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Based on the previously proposed notions of action operators and of quantum integrability,

frequency operators are introduced in a fully quantum -m echanicalsetting. They are conceptually

usefulbecause a new form ulation can be given to unitary perturbation theory. W hen worked out

forquantum spin system s,thisvariantisfound to be form ally equivalentto canonicalperturbation

theory applied to nearly-integrable system s consisting ofclassicalspins. In particular,it becom es

possibletolocatethequantum -m echanicaloperator-valued equivalentofthefrequency denom inators

which m ay cause divergence ofthe classicalperturbation series. The results established here link

the concept ofquantum -m echanicalintegrability to a technicalquestion,nam ely the behaviour of

speci�c perturbation series.

03.65.Bz,03.65.Fd,03.65.Ca

I.IN T R O D U C T IO N

In classicalm echanics,the distinction between integrableand nonintegrableHam iltonian system sisclear-cut.O n
the one hand,for a system to be integrable,the existence ofN sm ooth,involutive,and functionally independent
constants ofthe m otion is required. Then,its 2N -dim ensionalphase space is guaranteed to be foliated into N -
dim ensionaltori, and the resulting alm ost-periodic m otion of the system is very sim ple. O n the other hand, a
nonintegrable system m ay explore a (2N � 1)-dim ensionalregion ofphase space in the course oftim e if(exceptfor
the energy)there are no invariantswhich restrictthe m otion to lower-dim ensionalm anifolds. Accordingly,the tim e
evolution ofa nonintegrablesystem isextrem ely com plicated [1].
M uch isknown aboutthepropertiesofquantum system sobtained by quantizing classically integrableand noninte-

grablesystem s,respectively [2].Nevertheless,no rigorously established and generally accepted featureshaveem erged
which would allow one to unam biguously distinguish integrable and nonintegrable quantum system s in analogy to
classicalm echanics. W hile the conceptofintegrability is im portant in classicalm echanics (for exam ple,the K AM
theorem dealswith theinuence ofa perturbation on integrable system s),itappears,forthe tim ebeing,to bem uch
lessfertile in quantum m echanics.
A new conceptofquantum integrability hasbeen proposed in [3]which isbased on quantum -m echanicalaction oper-

atorswithoutany referencetoclassicalm echanics.Incorporatingcriticism ofearlierconceptsofquantum integrability
[4],thisnotion reliesonlyon thealgebraic structureofaquantum system provided by thecom m utation relationsofthe
basicoperators.Itistheobjectiveofthepresentpaperto explorethefeaturesofnearly quantum integrablesystem s:
a perturbation isadded to a system which quali�esasquantum integrablein theabovesense,and a m ethod isgiven
to successively rem ove the disturbance. By using the quantum actionsin a fram ework ofLie transform sitbecom es
possibletolayopen strongform alanalogiestothecorrespondingclassicalperturbationalapproach.In particular,with
frequency operators being de�ned forintegrable quantum system s,itwillbecom e obviousthatquantum -m echanical
\counterparts" ofthe classicalfrequency denom inators show up in thisperturbationaltreatm ent.The resultsofthe
present work are form al,i.e.,questions ofconvergence have not yet been dealt with. Fortunately,the structural
sim ilarity ofthe resultsto classicalm echanicsallowsonealready to im aginepossiblescenarios.
Two generalrem arksarein orderbeforeturning to thedetailed presentation.Theinvestigationsarecarried outfor

spin system sbutthegeneralization oftheresultsto particlesystem sisnotexpected to providesubstantialdi�culties.
Then,itshould be pointed outthatno partofthiswork relieson sem iclassicalapproxim ations.
In brief,the paperisorganized asfollows.In Section 2,the notion ofquantum integrability used here isrecapitu-

lated.Frequency operatorsare introduced in Section 3,and they are recognized to naturally generalizethe classical
frequenciesknown from integrablesystem s.Them ain partofthepaper,Section 4,consistsin form ulating thetheory
ofLietransform sfornearly quantum integrablesystem s.Applicationstosystem swith oneand twodegreesoffreedom
follow in Section 5.Finally,the resultsaresum m arized in Section 6,and connectionsto otherwork arediscussed.
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II.T H E A LG EB R A IC V IEW O F Q U A N T U M IN T EG R A B ILIT Y

Itwillbe usefulto sum m arize the algebraic view ofquantum integrability in orderto m otivate the investigations
ofthe subsequentchapters.O nly the essentialpointswillbe m entioned;detailshavebeen elaborated on in Ref.[3].
Letusoutlinetheconceptofintegrabilitywith aview on thealgebraicstructureofclassicalm echanics.Forasystem

ofN degreesoffreedom there are canonicalvariablesq = (q1;:::;qN ) and p = (p1;:::;pN ). They provide a basis
for the algebra of(sm ooth) phase-space functions f(p;q) since each such function can be approxim ated arbitrarily
wellby sum m ing products ofpn;qn with appropriate coe�cients. They can be m ultiplied by realcoe�cients,and
one can add them ;any two phase-space functions de�ne a third one via the Poisson bracketturning the set ofall
phase-spacefunctionsintoaLiealgebra.Thisfram eworkisthesam eforallclassicalm echanicalsystem s.A particular
physicalsystem isdescribed by selecting onespeci�cphase-spacefunction and by calling ittheHam iltonian.Itsr̂ole
isto generate the tim e evolution ofthe system by de�ning a ow in phase space. Integrability com esin asfollows.
Typically,the Ham iltonian function willdepend on allcom ponentsofm om entum p and coordinateq.However,itis
possible to perform a canonicalchange ofbasis,(p;q)! (p0;q0),asa resultofwhich the Ham iltonian willturn into
a di�erentfunction ifexpressed in term softheprim ed variables.Itm ay happen thatsuch a changeofbasisleadsto
a particularform ofthe new Ham iltonian function,nam ely thatitdependson only halfofthe num berofvariables,
N . O ne hasfound a particularly convenientbasisofthe algebra because itbecom esobviousthatthe ow in phase
space decom posesinto N decoupled ows. A system with such a trivialow iscalled integrable. Asiswell-known,
thissituation isvery rare:typically no decoupling basisexists,and the phase-spaceow isextrem ely intricate.
Itisstraightforward to rephrasethislineofthoughtforquantum -m echanicalsystem s.Now thebasisofthealgebra

ofoperatorsisgiven by bp= (bp1;:::;bpN )and bq= (bq1;:::;bqN ),and each operatorin thealgebra can berepresented by
an appropriatesum ofproductsofbpn;bqn.Thecom m utatoroftwo operatorsde�nesa third one,and Jacobi’sidentity
holdsin general:oneisdealing with a Liealgebra ofoperators.Ifoneparticularoperatorofthealgebra ischosen as
Ham iltonian,a quantum system and itstim e evolution aredeterm ined.A genericHam iltonian operatorwilldepend
on allcom ponentsofbp and bq.In specialcases,however,a unitary transform ation existswhich allowsoneto express
the Ham iltonian as a function ofonly halfofthe num ber ofbasic operators,N . By analogy,the system willthen
be called quantum integrable. Partofthe purpose ofthe presentwork isto show that,in an appropriate sense,the
corresponding quantum -m echanicalow istrivial,and thatthissituation isnotgeneric.
It should be noted that in the context ofquantum m echanics the term \algebraic" willbe understood as \inde-

pendentofthe representation." The idea isto only use relationswhich have a counterpartin the classicalalgebra.
For exam ple,within each �nite-dim ensionalm atrix representation ofthe spin algebra there existrelationsbetween
di�erentpowersofspin m atriceswhich arespeci�c forthe representation athand.Such relationsdo notexistin the
classicalalgebra and,thus,they should not be used. An instructive discussion ofthe com m on algebraic structure
underlying classicaland quantum m echanicshasbeen given by Falk [5].
Forconvenience,the de�nition ofquantum integrability forspin system sproposed in [3]willbe reproduced. The

description ofa quantum spin system with N degreesoffreedom isbased on N copiesofthe one-spin com m utation
relations,

