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Based on the previously proposed notions of action operators and of quantum integrability,
frequency operators are introduced in a filly quantum -m echanical setting. They are conceptually
usefil because a new form ulation can be given to unitary perturbation theory. W hen worked out
for quantum spin system s, this variant is found to be fom ally equivalent to canonical perturbation
theory applied to nearly-integrable system s consisting of classical spins. In particular, it becom es
possible to locate the quantum -m echanical operatorvalued equivalent of the frequency denom inators
which m ay cause divergence of the classical perturbation series. The results established here link
the concept of quantum -m echanical Integrability to a technical question, nam ely the behaviour of
speci ¢ perturbation series.
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I. NTRODUCTION

In classicalm echanics, the distinction between integrable and nonintegrable H am iltonian system s is clearcut. On
the one hand, for a system to be integrable, the existence of N am ooth, involutive, and functionally independent
constants of the m otion is required. Then, is 2N -dim ensional phase space is guaranteed to be foliated into N —
din ensional tori, and the resulting aln ostperiodic m otion of the system is very sinple. On the other hand, a
nonintegrable system m ay explore a 2N 1)-din ensional region of phase space in the course of tim e if (except for
the energy) there are no invariants w hich restrict the m otion to lowerdin ensionalm anifolds. A ccordingly, the tim e
evolution of a nonintegrable system is extrem ely com plicated ].

M uch isknown about the properties of quantum system s obtained by quantizing classically integrable and noninte—
grable system s, respectively E]. N evertheless, no rigorously established and generally accepted features have em erged
which would allow one to unambiguously distinguish integrable and nonintegrable quantum system s in analogy to
classicalm echanics. W hile the concept of ntegrability is In portant in classicalm echanics (for exam ple, the KAM
theorem dealsw ith the in uence of a perturbation on integrablk system s), it appears, for the tin e being, to be m uch
Jess fertile in quantum m echanics.

A new concept ofquantum integrability hasbeen proposed in E] w hich isbased on quantum -m echanicalaction oper—
ators w ithout any reference to classicalm echanics. Incorporating criticisn ofearlier conocgpts of quantum integrability
E], thisnotion reliesonly on the algebraic structure ofa quantum system provided by the com m utation relationsofthe
basic operators. It is the ob fctive of the present paper to explore the features of nearly quantum integrable system s:
a perturbation is added to a system which quali es as quantum integrable In the above sense, and a m ethod is given
to successively rem ove the disturbance. By using the quantum actions in a fram ework of Lie transform s it becom es
possble to lay open strong formm alanalogies to the corresponding classicalperturbationalapproach. In particular, w ith
frequency operators being de ned for integrable quantum system s, it w ill becom e obvious that quantum -m echanical
\counterparts" of the classical frequency denom inators show up in this perturbational treatm ent. T he results of the
present work are form al, ie., questions of convergence have not yet been dealt wih. Fortunately, the structural
sim flarity of the resuls to classicalm echanics allow s one already to in agine possible scenarios.

T wo generalrem arks are In order before tuming to the detailed presentation. T he investigations are carried out for
spin system sbut the generalization of the results to particle system s is not expected to provide substantialdi culties.
T hen, it should be pointed out that no part of this work relies on sam iclassical approxin ations.

In brief, the paper is organized as follow s. In Section 2, the notion of quantum integrability used here is recapiu-
lated. Frequency operators are introduced in Section 3, and they are recognized to naturally generalize the classical
frequencies known from integrable system s. Them ain part of the paper, Section 4, consists n form ulating the theory
ofL e transfom s for nearly quantum integrable system s. A pplicationsto system sw ith one and tw o degrees of freedom
follow in Section 5. Finally, the results are sum m arized in Section 6, and connections to other work are discussed.
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II.THE ALGEBRAIC VIEW OF QUANTUM INTEGRABILITY

Tt will be usefil to summ arize the algebraic view of quantum integrability in order to m otivate the investigations
of the subsequent chapters. O nly the essential points w illbe m entioned; details have been elaborated on in Ref. E].

