVI: "The Relativistic Corrections to the Schrédinger-Pauli Hamiltonian H(S?)
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as a Series Progressing in % .
C

SUPPLEMENTAL MATERIAL FOR SECTION XIV IN (1]

Mind that Eq.(148) in [1] is a nonlinear ODE and therefore more than one solution may
exist. To find the (physical) correct solution the property Z(s)Z(s) = 1lyx4 needs to be
implemented into the ansatz Eq.(149) in [1] , thus leading for

Q(s) =Z(s)H?P (1)

to the constraint
Q' (s)Q(s) = AHPH®) (2)

Insertion of the perturbation series ansatz
Q(s) = lyxa + Z K (Q(j) (5))T (3)
j=1

and comparing coefficients of equal powers k™ for n = 1,2, 3, ... on either side of (2) implies

o0 00 4
(14X4 + Z kI (Q(j) (s))T> <14X4 + Z k' QU (s)) —ADFD =1, , + Z LMR(M)

j=1 j'=1

, or equivalently

R ((QW ()" QY () + Z (@ ()" +Q" (5))
_ i KR i K (QY) (s)) Z K QU (s)
_ Z“”( ~ 3 (@ () Q9 (s )) (4)

Jj=1
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, whereby R(™ is stated in Eq.(152) in [1]. So we conclude

@V (s)" = —QW(s)

n>2

n—1

Q™ (8))T +QM(s) = R™ -3 (QV (8))TQ(n—j> (s)

J=1

These relations apply for all terms Q™ (s) solving the recursion (154) in [1].

For n = 2 then

(Q® () +Q® (5) =R — (@ (5))' @ (s)
— (266 +0%) + Q" (5) QW (s)

, and in particular for s =0

Q@ (0))" + Q@ (0) = (255 + @2) + 8080
- (255 n @2) — O
= 28E

, this indeed being consistent with the posed initial values in Eq.(155) in [1].

Analysis of the recursion Eq.(157) in [1] for w®™ (s) = (Q™ (3))T — Q™ (s) leads to the

following results

w® (5) = —2e7%30
w(2) (S) = O4><4

L 1 6—123 _
w® (s) = —e™ s [0,5} + <e‘4s (—5 + 43) + ) pO?

o () = <6_4s <_% . 28) ) 6—288) 4 [(9 (é@ + @5)]

Inserting the elementary integrals resulting from the evaluation of the recursion Eq.(157) in

3



[1] , one finds after some adjustments with help of the identities
0? (0,8 +0(0,¢] 0+ |0.€] 0* = 0% €] (9)
0*|0.¢| +[0.¢] 0* = |0, (£0 + %)
[@, [@ [@,SH] = 0? [@,5} + [@,5] 0? - 20 [@é} @,
— 0] -30|0.8|0

ofod]o=1[oe]-1foo. o]

0*[0.¢] + [0.¢]0*= [ [0".¢] + ;[0 [0.[0.€]]

3
the result
(10)
—4e 45423 H(’j,g} ,5]
F (et (4 2e b 26) - e e (14 24) ) [0, [0.[0.])]
w® (s) =

(et (= ot 205 4 etk et (< h 4 k) ) [0%.€]

(et (4 - as?) - o712 (14 35) — Lo ) BO°
SUPPLEMENTAL MATERIAL FOR SECTION XV IN [1]

Insertion of the perturbation series

Q, (S) _ Z /€2n+1Q(2n+1) (S) (11)
n=0
into Eq.(168 in [1] leads to
* 1 e\ -
QW (s) = / ds'wW (s') = (—5 - T) pO (12)
0



Now, because

[Q(l) (s),w® (s)] = Ouxs (13)

, all the commutator term (adgu(s/))zn ow, (s') in Eq. (168) in|l] are actually not small of

order O (£*"™!) but small of order O (k*3) :

(adgu(sz))2 0wy (8) (14)
= [Qu ("), [ (5) ,wu ()]