[bSj�;bSj0�]= i�h�jj0
X

= xyz

"�� bSj ; j;j
0= 1;2;:::N : (1)

Hereisthe criterion forintegrability ofquantum spin system s:

Q J:A given N -spin Ham iltonian bH = H (bS1;:::;bSN )isquantum integrable ifthereexistsa unitary transform ation
U(bS1;:::;bSN )which convertsthe spin operatorsbSj,j= 1;:::;N ,into new spin operators,

bSj = bU bSj bU
y = Sj(bS1;:::bSN ); j= 1;:::;N ; (2)

such thatthe Ham iltonian turnsinto a function ofN quantum actions Ĵj = bSjz:

H (bS1;:::;bSN )= H (Ĵ1;:::;ĴN ): (3)

ThespectraoftheoperatorsĴj;j= 1;:::;N ,in each (2s+ 1)-dim ensionalrepresentation �s consistofuniform ly
spaced levels:

Ĵ
s
j =

+ sX

m j= � s

j:::;m j;:::;sim j�hh:::;m j;:::;sj; j= 1;:::;N : (4)
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Ifthe transform ation (3)hasbeen achieved,the eigenvaluesofthe Ham iltonian can be read o� im m ediately,and its
eigenfunctions are known as well. In spite ofreference to the representation �s,Eq. (4) is an algebraic statem ent
since itisrequired to hold in all representations,s= 1=2;1;3=2;:::Aswillbecom e clearin Section 4,condition (3)
de�nesa program which can be carried outin strong analogy to classicalm echanics.

III.FR EQ U EN C Y O P ER A T O R S

Frequency operators,to be de�ned for quantum integrable system s in a straightforward way,are introduced in
this section. The m ain objective ofRef.[3]hasbeen to provide num ericaland analyticalsupportforthe existence
ofquantum -m echanicalaction operators,and to use them as building blocks for quantum -m echanicalintegrability.
Theseargum entswillnotberepeated here| instead an independentapproach willbe presented which illustratesthe
idea ofaction operatorsfrom a new perspective.To arriveatthede�nition offrequency operatorswillthen bea sm all
step.
Asa starter,aclassicalspin system with onedegreeoffreedom isconsidered.ItsHam iltonian isassum ed to depend

on a single spin com ponentonly,Sz,say:

H = H (Sz): (5)

The com plex quantities

S� = Sx � iSy (6)

areclassicalcounterpartsofladderoperatorsfora quantum spin.In thesevariablesthePoisson bracketsfora single
spin read

fSz;S� g= � iS� ; fS+ ;S� g = 2iSz ; (7)

asobtained from thereplacem ent[;]! � i�hf;g in (1).The equationsofm otion aregiven by

dS

dt
= fH ;Sg; (8)

and fortheHam iltonian (5)they read explicitly

dSz

dt
= fH ;Szg = 0; (9)

dS+

dt
= fH ;S+ g = iS+ !(Sz); (10)

the equation of m otion for S� being com plex conjugate to that of S+ . W hen expressing the spin as S =

(
q

S2 � p2’ cos’;
q

S2 � p2’ sin’;p’) in term s ofcanonicalcoordinates with fp’;’g = 1,it becom es obvious that

the third com ponent,Sz,playsthe r̂ole ofan action: itis both a canonicalvariable and a constantofthe m otion.
The phase-spacefunctionsS� areproportionalto the exponentiated anglevariable.In view oflaterdevelopm entsit
isusefulto stick with the periodicfunctionsoftim e,S� (t),instead ofusing the canonicalvariable’.The frequency

!(Sz)=
dH (Sz)

dSz
(11)

iscom pletely determ ined by the Ham iltonian and thusdependson the action Sz only.The tim e evolution ofinteger
powersk = 2;3;:::ofS+ (t)isobtained from (10)as

dSk+

dt
= fH ;Sk+ g = iS

k
+ !k(Sz); (12)

and sim ilarly forS� .The notation

!k(Sz)� k!(Sz); (13)

used herewillsim plify com parison with quantum -m echanicalexpressions.
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Consider now a quantum -m echanicalspin system with one degree offreedom ,i.e.,one copy ofthe com m utation
relations(1)only occurs. The Ham iltonian ofthe system isassum ed to depend on the third com ponentofthe spin
operatorbS only,

bH = H (bSz): (14)

Again,ladderoperatorsareuseful: bS� = bSx � ibSy;leading to com m utatorssim ilarto (7):

[bSz;bS� ]= � �hbS� ; [bS+ ;bS� ]= 2�hbSz : (15)

Heisenberg’sequationsofm otion forthe quantum spin are

dbS

dt
=

i

�h
[bH ;bS]; (16)

and fortheHam iltonian (14)they read

dbSz

dt
=

i

�h
[bH ;bSz]= 0; (17)

dbS+

dt
=

i

�h
[bH ;bS+ ]= ibS+ !(bSz); (18)

and the equation for bS� = (bS+ )y isthe adjointofthe lastequation,

dbS�

dt
=

i

�h
[bH ;bS� ]= � i!(bSz)bS� : (19)

The selfadjointoperatorb! � !(bSz)dependson the z com ponentofthe spin operatorbS only;explicitly,onehas

!(bSz)=
1

�h

�

H (bSz + �h)� H (bSz)
�

; (20)

providing thus the de�nition ofa quantum -m echanicalfrequency operator. Its form is suggested by requiring that
the operator bS+ stand on the leftofeverything else in Eq. (18). The derivation of(20)hingeson the factthatthe
Ham ilton operatordependson the operator bSz only becausein (16)onecan then usethe relation

[f(bSz);bS
k
+ ]= bS

k
+

�

f(bSz + k�h)� f(bSz)
�

= bS
k
+

�

exp(k�h@z)� 1
�

f(bSz); (21)

where @z denotes the (form al) derivative with respect to the operator bSz. An algebraic proofof(21) is given in
Appendix A forfunctionsf(x)which havea power-seriesexpansion in x,and anotheroneforarbitrary functionsf(x)
which holdsin each representation.A di�erentbutequivalentde�nition ofthefrequency operatorcan begiven ifone
m oves bS+ to the rightin Eq.(18).Eitherconvention isunam biguous;in the following,the version occurring in (18)
willbe used.
Com paring the classicaland the quantum -m echanicalequationsofm otion,(10)and (18),itbecom esplausible to

callthe operator bSz an action operator: itisboth a constantofthe m otion and (the closestanalog of)a canonical
m om entum in the spin algebra. It is reasonable to consider the Ham iltonian (14) as quantum integrable since it
dependson nothing butan action operator.Thisalso �tswellwith conceiving b! given in (20)asfrequency operator
because(20)isthe discretized version of(11).
O n thisbasis,thenotion ofquantum -m echanicalintegrabilityasde�ned in Q Jm akessense:asystem with Ham ilton

operator bH willbe called quantum integrableifa unitary transform ation bU can be found such thatthe Ham iltonian
turns into a function ofcom m uting z com ponents ofthe di�erent spins only while the com m utation relations (1)
rem ain invariant. As a consequence,the equations ofm otion in the Heisenberg picture strongly resem ble those of
classically integrablesystem s.In addition,frequency operatorsarede�ned in analogy to theclassicalfrequenciesboth
ofwhich are determ ined com pletely by the Ham iltonian. Itisnotforthe �rsttim e thatoperator-valued analogsof
the classicalfrequenciesdo occur:asearly as1925,Diracintroduced a sim ilarconceptforparticlesystem s[6].
Itisim portantto look atthe tim e evolution ofpowersofbS+ (and bS� ).O ne �nds
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dbSk+

dt
=

i

�h
[bH ;bS

k
+ ]= ibS

k
+ !k(bSz); (22)

wherenow

!k(bSz)=
1

�h

�

H (bSz + k�h)� H (bSz)
�

: (23)