Let us outline the concept of integrability w ith a view on the algebraic structure of classicalm echanics. Fora system
of N degrees of freedom there are canonicalvariablesg= (gg;:::;0 ) and p= (o15:::;p8 ). They provide a basis
for the algebra of (an ooth) phase-space functions f (p;q) sinhce each such function can be approxin ated arbitrarily
well by sum m ing products of p, ;q, with appropriate coe cients. They can be muliplied by real coe cients, and
one can add them ; any two phase—space functions de ne a third one via the Poisson bracket tuming the set of all
phase—space functions into a Lie algebra. T his fram ew ork isthe sam e orall classicalm echanical system s. A particular
physical system is describbed by selecting one speci ¢ phase-space function and by calling it the Ham ittonian. Its role
is to generate the tin e evolution of the system by de ning a ow in phase space. Integrability com es in as follow s.
T ypically, the H am iltonian finction w ill degpend on all com ponents of m om entum p and coordinate g. However, it is
possble to perform a canonical change ofbasis, ;) ! ©%d"), as a result of which the Ham iltonian willtum into
a di erent function if expressed in tem s of the prin ed variables. It m ay happen that such a change ofbasis leads to
a particular form ofthe new Ham ittonian function, nam ely that it depends on only half of the num ber of variables,
N . One has found a particularly convenient basis of the algebra because i becom es obvious that the ow in phase
space decom poses Into N decoupled ows. A system with such a trivial ow is called integrabk. A s is welkknown,
this situation is very rare: typically no decoupling basis exists, and the phase-space ow is extrem ely intricate.

Tt is straightforw ard to rephrase this line of thought for quantum -m echanical system s. Now the basis of the algebra

an appropriate sum ofproducts ofb, ;4, . T he com m utator of tw o operators de nes a third one, and Jacobis identity
holds in general: one is dealing w ith a Lie algebra of operators. If one particular operator of the algebra is chosen as
Ham iltonian, a quantum system and its tin e evolution are determ ined. A generic H am ittonian operator w ill depend
on all com ponents of b and §. In special cases, however, a unitary transform ation exists which allow s one to express
the Ham iltonian as a function of only half of the num ber of basic operators, N . By analogy, the system w ill then
be called quantum integrabk. P art of the purpose of the present work is to show that, In an appropriate sense, the
corresponding quantum -m echanical ow is trivial, and that this situation is not generic.

Tt should be noted that In the context of quantum m echanics the temm \algebraic" w ill be understood as \inde-
pendent of the representation." The idea is to only use relations which have a counterpart in the classical algebra.
For exam ple, w ithin each nite-din ensionalm atrix representation of the soin algebra there exist relations between
di erent powers of spin m atrices which are speci ¢ for the representation at hand. Such relations do not exist in the
classical algebra and, thus, they should not be used. An Instructive discussion of the comm on algebraic structure
underlying classical and quantum m echanics hasbeen given by Fak E].

For convenience, the de nition of quantum integrability for spin system s proposed in E] w ill be reproduced. The
description of a quantum spin system wih N degrees of freedom isbased on N copies of the one-spin com m utation
relations,

X
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Here is the criterion for ntegrability of quantum spin system s:

§j=@§j@y=sj(§l;:::§N); j=1;::3N ; @)
such that the Ham iltonian tums into a function of N quantum actions fj = Spj :

H BBy ) =8 G dh): 3)

spaced levels:



If the transfom ation E) hasbeen achieved, the eigenvalues of the H am iltonian can be read o inm ediately, and is
eigenfiinctions are known as well. In spite of reference to the representation 4, Eq. E) is an algebraic statem ent
since it is required to hold in all representations, s= 1=2;1;3=2;:::A swillbecom e clear In Section 4, condition E)
de nes a program which can be carried out in strong analogy to classicalm echanics.

III.FREQUENCY OPERATORS

Frequency operators, to be de ned for quantum integrable system s n a straightforward way, are introduced in
this section. The m ain ob fctive of Ref. E] has been to provide num erical and analytical support for the existence
of quantum -m echanical action operators, and to use them as building blocks for quantum -m echanical integrability.
T hese argum ents w ill not be repeated here| Instead an independent approach w illbe presented which illustrates the
idea ofaction operators from a new perspective. To arrive at the de nition of frequency operatorsw illthen be a sm all
step.

A s a starter, a classicalsoin system w ith one degree of freedom is considered. Tts H am iltonian is assum ed to depend
on a single spin com ponent only, S,, say:

H=H S;): ©)
T he com plex quantities
S =Sy 1Sy (6)

are classical counterparts of ladder operators for a quantum spin. In these variables the P oisson brackets for a single
soin read

£S.;S g= iS ; £S+;S g= 2iS;; (7)
as obtained from the replacement [; ]! ihf;gn @) . The equations ofm otion are given by
s _ fH ;Sg; (8)
at o9y

and for the H am ittonian ﬁ) they read explicitly

das,

1 4 +g + - z/lr

t&e equation ofalotjon for S being complex conjugate to that of S, . W hen expressing the spin as S =
( S pfcos’; S? p?sin’;p ) In tem s of canonical coordinates with fpr ;' g = 1, it becom es obvious that
the third com ponent, S,, plays the ¥l of an action: i is both a canonical variable and a constant of the m otion.