[’Z H2g”+1Q(2g”+1 ['Z K21 (25" +1) s’) ’ Z K2+, (25+1) (s’)”
j=0

1" 0

_ Z Z |:Q(2]”+1 ’ [Q(2j’+l) (s’) ,w(2j+1) (SI)H (27120041 25+

// /_

_ Z S Z [Q(Wl (), [Q(2j/+1) (s') , W@+ () H Z S, 21+ 2574 1) 24 1 T2

J”—OJ—OJ 0 n=0

_ Z (23 Z Z e(n—j —j" [Q(2j”+1) (), [Q(2j’+1) (') , wr=3"=3")+D) (8/)H

// 0]/ 0

_ Z 2043 Z Z O(n—j — 5" [Q(2]”+1) (s), [Q(2j’+1) (s)) L Cn=i'=3")+1) (S/)H

H 0‘]
~0 (Hﬁ)

, and for that same reason

2n

ow, (s') = O (k") (15)
n=1,23, ..

(ada, (1)

If we are only interested in an expansion up to and including terms of order x® it is

adequate to ignore in Eq.(168) in [1] all commutator terms but the first one, leading to

Q) (5) = /0 " dsw® (5)) (16)

(~h+e® (4 +9)]0.¢]
+(t—e (b +s) - 5 ) 5O

The determination of the fifth-order term Q®) (s) requires to evaluate two double com-



mutator terms:

(17)
Jo ds'w® (s)
QB (s) =
=2 [*ds' ([QW (s), [Q® (8),wD ()] + [QD (s'), [ (s'),w® (s)]])
Noting
[ﬁ@{ B@] = BOPBO — BOBO?
= -0’0+ 00?
= Ouxs
then
/0<s dSl [Q(l) (Sl) ’ [Q(l) (S,) ’w(3) (S/)H (18)
s ) 1— 6—48l 2 oy . - SO
_ /0 ds (— : ) (~4e7°5') [0, [50, [0.£] ]
and
[ as 1906 [09 ()0 (5] (19)

- [ (_1 - 2) (_i e G ' )) (—2e) (~[60.[s0. [0.]]))

Taking into account the identities (@) the commutator term may be rewritten as

poofod] =

4
3
That way
/08 ds' ([QW (s'), [Q®) (s) , W™ ()]] + [ (), [ (s') ,0® (s)]]) (21)

_ (% T (634 _ gs) _ 41_8) (_g o.¢] +;[o.]o. {@,EH])



, and upon insertion into (I7) finally

(bt e (b dst ) 8[[0.6] €]

216

# (e o ) e G+ 10) 4 g™

(~htete (b4 hs+ 2)) 8[[0.] €]

F(hmet (f+ Bs4s?) — e Shs— e (i + &s)) [0,

P h e (o ds ) e (G bs) 4 fhgen ) BO°

The searched for Magnus type series expansion in the limit s — oo thus reads

Qy (00) = kQW (00) + k3P (00) + K°Q®) (00) + ...

o (~180) + w0 (-1 [0.8] + 150°)

(e G e ) e (G k) [0.[0. [0

(Bt (bt 1) b g™ - e (44 £9) ) [0.[0.[0.6]]

—4s5 (5 7 4 1 —8s —12s (5 1 2 o
+<ﬁ—64(@+ﬁ3+352)—ﬂ68+61z (@_%SD [0375]

)ao>

3 (il e e (G - 1) - ) (-2 [0%€] + 5[0, 0. [0.€]]])

dll

(23)

+° (— 5807+ 1[0%.€] + 5 [0,]0,[0.8]]] - 18 [0.€] .€]) + 0 (x)
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SUPPLEMENTAL MATERIAL FOR SECTION XVI IN (1]

Restricting to accuracy O (k%) then

( (ﬁ + H25)

— (adg,) 0 KO — : (adg, )’ 0 KO — adg, )’ o KO

125 (

| +O (1°)
= B+ #*h® + 5@ 4 50O L O (%)

(24)

At first sight the indicated accuracy O (k%) holds indeed with €, (co) being expanded ac-

cording to (II)) up to and including the fifth order term Q) | because upon insertion of (1))

there holds .
adgu oF = Z I€2j+lad9(2j+1) oF

=0
Therefore

B =
(adg, (o)) (fe ) ° (adgm) omo(ﬁs)
adgu (mz )