Since generally

b!k 6= kb! ; (24)

a di�erenceto theclassicalrelation (13)ariseswhich willhaveinteresting consequencesfortheperturbativeapproach
to bestudied lateron.W hen form ally expanding both sidesof(24)in powersof�h,however,theleading orderreects
the classicalrelation.
The generalization to system sconsisting ofN spins,bSj;j = 1;:::;N ,isstaightforward. The com ponentsofeach

individualspin ful�llcom m utation relations(1),and operatorsassociated with di�erentspins bSj�;bSj0� com m ute.The

Ham iltonian now willdepend on allspins, bH = H (bS1;:::;bSN )and the equationsofm otion read

dbSj�

dt
=

i

�h
[bH ;bSj�]; �= x;y;z: (25)

Fora quantum integrableN -spin Ham iltonian thereareN frequency operatorsgeneralizing theexpressions(20)and
(23):

!
(j)

k
(bSz)=

1

�h

�

H (bS1z;:::;bSjz + k�h;:::;bSN z)� H (bSz)
�

; (26)

and the tim e evolution ofthe ladderoperatorsissim ply given by

dbSkj+

dt
=

i

�h
[bH ;bS

k
j+ ]= ibS

k
j+ b!

(j)

k
; k = 1;2;:::; (27)

and theiradjoints.

IV .P ER T U R B A T IO N T H EO R Y

Having established a conceptofintegrability forquantum system s,the program to be carried outisasfollows.In
classicalm echanics,asm allperturbation isadded toan integrablesystem and itisinvestigated whether,by successive
canonicaltransform ations,the perturbation can be rem oved com pletely;thiswould renderthe system integrable.In
consequence ofthe K AM theorem ,however,integrability is destroyed by a generic perturbation: any perturbation
seriesisdoom ed to divergein �nitefractionsofphasespace.A quantum -m echanicalim plem entation ofthisapproach
aim sattransform inga perturbed quantum integrablesystem into an integrableoneby applyinga sequenceofunitary
transform ations. Lie transform sare a convenienttoolhere since they are adapted to the algebraic structure ofthe
theory. M oreover,they facilitate com parison with canonicalperturbation theory,the relevantform ulae ofwhich are
gathered in Appendix B.
A quantum system consisting ofN spins with constant length bS2j is assum ed to be described by a Ham iltonian

operatorofthe form

bH " = H (bS;")= H 0(bSz)+ eH (bS;"); (28)

where bH 0 isaquantum integrablesystem ,dependingonly on thezcom ponentsofthespins(ifnotindicated otherwise,
bS denotesthe collection (bS1;:::;bSN )ofoperators).
Theperturbation eH (bS;")m ay depend on allcom ponentsoftheN spinsand itcontainsa realexpansion param eter

" such that the perturbation vanishes for " = 0: eH (bS;0) = 0. Furtherm ore,it is assum ed that the unperturbed
Ham iltonian bH 0 isnotdegenerate.In the following,a possibledependence ofoperatorson the invariants bS2j willnot
be m adeexplicit.
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A .U nitary transform ations

Tobegin with,itisusefultostudythee�ectofunitarilytransform ingthespin operatorsbyan operator bU" = U (bS;")
with U (bS;" = 0) = 1. New spin operators bS0 (throughout this paper the prim e does not denote a derivative) are
introduced by

bS
0
" = U"(bS)bS U

y
"(bS); (29)

and the induced transform ation ofthe Ham iltonian reads

H (bS;")= H
0(bS0";"); (30)

thatis,in term softheprim ed operators,bS0",theHam iltonian isgiven by a new function H 0.By using theinverseof
(29)in the form

bS = U
y
"(bS)bS

0
" U"(bS)= U

0y
" (bS

0
")bS

0
" U

0
"(bS

0
"); (31)

relation (30)can be written as

U
0y
� (bS

0
")H (bS0";")U

0
�(bS

0
")= H

0(bS0";"): (32)

This equation holds for any unitary transform ation bU". In view ofthe criterion for quantum integrability,Q J,the
new Ham iltonian bH = bH 0 isrequired to depend on the z com ponentsofthe prim ed spin operators bS = bS0 only,so
that(30)assum esthe specialform

H (bS;")= H (bSz;"): (33)

De�ning U"(bS)= U 0
"(bS),Eq.(32)turnsinto

U
y
�(bS)H (bS;")U�(bS)= H (bSz;"): (34)

In orderto distinguish quantitiesrelated to a generaltransform ation asin (30)from thoseassociated with (33),curly
sym bolssuch as bU and bH willbe used.Itwillbe convenientto renam ethe curly operators bS by bS in Eq.(34).

B .Perturbation expansion

Theconstruction oftheunitary transform ation bU" achieving(34)isatstakenow.Underthreeassum ptionsitcan be
reduced form ally to thesuccessivesolution ofan in�nitesetofhierarchicalequationsdeterm ined by theunperturbed
Ham iltonian H 0(bSz)and theperturbation eH (bS;").First,itisassum ed thattheperturbation in (28)can beexpanded
in a powerseriesofthe param eter":

eH (bS;")=
1X

p= 1

"
p
H p(bS): (35)

W hen writing the operator bU" asa Lie transform ,

U(bS;")= exp(� iu(bS;")=�h); (36)

a sim ilarexpansion isrequired to existforthe herm itean operatorbu":

u(bS;")=
1X

p= 1

"
p
up(bS): (37)

Theoperatorbu" iscalled thegenerator(orgenerating operator)oftheunitary transform ation bU".Finally,itm ustbe
possibleto expand the new Ham iltonian operator, bH ,in powersof":
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H (bSz;")=
1X

p= 0

"
pH p(bSz): (38)

Plugging theseexpansionsinto requirem ent(34)and collecting term sm ultiplied by equalpowersoftheparam eter",
oneobtainsthe following setofequations:

0= bH 0 � bH 0 ;

i

�h
[bH 0;bu1]= bH 1 � bH 1 ;

i

�h
[bH 0;bu2]= bH 2 �

i

2�h
[bu1;bH 1 + bH 1]� bH 2 ;

...
i

�h
[bH 0;bup]= R p(bu1;:::;bup� 1;bH 1;:::;bH p;bH 1;:::;bH p� 1)� bH p ;

... (39)

Forconvenience,each equation hasbeen solved forthe com m utatorsofthe unperturbed Ham iltonian, bH 0,with the
generatorofthe highestindex,bup. Eqs. (39)constitute a nested hierarchy: atthe pth levelthe quantities bH p and

bup can bedeterm ined ifallquantitieswith sm allerindiceshavebeen found;theoperator bR p containsonly quantities
know from thebeginning ordeterm ined when solving theequationsofthelowerlevels.Such a structureistypicalfor
perturbation theory form ulated in term sofLietransform s.Itispossibleto discussthem ethod to solvetheequations
(39) in fullgenerality [7{9]. For sim plicity,the procedure is carried out here for a system with a single degree of
freedom �rst;generalization to two (orm ore)spinsisthen straightforward.