T he phase-gpace functions S are proportionalto the exponentiated angl variabl. In view of later developm ents it
isusefiil to stick w ith the perdodic fuinctions oftine, S (t), instead of using the canonicalvariable ’ . T he frequency

dH (S;)

1S, = a5

11)

is com pletely determ ined by the H am iltonian and thus depends on the action S, only. The tin e evolution of integer
powersk = 2;3;:::0f£S, (t) is obtained from @) as

dsk
dt

= fH;Sfg= iy 1 52); 12)
and sim ilarly for S . T he notation
v Sz) k! (S2); 13)

used here w ill sim plify com parison w ith quantum -m echanical expressions.



Consider now a quantum -m echanical spin system with one degree of freedom , ie., one copy of the com m utation
relations @) only occurs. The Ham ilttonian of the system is assum ed to depend on the third com ponent of the spin

operator@ only,
P=1@®,): 4
A gain, ladder operators are usefiil: o = @X i;@y; lading to com m utators sim ilar to ﬁ):
®.;® 1= nd ;  ©B;P 1= 208, : 15)
H eisenberg’s equations of m otion for the quantum spin are

das

i
— = — ;§; 16
= hulp ] 16)
and for the H am ittonian @)theyread
ab i
= ZP;9,1=0; 17
- hulp ] a7
av, i
= - ;+=.+! z) 7 1
- h[ﬂ?@] i 1 ®,) (18)

and the equation for ® = ®, ) isthe adpint of the last equation,

ae i
_ = - . = il .
= hub,@ 1= i &)® : a9)
The selfad pint operatorb ! ®,) depends on the z com ponent of the soin operator b only; explicitly, one has
1
! @)=~ H&+n) BE) 0)

providing thus the de nition of a quantum -m echanical frequency operator. Its form is suggested by requiring that
the operator ®, stand on the kf of everything else In Eq. @) . The derwation of @) hinges on the fact that the
H am ilton operator depends on the operator @z only because In @) one can then use the relation

F®);®1=9 £® +kn) £®) =8 expkhe,) 1 f®); @1)

where @, denotes the (fom al) derivative w ith respect to the operator @z . An algebraic proof of @) is given in
Appendix A for finctions f (x) which have a pow er-series expansion in x, and another one for arbitrary functions f (x)
which holds in each representation. A di erent but equivalent de nition ofthe frequency operator can be given ifone
moves &, to the right n Eq. ) . E ither convention is unam biguous; in the follow ing, the version occurring In )
w il be used.

C om paring the classical and the quantum -m echanical equations ofm otion, @) and @), it becom es plausble to
call the operator ®, an action operator: it is both a constant of the m otion and (the closest analog of) a canonical
momentum in the soin algebra. It is reasonable to consider the Ham iltonian @) as quantum integrabke since it
depends on nothing but an action operator. Thisalso tswellwih conceiving b given in @) as frequency operator
because @0) is the discretized version of [L1]).

O n thisbasis, the notion of quantum -m echanical ntegrability asde ned in Q Jm akes sense: a system w ith H am iltton
operatorljp w ill be called quantum integrable if a unitary transform ation ® can be fund such that the Ham iltonian
tums into a function of comm uting z com ponents of the di erent soins only while the comm utation relations @)
rem ain Invariant. A s a consequence, the equations of m otion in the Heisenberg picture strongly resem ble those of
classically iIntegrable system s. In addition, frequency operators are de ned in analogy to the classical frequencies both
of which are detem Ined com pletely by the Ham ittonian. Tt is not for the rst tin e that operatorvalued analogs of
the classical frequencies do occur: as early as 1925, D irac introduced a sin ilar concept for particle system s E].

Tt is In portant to look at the tim e evolution of powers of @Jr (and é‘? ). One nds



dff = Eiulp;@fh i 1 B ; 22)
w here now
e ®,) = % H® +kxh) HE®,) : @3)
Since generally
b, 6 kb ; @4)

a di erence to the classical relation (B) arises w hich w ill have interesting consequences for the perturbative approach
to be studied lateron. W hen form ally expanding both sides of @) iIn powers ofh, however, the leading order re ects
the classical relation.

a®;
dt

= ElE]P;@j 1; = x;y;z: @5)

E a quantum integrable N -spin H am iltonian there are N frequency operators generalizing the expressions @) and
):

H (@12;:::;@j2+kh;:::;§’Nz) H (}32) ; (26)

and the tin e evolution of the ladder operators is sin ply given by

abk,
dt

= Elﬁlp;@]ji 1= & b7 k= 1;2;:1 @7)

and their ad pints.