We readily evaluate

=™
G}

adgm o 8= [QW, 8] =

™
G}

(adgm)? 0 B = [QW adga) o 8] =

(k) 0 = [V, (adg)? o 5] =

=
G

(adgm ) 0 8 = [, (adgw)* 0 §] =

=
G

(k) 0 = [0V, (a0 5] =

=
G

ey
G}
~_ L
|
=@
G}
no
| I
I
|
S
w

(adQ“))ﬁ off = [Q(l)a (adQ(l))s o 5] =

/‘\/‘\/‘\/T\/‘\/‘\
NI = NI NN NN N N

(25)



and

(G}

(G}

Il
/‘\/‘\/T\/‘\/‘\
N = N = N = N = N

)

? (G}
N~ N N~
|

(O]

w

_

Il

)

(G}

'S

adQ(1) @) @ = [Q(l),

Sy
I

(ad9<1>)2 00 = |:Q(1)7 adga) o @— = |(==pO ,—B@z} —_03
(ad9(1>)3 o= _Q(l)v (adQ(l))2 ©
(ad9(1>)4 00 = -Q(l)v (adg(n)g ° (5- = |(-=80 ,5(54} =0°

(adgw )’ 0 O = [QD) (adgw)* 0 O] =

This implies it being adequate to terminate the expansion of sinh (adgu(oo)) and the expan-
sion of cosh (adg,(s)) in Eq.(126) in [1] in the manner implemented, as we are here only
interested in the terms up to and including the sixth order x°.

Observation: for the commutator terms of order 2" with n > 2 holds

1 1 -
iadg(l) o adg@n-1) o B+ §adQ(2n—1) oadgm o B = adgen-1 0 O (26)

Demonstration:

1
—adQ(1> o adg(znq) of+ iadQ(Zn—l) o adgu) of

00, [0, ] + 5 [0, [0, 4]
- [Q(l)’ﬁg(%—l)} _ [Q(%—l)’ﬁg(l)]
- _ [Q(l)’ 5] Q- _ g [Q(l)’ Q(%—l)] — [Q(%—l)’ m Qb —p [Q(%—l)’ Q(l)]

N =N =

= 28QWOC—1 4 280r—1 M)

=20 (—%B@) Q=Y 4 2800 (—%5@)
= —00=1 L Q=15

-[>9]

= adgen-1) O 0O

This is a happy coincidence, as it implies to achieve accuracy O (x%") for n > 2 now only

the terms QM QG QC"=3) are required, because the commutator terms involving Q2?1
cancel !

Trivially



, while the second order term, identical to the nonrelativistic Schrodinger-Pauli Hamiltonian,

is readily identified as
. . S
2 — Z oM (1) _ oM — ZR0O?
h® = £ 42 [, [, 8]] - [2®,0] = £+ 580 (28)

Up next the fourth order term

tlofod] e

The term h® indeed represents all the leading order relativistic corrections to the Schrodinger-
Pauli Hamiltonian in a manifestly gauge invariant manner, namely the spin-orbit interaction
together with the Darwin term and also comprising the relativistic correction to the kinetic
energy term (with the corresponding corrections to the Zeeman-term included in o

The sixth order term we may write, because of the cancellation of the terms involving

Q6 now in the guise

4 [0, 00, [0, [0, )] + & [0, [0, [0, [0, )
4 (29, 00, [20, [0, 2] + & [0, [0, [0, [0, )]
o _ |t (20 [0 [0 [0 £

g (0, [, [, [, [, [0, 5]]]]]]

1 [9(1)7 [9(1)7 [g(z’»)’@m 1 [9(1)7 [Q(:D, [Q(l)’@]” = [9(3), [Q(”, [Q(”,@m

[

—s (2, 2", 20", 20", 2, O] ]]]

[~ 120
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Making use of

[9(1)’ ﬁ] -0

2, [0, [V, [0, [0, [0, 8)]]]]] = 50"
2, [0, 2, [0, [0 O[] }] = -s0"