C .O ne degree offreedom

Fora single-spin system with Ham iltonian

H (bS;")= H 0(bSz)+ eH (bS;"); (40)

the unknownsbup and bH p aredeterm ined from the nested hierarchy (39)asfollows.
Solving the �rstequation ofthe hierarchy isparticularly sim ple because itstatesthatthe old and the new Ham il-

tonian, bH 0 and bH 0,respectively,coincide.By assum ption, bH 0 dependson the z com ponentofbS only,and,thus, bH 0

hasthisproperty,too,while bS and bS are identicalto order"0. Thisisconsistentasiseasily seen from the lim itof
vanishing perturbation,"= 0.
The rem aining equationsareallofthe sam etype:

i

�h
[H 0(bSz);up(bS� ;bSz)]= R p(bS� ;bSz)� H p(bSz): (41)

The operator bR p can be written asa powerseriesin the operators bS� (cf.Eq.(84)in Appendix C):

R p(bS� ;bSz)= R p;0(bSz)+
1X

k= 1

�
bS
k
+ R

+

p;k
(bSz)+ R

�

p;k
(bSz)bS

k
�

�

; (42)

with uniquely de�ned operators bR
+

p;k
= (bR �

p;k
)y and bR p;0 which depend on bSz only.

O n the otherhand,expanding up(bS� ;bSz)asin (42),

up(bS� ;bSz)= up;0(bSz)+
1X

k= 1

�
bS
k
+ u

+

p;k
(bSz)+ u

�

p;k
(bSz)bS

k
�

�

; (43)

oneobtainsforthe com m utatorin (41)
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i

�h
[bH 0;bup]=

1X

k= 1

�
bS
k
+ bu

+

p;k
ib!k + (� ib!k)bu

�

p;k
bS
k
�

�

; (44)

where equation (22)hasbeen used. The orderofthe operatorsbu�
p;k

and the frequency operatorofthe unperturbed

system ,b!k,isim m aterialsince they depend on bSz only. O bviously,there isno term depending on bSz alone;hence,
for(41)to hold one m usthave

H p(bSz)= R p;0(bSz): (45)

Furtherm ore,the operatorsbu�
p;k

follow from com paring (42)and (44):

up(bS� ;bSz)= up;0(bSz)+
1X

k= 1

 

bS
k
+

bR
+

p;k

ib!k
+

bR
�

p;k

� ib!k

bS
k
�

!

; (46)

where the inverse ofthe operator b!k is well-de�ned only ifthe operator b!k does not have a zero eigenvalue;this,
however,isguaranteedbytheassum ption thattheunperturbed Ham iltonian hasnodegenerateeigenvalues.Therefore,
an operatorbup solving Eq.(41)hasbeen found in term sof bR p and b!k.Its‘diagonal’partup;0(bSz)(corresponding to

a phaseshiftwhen acting on eigenstatesofbSz)rem ainsundeterm ined| forsim plicity,itwillbe chosen equalto zero
forallp. Asa result,the possibility to solve the hierarchy ofequations(39)hasbeen established. The sim ilarity of
Eq.(46)with the classicalform ula,Eq.(79),isstriking.
Itisim portantto note thatthe expression (46)forthe generatorbup exhibitsfactorsinversely proportionalto the

frequency operators!k(bSz),as is fam iliar from classicalperturbation theory (cf. Appendix B).As can be read o�
from the structure ofthe hierarchy (39),the operators bR p are linearin bup� 1:thus,they contain term sproportional
to 1=b!p� 1

k
. Solving (46)forthe generating operatorofpth order,bup,one �nds itto be proportionalto the inverse

ofthe pth poweroffrequency operators.The structurally sim ilarclassicalexpansion isbound to convergeto a well-
de�ned canonicaltransform ation sinceallclassicalsystem swith onedegreeoffreedom areintegrable.By analogy,itis
expected thattheindivdualgeneratingoperatorsbup willadd up toasensibleexpression fortheunitary transform ation
bU".Ifclassicalsystem swith twodegreesoffreedom arestudied,theim pactofaperturbation isknown tobedisastrous
in m ostcases.

D .T w o degrees offreedom

Fora nearly-integrablequantum system with two degreesoffreedom

H (bS1;bS2;")= H 0(bS1z;bS2z)+ eH (bS1;bS2;"); (47)

thetransform ed Ham iltonian operatorshould depend on two new spin com ponentsonly, bS1z and bS2z.Asbefore,the
lowestorderofthe hierarchy (39)iseasily solved by de�ning bH 0 to be identicalwith the unperturbed Ham iltonian,
bH 0.Forp � 1,the equationsto be solved read:

i

�h
[H 0(bS1z;bS2z);up(bS1� ;bS2� ;bS1z;bS2z)]= R p(bS1� ;bS2� ;bS1z;bS2z)� H p(bS1z;bS2z): (48)

Using expansionsforthe operators bR p and bup (cf. Appendix C)in analogy to (42)and (43),respectively,one �nds
forthe generator

bup(bS� ;bSz)=
1X

k;‘= 0

(k;‘)6= (0;0)

 

bS
k
1+

bS
‘
2+

R
+

p;k‘
(bSz)

i(!(1)
k
(bS1z;bS2z + ‘�h)+ !

(2)

‘
(bS1z;bS2z))

+ bS
k
1+

R
�

p;k‘
(bSz)

i(!(1)
k
(bSz)� !

(2)

‘
(bSz))

bS
‘
2� + h.c.

!

: (49)

Again,the generator bup is determ ined up to an arbitrary function ofbSz only which is chosen equalto zero. W hen
expressing the denom inators in term s ofthe unperturbed Ham iltonian,it becom es obvious that both spins enter
sym m etrically in (49):the �rstone reads
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b� +

k‘
=

1

�h

�

H 0(bS1z + k�h;bS2z + ‘�h)� H 0(bS1z;bS2z)
�

; (50)

and the second one isequalto

b� �

k‘
=

1

�h

�

H 0(bS1z + k�h;bS2z)� H 0(bS1z;bS2z + ‘�h)
�

: (51)

Eq. (49)belongsto the m ain resultsofthe presentpaper. Forsystem swith two (orm ore)degreesoffreedom the
generatorscontain term s proportionalto the inverse oflinear com binations offrequency operators. The expansion
(49)m akessense only ifthe denom inators b� �

k‘
do nothave a zero eigenvalue,which willbe assum ed from now on.

W hen dealing with the convergenceofthe perturbation series,itwillbe necessary to proceed in two steps:�rst,the
existenceofeach generatorbup hasto beshown,and subsequently ithasto bechecked thatthesum ofallbup leadsto
a sensible result.

V .EX A M P LES

The pertubation theory as developed in the previous section is applied here to explicit exam ples. System s with
one and two degrees offreedom willbe studied in order to obtain m ore detailed insight into the structure ofthe
denom inators.