IV.PERTURBATION THEORY

H aving established a conoept of integrability for quantum system s, the program to be carried out is as follow s. In
classicalm echanics, a sn allperturbation is added to an integrable system and it is investigated w hether, by successive
canonical transform ations, the perturbation can be rem oved com pletely; this would render the system integrable. In
consequence of the KAM theorem , however, integrability is destroyed by a generic perturbation: any perturbation
series is doom ed to diverge in nite fractions of phase space. A quantum -m echanical in plem entation ofthis approach
ain s at transform ing a perturbed quantum ntegrable system into an integrable one by applying a sequence of unitary
transform ations. Lie transfom s are a convenient tool here since they are adapted to the algebraic structure of the
theory. M oreover, they facilitate com parison w ith canonical perturbation theory, the relevant form ulae of which are
gathered In Appendix B .

A quantum system oconsisting of N spins w ith constant length @32- is assum ed to be described by a Ham iltonian
operator of the form

Po=H®E"=H,8,)+2E"; ©8)

where P, isa quantum integrable system , depending only on the z com ponents ofthe spins (ifnot indicated otherw ise,

T he perturbation £ ®;mm ay depend on allcom ponents ofthe N spins and it contains a realexpansion param eter
" such that the perturbation vanishes for " = 0: £ (@;O) = 0. Furthem ore, it is assum ed that the unperturbed

H am iltonian I]Po is not degenerate. In the follow ing, a possble dependence of operators on the invariants é‘?j? w illnot
bem ade explicit.



A .U nitary transform ations

Tobegih w ith, it isusefiilto study the e ect ofunitarily transform ing the spin operatorsby an operator .= U &;"
with U ;"= 0) = 1. New soin operators o (throughout this paper the prin e does not denote a derivative) are
Introduced by

B =vu.B)burd); 29)
and the induced transfom ation of the H am iltonian reads
H®&™m=8°8%"; (30)

Et is, In term s of the prim ed operators, B9, the Ham iltonian is given by a new fiinction H °. By using the verse of
) In the fom

B=ui®blu.b)y=urENBIUIEY; @1)
relation ) can be w ritten as
u¥Ehe 85mu°E = 16" : (32)
T his equation holds for any uniary transform ation ®.. Ih view of the criterion r quantum integrability, Q J, the
new Ham iltonian P = #0 is required to depend on the z com ponents of the prim ed soin operators b= Bo only, so
that ) assum es the special form
HEM=H1®&;": 33)
De ning Un (®) = UO(®), Eq. @) tums into
UV @®E @MU @ =H &;": (34)

In order to distinguish quantities related to a general transform ation as in @) from those associated w ith ), curly
sym bols such as® and P willbe used. It w illbe convenient to renam e the curly operators Spby b in Eqg. @) .

B .Perturbation expansion

T he construction ofthe unitary transform ation . achieving @) isat stake now . Under three assum ptions it can be
reduced form ally to the successive solution ofan in nite set ofhierarchical equations determ ined by the unperturbed
Ham iltonian H g (§Z) and the perturbation ¥ (@;") . First, it is assum ed that the perturbation in ) can be expanded
In a power series of the param eter ":

*®
B e;m-= "PH, ®): (35)
p=1
W hen w riting the operator@n as a Lie transform ,
UB;"=exp( uB;m=h); (36)

a sin ilar expansion is required to exist for the hem iean operator o :

R
u®;m = "u, @) : 37

p=1

T he operator b» is called the generator (or generating operator) ofthe unitary transform ation B F nally, tmustbe
possible to expand the new Ham iltonian operator, P, n powers of ":



®
H®,;"= "H, (®,) : (38)

p=0

P lugging these expansions into requirem ent ) and collecting term s m ultiplied by equalpow ers of the param eter ",
one obtains the follow ing set of equations:

0=1P, Py;
El[fbo;bﬂ: B, Py

i i
— ; =P — ;I]P P 12 ;
h[f]po by ] 2 Zhbl 1+ 1] 2

Elﬁlpo;hp]= Rptrizeeiby 1;1191;:::;I]Pp;1191;:::;1bp 1) IJPp;