2, [0 [0, )] - ~0°
2. [o®, 0]} = -0

o0, [2), )] = ~0"
[20,0] = —s0°

then

W = ¢4 e, [a®, [am, [am, &]]]]

53076
+55580

4 o o o] - 0% - 4 o, (-0

Let us evaluate

w_bo Lo



In addition

0, [0, 5]] = K—%ﬁ@) , (—%@3 + %5 [OSD]
_ %5@%% [O [05“

b [Q(l)’ [9(3)’5}” = K—%ﬁ@) , (%5@4 +i [@’ [@’EH)]

-0 —zs[o.[o.[0.¢]]]

[QU o] _ K—%[O,e] +éﬁ(9) 0}
Hofod] s ko

o o o8] - [(-300). (-ofo. 0 o2 +39°)

, in addition

o Lo fo.fo]]

0, (-00%)] = | (§90° - 1[0.4] ). (-7
1o -Ls(0r[0.6] + [0.6] 0?)
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, in addition

, in addition

:2B< 5(93——[05)< 503—— 05)
- per- o o] 3o (f0.)

, in addition

o0.8) = [(-490). --Js[o.d]
oo fo0.2]] - [(-350) - 35[o.d]
-1



, in addition

0, [00.6]] =+ 02 [0.]) - s ([o.8)

0.8] =4 [[0.8].8 + 5[0

[0, [07.€]] = g5 (0 [[0:8] ] + [[0.¢] ] 0) + 5 [0 [0:¢]

Insertion of the afore calculated commutator terms into the expression (31I) leads to

([ 1 1 1/1 1 1 5\
R ST (R RRR I B Y5
< 18 24-3+8<3+3+3)+720)5

-

+55 (0. (02[0.8] + [0.€] 0)]

ri (0[[0.2] 8] + [[0.¢].£] o)




and finally

Note that the obtained sixth order term h(® in ([B2]) comprises no term being proportional
to the square of the electric field. As we have seen, such a term will be represented by
6] ([@,g])z , but it’s weight cancels to zero. This is in contrast to the expansion found
by Briining et al. |2] and indicates the result of these authors, regarding their higher order
terms, being not in accord with the criterion of energy energy-separation, as required for
the unitary transformation of the Dirac Hamiltonian to a 2 x 2-blockdiagonal guise being

determined unambigously |3][4]]1].

Last not least, for comparison of our result with results of De Vries and Jonker [5], actually
obtained by computer algebra with help of the Pauli- Achieser-Berestezki elimination method

[6], let us expand
[@3, [@, g” — O~ DPED — OEDP 1 £

[@, {@, [@, [@, g} } H — O —4D3ED + 602 D? — 4OED? + EO*

15



Then
5 (008 o [o.[o o] + 5y [0 (0 [0.8] + [0.] )]
(4 (0% - 0960 - 0€0" + £0Y)
= | +iks (016 —40°E0 + 60EC* — 10E0° + £0)
[ T51
<i+—+ ) 045+£(§4)

32 128 64

v

L (016 — 20360 +20%°60* — 20£0° + 8(’)4)

1 4 2 Ny 2 G A
B (3_2+1—28+64) (0°¢0+ 020°)

g

6 2 6 2 2
+<128 * 64) (7 + &) (O €0 )
———

7 4 4 3B (A35A | ASA3 D AosAe
128((95+5o) (050+050)+6405(9
Furthermore

ollo.].¢]+|[0.¢].é]o
(008 -20) ¢ - 0¢ (0¢ - 0)
(08— 0)¢0-¢(06-20) 0

0282 — 20£0¢€ + OE*0

+0&%0 — 2600 + £20?
= 0% + £20% — 20E£0E — 260E0 + 2020

So our expression for h® agrees with the results listed in the table of DeVries and Jonker

[5]. It also agrees with the result obtained by Silenko with his correction scheme |7, §]
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for the original step- by-step transformation of Foldy and Wouthuysen [9]. Note, that the

flow equation based approach leading to Eqgs.(126), (144) in [1] is by construction energy-

separating and therefore doesn’t need any correction scheme.
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