A .O ne degree offreedom

The Ham iltonian to be studied isde�ned asfollows

H (bS;")= � bSz +
1

2
�bS

2

z +
"

2
bS
2

x

= � bSz +
1

2
�bS

2

z +
"

4
(bS2 � bS

2

z)+
"

8
(bS2+ + bS

2

� ); (52)

thenonzero constants�and � being realnum bers,and thequantum integrablepart, bH 0 = � bSz + �bS2z=2,isassum ed
to haveno degenerateeigenvalue.Theperturbation eH (bS;")= "bS2x=2 isparticularly sim plebecauseitconsistsofjust
onesingleterm being proportionalto ".
Itisstraightforward to calculatethe frequency operatorsaccording to (23):

b!k = k(�+ � bSz)+
1

2
�k

2�h; k = 1;2;::: (53)

The�rstterm on theright-hand-sidede�nesa function !k oftheoperator bSz which coincideswith theexpression for
the classicalfrequency: !k(Sz)= k!(Sz)= k(�+ 1

2
�S z). Due to the discretization ofthe derivative an additional

term proportionalto �h showsup in (53).
According to (45)the new �rst-orderHam iltonian isequalto the diagonalpartofthe perturbation:

H 1(bSz)=
1

4
(bS2 � bS

2

z); (54)

ascan be read o� from Eq. (52). W hen expanding the o�-diagonalpartofthe perturbation the only nonvanishing
coe�cientsarefound to be

R
�

1;2(bSz)=
1

8
; (55)

leading to the following expression forthe �rst-ordergenerator

bu1 =
1

8

�

bS
2

+

1

ib!2
+

1

� ib!2

bS
2

�

�

; (56)

with b!2 from (53).SincetheenergyeigenvaluesoftheHam iltonian bH 0 in (52)havebeen assum ed nottobedegenerate,
the expectation value ofthe denom inators in Eq. (56) willnot have zero eigenvalues. Consequently,there is no
principalobstacle which would destroy the convergence ofthe perturbation seriesforthe unitary transform ation bU,
sim ilarto classicalm echanics.
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B .T w o degrees offreedom

Considera two-spin Ham iltonian (47)with

H (bS1;bS2;")= f1(bS1z)+ f2(bS2z)+ bS1zbS2z + eH (bS1;bS2;"); (57)

where

fj(x)= �jx +
1

2
�jx

2
; j= 1;2: (58)

Thequantum integrableHam iltonian consistingofthe�rstthreeterm son theright-hand-sideofEq.(57)isquadratic
in thezcom ponentsofthespin.W ith aview tothestructureofthedenom inatorspresentin thegeneratingoperator|
which are com pletely determ ined by the frequenciesofthe unperturbed system asseen from Eq. (49)| the form of
the perturbation eH (bS1;bS2;")m ustnotbe speci�ed in detail.O n evaluating (26)one�nds

b!
(1)

k
= k(�1 + �1bS1z + bS2z)+

1

2
�1k

2�h; (59)

and b!
(2)

k
followsfrom exchanging the indices(1 $ 2).The �rstterm isclosely related to the classicalfrequency,

!
(1)

k
(S1z;S2z)= k!

(1)(S1z;S2z)= k
@H 0(S1z;S2z)

@S1z
= k(�1 + �1S1z + S2z); (60)

and analogously for !(2)
k
(S1z;S2z). In form ula (49),the expansion ofthe generator bup has been given in general

term s. Focus now on the second term ofits right-hand-side containing the di�erence ofthe frequency operatorsin
the denom inator. Itsm atrix elem entsin the productbasisjm 1;m 2i,consisting ofeigenstatesofthe operators bSjz,
aregiven by

hm 1;m 2jbS
k
1+

bR
+

p;kl

b� �

k‘

bS
‘
2� jm

0
1;m

0
2i= hm 0

1;m 2j

bR
+

p;k‘

b� �

k‘

jm 0
1;m 2i�m 1m

0

1
+ k �m 2m

0

2
� ‘; (61)

where,asbefore,b� �

k‘
= b!

(1)

k
� b!

(2)

‘
,which in the presentcasereadsexplicitly

b� �

k‘
=
�

k(�1 + �1bS1z + bS2z)� ‘(�2 + �2bS2z + bS1z)
�

+
�h

2
(�1k

2
� �2‘

2): (62)

Sinceboth operators,bR +

p;k‘
and b� �

k‘
,depend on thez com ponentsonly,theexpectation valueoftheirratio,hbR=b�i,is

equalto theratio oftheirexpectation value,hbRi=hb�i.Consequently,theconvergenceofthepowerseriesde�ning the
�rst-ordergeneratorforthe system (57),willbe controlled by m atrix elem entsofoperatorssuch as b� �

k‘
in Eq.(62).

They arem adeup from two contributionswith di�erentorigin.Theoperatorin largeround bracketsisrecognized as
the di�erence ofthe frequency operatorswhich one would obtain ifin the classicalform ula (60)one were to replace
the variables Sjz by their operator equivalents, bSjz. The possibility to approxim ate arbitrarily wellthe ratio of
the frequencies !(2)=!(1) for a given torus (i.e. �xed values ofS1z and S2z) by k=‘ leads to the problem ofsm all
denom inatorsin classicalm echanics(cf.[10]).
Then,the di�erence b� �

k‘
containsa term proportionalto Planck’sconstant: the occurrence ofa term linear in �h

followsfrom studying a Ham iltonian bH being quadraticin thez com ponentsofthespins.Polynom ialsofdegreer for
the Ham iltonian lead to term sofatm ost�hr� 1,etc. The presence ofsuch term shasbeen noted already by Robnik
[11]in a sem iclassicaltreatm entofparticle system s.He suggested thatthese additionalterm swillhavethe e�ectto
m ovethesystem away from theclassicalresonance,howeversm allthevalueof�h.Butlooking attheexactexpression
(62)fora �xed value ofPlanck’sconstant,�h = 1,say,one can also conceiveitasa new type ofresonancecondition
which isno longerlinear in the indicesk and ‘: a quantum -m echanicalnonlinear resonance condition ariseswhich
hasto be studied in itsown rightforallpossible representations.
The relevantm atrix elem entsofthe operator b� �

k‘
(cf.(61))read explicitly

hm 1 � k;m
0
2 � ‘jb� �

k‘
jm 1 � k;m

0
2 � ‘i= k(�1 + �1�hm 1 + �hm 0

2)� ‘(�2 + �2�hm
0
2 + �hm 1)�

�h

2
(�1k

2 � �2‘
2); (63)
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(note the sign change ofthe last term relative to (62)). In each individualrepresentation,there is an im portant
di�erence com pared to classicalm echanics. The range ofthe num bers k and ‘ is not allthe integers but it varies
overa �nitesubsetofthem only,which isdeterm ined by thespin length s.Thisischaracteristicof�nite-dim ensional
representationsofspin system swhileitdoesnotoccurforparticlesystem s.Them atrixelem entsoftheotheroperators
in Eq.(49)lead to expressionsofthe sam estructure.
There aretwo waysto study the expression (63).First,consideritasa quantum -m echanicalstatem entin itsown

right. This m eans to give �h its actualvalue and to let vary both pairs (m 1;m
0
2) and (k;‘) over the �nite range

determ ined by the value ofs. W ithin each (2s+ 1)-dim ensionalrepresentation ofthe spin algebra,the m odulus
ofhb� �

k‘
i willhave som e positive nonzero m inim alvalue,�(s). Consequently,for su�ciently sm allvalues of",the

expansion ofthe generator ûp in (37)is expected to converge because the term s ("=�(s))p can be keptsm all. For

spinsoflength s the perturbed Ham iltonian bH " isgiven by a �nite-dim ensionalherm itian m atrix which guarantees
the existence ofa unitary transform ation diagonalizing it. Therefore,the generic convergence ofthe construction
should not com e as a surprise (for possible technicaldi�culties,cf.[12]). For the present concept ofintegrability,
however,it is essentialthat not one speci�c representation is studied but that the statem ents hold in an algebraic

sense,or,equivalently,in allrepresentations.The im plicationsofthisrequirem entwillbe m ade explicitnow.
Im agine to have constructed the diagonalizing transform ations in allrepresentations. This set ofm atrices m ay

either be the representationsofone single algebraically de�ned operator bU" or not. In the latter case,the unitary
transform ationsin the individualrepresentationswillnot\converge" towardsone speci�c unitary operatorforlarge
values ofs (since the value of�h is kept �xed,this procedure is not identicalto the classicallim it to be discussed
m om entarily).In addition,forlargervaluesofs thenum ber�(s)takeson sm allerand sm allervalueswhich requires
theexpansion param eterto becorrespondigly sm aller.Ifthereisno �nite valueof"such thattheperturbation series
convergesforallallowed valuesofs,i.e.algebraically,theperturbation eH (bS;")rendersthesystem non-integrable.A
strong decrease ofthe sm allestoccurring denom inator�(s)asa function ofs hasbeen observed num erically.If,on
the otherhand,the sum m ation ofthe perturbation seriesforalls doesnotrequire vanishing ",one m ay expectan
algebraicdiagonalizing operatorto exist;hence,theperturbation can beabsorbed into an appropriaterede�nition of
theaction operators.In classicalm echanics,thisconvergenceisknown for�nite"isknown toresultfrom appropriately
decreasing num erators.
Turn now to the second way to study (63):in the sem iclassicallim itwith �h � 1=s and s! 1 ,oneshould recover

thebehaviouroftheclassicalfrequency denom inatorsfrom Eq.(63).Num ericaltestsm akeitplausiblethat,indeed,
the value of�(s)decreasem onotonically when largervaluesofk and ‘provide betterand betterapproxim ationsof
the classicalfrequency ratio (the values of�hm 1 and �hm 0

2 are kept �xed here de�ning thus a speci�c \torus"). An
analytic study isnotstraightforward,even forthe quadratically m odi�ed resonance condition associated with (63):
the behaviourofthe lastterm isnoteasily controlled since�hk2 and �h‘2 m ay havevaluesofthe orderofs.

V I.D ISC U SSIO N

A .Sum m ary and outlook

For the sake ofclarity,the m ain points ofthe developm ent given in the previous pages are briey sum m arized.
Starting from the algebraic skeleton necessary to describe quantum (spin) system s,argum ents for the existence of
quantum -m echanicalaction and frequency operatorsin system swith asingledegreeoffreedom havebeen putforward.
W hen applyingtheseconceptstosystem swith m oredegreesoffreedom theylend them selvestoade�nition ofquantum
integrable system s. An algebraic version ofperturbation theory ofsuch system s has been form ulated capable to
absorb thee�ectofan added disturbance.Sincethisform ulation respects(and exploits)theunderlying Lie-algebraic
structure,a tightanalogy to classicalLie transform sisachieved.Asa naturalconsequence,operator-valued analogs
oftheclassicalfrequency denom inatorsshow up when constructing a unitary transform ation which would diagonalize
theHam iltonian algebraically.In thisway,thequantum -m echanicallocusoftheconvergenceproblem sknown to exist
in classicalm echanicshasbeen found,atleaston a form allevel. In an appropriate sense,the quantum -m echanical
expressions for the denom inators generalize the classicalones. The condition for a classicalresonance to occur is,
e�ectively,equivalentto a linear relation am ong the classicalfrequencies(associated with a \plane" in action space)
whereas,in a given representation,the relevant quantum -m echanicalrelation turns out to be nonlinear (de�ning
\ellipsoids" orothercurved surfaces). Such structureshave been observed in sem iclassicaltreatm ents,forexam ple,
in the work by Berry and Tabor[13]who derive energy-levelstatisticsforclassically integrable quantum system sin
the lim itofsm allvaluesfor�h.
W hen scrutinizingthenotion ofquantum integrabilitytheultim ategoalistoprovideevidenceforboth,itsusefulness

and its consistency. Rigorously testable predictions ofspeci�c properties m ust result for quantum integrable (and
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nonintegrable) system s, just as the phase-space foliation of classically integrable system s ows from its classical
counterpart. In our view, the m ajor achievem ent of the present approach is to have boiled down the question
of quantum integrability (and, a fortiori, of quantum chaos) to a technical problem , nam ely to investigate the
(convergence)propertiesofa perturbation series. Due to the nonlinearities in the quantum -m echanicalexpressions
justm entioned,the behaviouroftheperturbation seriesis,from thepresentpointofview,notobvious.In principle,
there isno need forquantum system sto exactly parallelthe propertiesofclassically (non-)integrable system s: the
underlying unifying structure is on an algebraic levelbut with the algebras being realized in di�erent spaces,in
phase space and in Hilbertspace,respectively. In the sem iclassicallim it,however,one expectsthatthe statem ents
associated with the two realizationsbecom ecom parableifappropriatetoolssuch asW ignerfunctionsareem ployed.
The presentform ulation now calls for a detailed parallelinvestigation ofthe e�ects which a perturbation has on a
classically integrablesystem and on itsquantum counterpart.
Hereisa briefsketch ofa scenariobeing plausiblein view ofthepresentresultswhich,however,hastobesubstanti-

ated by furtherinvestigations.Focuson thefully quantum -m echanicalregim e,thatis,�x thevalueof�h and consider
the behaviour ofthe perturbation series in representations ofvariable dim ension,2s+ 1. It is expected that the
\visibility" ofthe perturbation willincrease fordim ensionswith largervaluesofs.A vivid illustration ofthise�ect
hasbeen reported fora system consistingoftwo coupled spinswherea \regularquantum web" isgradually torn apart
by a perturbation ofincreasing strength [14].Related phenom ena havebeen observed in particlesystem sby Bohigas,
Tom sovic,and Ullm o [15].In astudy ofthespin-boson m odeltheobserved \resonancephenom ena"can beattributed
to the presenceofsm alldenom inatorsbecom ing m oreorlesse�ective in representationsofdi�erentdim ensions[16].
An analyticstudy ofthesenum erically observed e�ectsin thevein ofthepresentpaperisunderway [17].In general,
\quantum resonances" in a nonintegrable quantum system due to eversm allerdenom inatorswillbecom e m ore and
m orepronounced iflargerrepresentationsofthespin algebra areconsidered.Thein�nite-dim ensionalrepresentation
(notto be confused with the sem iclassicallim it)containsthe m ostdetailed structure,possibly leading to an actual
divergenceofthe perturbation series.

B .R elated w ork

Thereisa largenum berofjointsbetween earlierwork and the presentone which so farhavebeen alluded to only
occasionally.Itisusefulto dwellon them fora m om ent,to draw parallelsand to pointoutdi�erences.
Theintroduction offrequency operators(in thepresentterm inology)providesalink tothem ostadvanced papersof

the\old quantum m echanics." In 1925,Dirac[6]de�ned \q-num bers" which would ful�llthefundam entalcom m uta-
tion relationsofposition and m om entum .Basicalgebraic consequencesarederived,partly by exploiting theanalogy
to the classicalPoisson brackets. O ne section ofthe paperis devoted to \m ultiply periodic system s" characterized
by the existence of\uniform izing variables" (which nowadayswould be called action and angle operators)such that
theHam iltonian dependson theaction operatorsonly (cf.Eq.(3)).In theterm inology ofthepresentwork m ultiply
periodic system sare thusrecognized asquantum integrable ones. Assum ing the action-angle operatorsto ful�llthe
sam ecom m utation relationsasm om entum and position| which isuntenabledueto thedefectivenessofa phaseoper-
ator[18]| Diracintroduced two di�erenttypesoffrequencies.The�rstoneissupposed to govern thetim eevolution
ofthe phase operatoritselfwhereasthe second one isassociated with the tim e derivativeofthe exponentiated phase
operator. It turns out that the latter frequency operator is equivalent to the expression given in (20). Dirac also
m entionsits two possible versionsreecting the freedom ofordering in (18). Forspin system sconsidered here,the
operator bS+ playsa r̂olesim ilarto the exponentiated angleoperator.
W entzel[19]continued Dirac’s work by establishing a link between Heisenberg’s m atrix m echanics and the q-

num bers.In particular,hewrotedown expressionsforquantum -m echanicalfrequenciessim ilarto(20)beingapplicable
to m ultiply periodicsystem sonly.However,thislineofreasoning seem sto havecom eto an abruptend by theadvent
ofwavem echanicsin 1926:theseriousshortcom ingoftheearlierquantum theory toallow forquantization ofm ultiply
periodic system sonly wasrem oved by Schr�odinger’sequation which iseasily written down forparticlessubjected to
arbitrary potentials.
Sim ilarly,strongform ala�nitiesto Heisenberg’sform ulation ofperturbation theory [20]exist.Thisiseasily under-

stood ifonerecallsthatbeforetheintroduction ofSchr�odinger’sequation classicalm echanicsserved m uch m orethan
laterasAriadne’sthread forquantum -m echanicaldevelopm ents.Still,Heisenberg’sapproach to treatperturbations
and the widely used perturbation schem e ofRayleigh-Schr�odinger[21]di�erconceptually in an im portantway from
the presentone. Traditionally,any quantum system m ay serve asa starting pointforperturbation theory,the only
assum ption beingthatits(necessarilyperiodic)solutionsareknown.In theapproach developed here,theunperturbed
system isassum ed to be quantum integrable,hence itpresum ably stem sfrom a restricted classofsystem s,and the
e�ectofthe perturbation isto rem oveitfrom thisclass.In orderto provethe K AM -theorem ,classicalperturbation
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theory is developed relative to integrable system s: the fate ofa torus under the perturbation is investigated,not
itse�ecton an arbitrary periodic solution| which m ighthappen to be an isolated periodic orbitofa nonintegrable
system .K AM -theory would notapply atall.Itishoped thatby system atically m ovingawayfrom integrable quantum
system sgenericpropertieswillbe seen to em ergefornonintegrableones.
Asfora close-up ofthe relation between classicaltoriand Heisenberg’sm atrix m echanicswhich �tswellinto the

schem edeveloped here,see the work by G reenberg,K lein and Li[22].
Next,there are close ties to Birkho� norm alform s [1]and to the so-called \algebraic quantization" reviewed in

[23].The idea isto quantize integrableapproxim ationsto classically nonintegrablesystem s.Crehan [24]worked out
quantum -m echanicalnorm alform sin the spiritofBirkho� and G ustavson,starting from the classicalHam iltonian
function in the neighbourhood of a point of stable equilibrium . Im pressive agreem ent between exact quantum -
m echanicalsolutions and the approxim ate ones hasbeen obtained [25,26]. In contrastto these works,however,no
recoursehasbeen m adeto classicalm echanicsin the presentapproach.
Concerningthepresenceofthequantum equivalentsofthesm alldenom inators,theiroccurrencein thesem iclassical

lim ithasbeen noted already by Robnik [11](and by G ra�,cf. the introduction of[27]). Robnik pointed outthat
forsm allvaluesofPlanck’sconstanttheclassicaldenom inatorswillbem odi�ed by term softheorder�h.Ithasbeen
conjectured thatin thisway the resonance conditionsare destroyed which govern the fate ofan individualclassical
torus,that is,its survivalor destruction. It is expected that in view ofthe exact expression (49)the e�ect ofthe
denom inatorscan be studied in m oredetail.
Also,the understanding ofclashesbetween the behaviourofclassicaland quantum perturbation expansionsm ay

bene�tfrom thepresentapproach.Ithasbeen noted by Eckhardt[28]fora one-dim ensionalparticlesystem thatthe
convergence ofa classicalperturbation seriesisnotautom atically reected in the convergence ofthe corresponding
quantum perturbation seriesasfollowsfrom a sim ple scaling argum ent.
In orderto dealwith issuesofperturbation seriesfor quantum system s a new setting has been provided by Bel-

lissard and Vittot [27]whose work is based on the concept ofnon-com m utative geom etry. Their work is focussed
on Lie-transform techniques for quantum -m echanicalparticle system s with respect to the classicallim it. The as-
pectofintegrability,seem ingly,hasnotbeen addressed in detail. Itis particularly im portantthatestim atesofthe
Nekhoroshev-type becom e available which allow one to controlthe approxim ationsforenergy eigenvaluesextrem ely
well.Forsystem swith onedegreeoffreedom ,theconvergenceoftheperturbation serieshasbeen proven (cf.[29]).At
present,thetheory hasbeen worked outforparticlesystem sonly whilethetransferto spin system sisin preparation
[30]. A com m on feature ofm any works in this area (cf. also [31]is that the unperturbed system s considered are
collectionsofharm onicoscillators.Having frequency operatorsatone’sdiposal,thisrestriction seem sto beno longer
necessary.
Finally,a review oftheuseofLie-transform techniquesand K AM -likeresultsin quantum m echanicshasbeen given

by Jauslin [32]dealing to a largeextentwith externally driven system s.

A :T H E C O M M U TA T O R S [F (bSZ );bS
K

� ]

Itwillbe shown by using the com m utation relationsofthe spin operatorsthat

[f(bSz);bS
k
+ ]= bS

k
+

�

f(bSz + k�h)� f(bSz)
�

= bS
k
+

�

exp(k�h@z)� 1
�

f(bSz); (64)

where @z is a shorthand for a (form al) derivative with respect to bSz. The function f(x) is assum ed to have an
expansion asa powerseriesin x.
First,itisproved by induction that

[bSnz ;bS+ ]= bS+

�

exp(�h@z)� 1
�
bS
n
z : (65)

Thisrelation holdsforn = 1,

[bSz;bS+ ]= bS+

�

exp(�h@z)� 1
�
bSz = bS+ (bSz + �h � bSz)= �hbS+ : (66)

Eq.(65)isvalid forn + 1 ifassum ed to hold forn:

[bSn+ 1z ;bS+ ]= [bSz;bS+ ]bS
n
z + bSz[bS

n
z ;
bS+ ]

= bS+

�

�hbSnz + (bSz + �h)(exp(�h@z)� 1)bSnz

�

= bS+

�

exp(�h@z)� 1
�
bS
n+ 1
z ; (67)

13



since(bSz + �h)exp(�h@z)= exp(�h@z)bSz.Using f(bSz)=
P 1

n= 0
fn bS

n
z im plies:

[f(bSz);bS+ ]=
1X

n= 0

fn[bS
n
z ;
bS+ ]= bS+

�

exp(�h@z)� 1
� 1X

n= 0

fn bS
n
z

= bS+

�

exp(�h@z)� 1
�

f(bSz): (68)

Thus,Eq.(64)holdsfork = 1,asisnecessary fora proofby induction on k.The step from k to k+ 1 reads

[f(bSz);bS
k+ 1
+ ]= bS

k
+ [f(bSz);bS+ ]+ [f(bSz);bS

k
+ ]bS+

= bS
k+ 1
+

�

(exp(�h@z)� 1)+ (exp(k�h@z)� 1)exp(�h@z)
�

f(bSz)

= bS
k+ 1
+

�

exp((k+ 1)�h@z)� 1
�

f(bSz); (69)

where,in thesecond line,Eq.(68)hasbeen used in theform :f(bSz)bS+ = bS+ exp(�h@z)f(bSz),concluding theproofof
(64).
Relation (64)can also be written as

f(bSz)bS
k
+ = bS

k
+ f(bSz + k�h); or f(bSz � k�h)bSk+ = bS

k
+ f(bSz); (70)

in words,theorderofa function ofbSz only and thekth poweroftheoperator bS+ m ay beexchanged iftheargum ent
ofthefunction f isshifted by an appropriatem ultipleof�h.Sim ilarrelationsareobtained forthestep-down operator
by taking the herm itian conjugateofEqs.(64)and (70).
A proofofEq.(68)forarbitrary functionsf(bSz)iseasily given ifoneexploitsthepropertiesoftheladderoperators

in explicitrepresentations.Theaction ofthe step-up operatorisin allrepresentationsofthe form

bS+ jm ;si= c
s
m jm ;si;c

s
m =

p
s(s+ 1)� m (m + 1): (71)

Using f(bSz)jm ;si= f(m �h)jm ;si,oneobtainsforalljm ;sithat

f(bSz)bS+ jm ;si= c
s
m f((m + 1)�h)jm + 1;si (72)

= bS+ f((m + 1)�h)jm + 1;si= bS+ f(bS+ �h)jm ;si; (73)

im plying that

f(bSz)bS+ = bS+ f(bSz + �h); (74)

which isequivalentto (68).Asbefore,induction on k com pletesthe proofofrelation (64).

B :C LA SSIC A L P ER T U R B A T IO N T H EO R Y

ResultsofclassicalLie-perturbation theory arecollected,foreasycom parison with thequantum -m echnicalform ulae
an analogousnotation isused.Considera Ham iltonian H (S;")= H 0(Sz)+ eH (S;"),whereH 0(Sz)isintegrableand
eH (S;")isthe perturbation.The goalisto rem ovethe perturbation by introducing a new setofspin variables

S
0= bTS ; (75)

wherethe canonicaltransform ation isim plem ented by the operator

bT = exp(� fu(S;");� g): (76)

The function u(S;") is assum ed to have an expansion in powers of",and u(S;" = 0) = 0. W hen expanding the
old and new Ham iltonian functionsin powersof",the construction ofthe transform ation bT leadsto a hierarchy of
equations

fH 0(Sz);up(S� ;Sz)g = R p(S� ;Sz)� H p(Sz) p = 0;1;2;:::; (77)
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which isthe classicalcounterpartof(39).They can be solved by an appropriatechoiceofthe functionsup andH p.

Ifin classicalm echanicsthe expansion offunctionsF (bS)iswritten in analogy to (84)the solutionsof(77)are

H p(Sz)= R p;0(Sz); (78)

up(S� ;Sz)=
1X

k= 1

�

S
k
+

R p;k(Sz)

i!k(Sz)
�
R �
p;k(Sz)

i!k(Sz)
S
k
�

�

: (79)

The expression forup(S� ;Sz)can be sim pli�ed by using !k = k! from (13).
Sim ilarly,the resultsfora two-spin system assum ethe form ofthe expansion (87),

H p(Sz)= R p;00(Sz); (80)

up(S� ;Sz)=
1X

k;l= 0

(k;l)6= (0;0)

 

S
k
1+ S

l
2+

R
+

p;kl
(Sz)

i(!(1)
k
(Sz)+ !

(2)

l
(Sz))

+ Sk1+
R
�

p;kl
(Sz)

i(!(1)
k
(Sz)� !

(1)

l
(Sz))

S
l
2� + c.c.

!

: (81)

C :EX PA N SIO N O F A FU N C T IO N F (bS� ;bSZ )

A convention fortheexpansion offunctionsofspin operatorsisestablished.Forsim plicity,thecaseofa singlespin
bS isconsidered �rst.
Let F (bS� ;bSz) be expandable in powers of bS+ and bS� . Functions depending on bSz only are denoted by curly

sym bolsF (bSz).In general, bF willconsistofa sum ofterm s,each ofwhich isofthe form

bS
n1+

+
bS
n1�

� F1(bSz)bS
n2+

+
bS
n2�

� F2(bSz)� � � (82)

The exponentsnj;� are integersgreaterorequalto zero.Since the product bS+ bS� = g(bSz)dependsonly on bSz,one
can write forarbitrary integersn� � 0 that

bS
n+

+
bS
n�

� =

8
<

:

bS
n+ � n�

+ F> (bSz) n+ > n� ;

F= (bSz) if n+ = n� ;

F< (bSz)bS
n� � n+

� n+ < n� ;

(83)

by exchanging g(bSz)with bSk� according to the rules(70). Thus,expression (82)can be castinto one ofthese form s

ifnow n� arede�ned asthe totalnum berof bS� operatorsin (82),n� =
P

j
nj� .

Collecting allterm s in the expansion ofF (bS� ;bSz) with the sam e num ber of bS+ or bS� ,the operator bF can be
written as

F (bS� ;bSz)= F0(bSz)+
1X

k= 1

�
bS
k
+ F

+

k
(bSz)+ F

�

k
(bSz)bS

k
�

�

; (84)

which willbeconsidered asstandard form .Forthesakeofgenerality,theindex k isassum ed to run overallintegers,
while in a speci�c representation the sum in (84)willrun over2s+ 1 valuesonly.If bF isa herm itean operatorthen
bF0 isherm itean and

F
+

k
(bSz)=

�

F
�

k
(bSz)

�y
: (85)

Thegeneralizationtotwoorm oredegreesoffreedom isstraightforwardbutthenotation becom esm orecum bersom e.
Firstconsidera function F (bS1� ;bS1z;bS2� ;bS2z)depending on the com ponentsoftwo spinsbS1 and bS2.Asbefore,the
function F is assum ed to have an expansion in powers ofthe spin com ponents. Since the com ponents ofdi�erent
spinscom m ute, bF can be broughtto the form :
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F (bS1� ;bS1z;bS2� ;bS2z)= F00(bS1z;bS2z)+
1X

k;l= 0

(k;l)6= (0;0)

�
bS
k
1+

bS
l
2+ F

+ +

kl
(bS1z;bS2z)

+ bS
k
1+ F

+ �

kl
(bS1z;bS2z)bS

l
2� + bS

l
2+ F

� +

kl
(bS1z;bS2z)bS

k
1� + F

� �

kl
(bS1z;bS2z)bS

k
1�

bS
l
2�

�

: (86)

If bF isa herm itean operatorthisexpression sim pli�esto

F (bS1;bS2)= F00(bSz)+
1X

k;l= 0

(k;l)6= (0;0)

�
bS
k
1+

bS
l
2+ F

+ +

kl
(bSz)+ bS

k
1+ F

+ �

kl
(bSz)bS

l
2� + h.c.

�

; (87)

since,generalizing (85)

bF
+ +

kl
= (bF � �

kl
)y; bF

+ �

kl
= (bF � +

kl
)y: (88)

Functions depending on the com ponents ofm ore than two spins can be expanded sim ilarly. O ne gets one term
depending only on the z com ponentsand 2N term swhich contain the explicitdependence on the operators bSj+ and
bSj� .A uniqueway ofordering would be,in extension ofabove,to throughoutposition thestep-up operators bSj+ on
the leftand theiradjointson the rightofthe m iddle partwhich dependson the z com ponentsonly.

�
Thiswork isbased on:Th.G ram espacher(Lie’sche St�orungstheorie und die Integrabilit�atquantenm echanischerSpinsys-

tem e.)D iplom arbeit(Universit�atBasel,1994).
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