(39)

For convenience, each equation has been solved for the com m utators of the unperturbed H am ittonian, By, with the
generator of the highest index, b, . Egs. ) constitute a nested hierarchy: at the pth level the quantities I-]Pp and
b, can be detem ined if all quantities w ith sm aller indices have been found; the operator l?@p contains only quantities
know from the beginhning or determ ined when solving the equations of the lower levels. Such a structure is typical for
perturbation theory form ulated in termm s of Lie transform s. It is possble to discuss the m ethod to solve the equations
B89 in il generality f]{{d]. For sin plicity, the procedure is carried out here for a system with a single degree of
freedom  rst; generalization to two (orm ore) spins is then straightforward.

C . O ne degree of freedom
For a single-spin system w ith Ham iltonian

HB;"m=Ho®)+®8;"; (40)

the unknowns b, and I-bp are determ ined from the nested hierarchy @) as ollow s.
Solving the rst equation of the hierarchy is particularly sin ple because it states that the old and the new Ham i~
tonian, I]PO and I-]Po , respectively, coincide. By assum ption, IJPO depends on the z com ponent ofB only, and, thus, IJPO

has this property, too, whilke ® and B are identical to order "°. T his is consistent as is easily seen from the lm it of
vanishing perturbation, "= 0.

T he ram alning equations are all of the sam e type:
SHo®)iu @ B1= R @ 5B H ) @1)

The opeJ:atorll?p can be w ritten as a power series in the operators@ (cf. Eqg. @) in Appendix C):

®
Rp (é? ;§z): Rpio (@z)"' é‘?]:R;;k (é‘?z)+ Rp;k (@z)§k

; 42)
k=1
w ith uniguely de ned operators I-J@;;k = (Ibp;k )¥ and Ibp,.o which depend on o, only.
O n the other hand, expanding uy (@ ;@Z) as in @),
*®
U ® 8,) = up, )+ Siul, &)+ u, &I¥ @3)

k=1

one obtains for the com m utator in @)



: ®

i . .

Eulpo;bp]= Bio), ib + ( ibob, & ; a4)
k=1

w here equation @) has been used. T he order of the operators bp;k and the frequency operator of the unperturbed

system , by, is Inm aterial since they depend on @Z only. O bviously, there is no term depending on @Z alone; hence,
for @) to hold one m ust have

Hy @)= Rpo &) : 45)

Furthem ore, the operators bp;k ollow from com paring @) and @):

% B R
up ® 8, = u, @)+ :*?fﬁ + ﬁ@k ; 46)

k=1

w here the Inverse of the operator b, is wellde ned only if the operator by does not have a zero eigenvalue; this,
how ever, is guaranteed by the assum ption that the unperturbed H am ilttonian hasno degenerate eigenvalues. T herefore,
an operatorh, solving Eqg. @) hasbeen ound in tem s of11@p and by . Its Yiagonal part ug;o ®,) (corresponding to
a phase shift when acting on eigenstates of @z ) rem ains undeterm jned| for sim plicity, it w illbe chosen equalto zero
for allp. A s a resul, the possbility to solve the hierarchy of equations @) has been established. T he sin ilarity of
Eq. {44 with the classical omuls, Eq. {19), is strking.

Tt is In portant to note that the expression ) for the generator hy, exhibits factors inversely proportional to the
frequency operators !y ®,), as is fam iliar from classical perturbation theory (cf. Appendix B).A s can be read o
from the structure of the hierarchy @), the operators lbp are Inear In by, ;: thus, they contain term s proportional
to l=lbf t Solving @) for the generating operator of pth order, h,, one nds it to be proportional to the inverse
of the pth pow er of frequency operators. T he structurally sin ilar classical expansion is bound to converge to a welk-
de ned canonicaltransform ation since all classical system sw ith one degree of freedom are ntegrable. By analogy, it is
expected that the indivdualgenerating operatorshy, w illadd up to a sensible expression for the unitary transform ation

® . Ifclassical system sw ith two degrees of freedom are studied, the In pact ofa perturbation is known to be disastrous
In m ost cases.

D . Two degrees of freedom

For a nearly-integrable quantum system w ih two degrees of freedom
H B18:"=Ho®.:8.)+®868::8::m; @)

the transform ed H am iltonian operator should depend on two new soin com ponents only, é‘PM and éDzz . A sbefore, the
low est order of the hierarchy @) is easily solved by de ning IJPO to be identical w ith the unperturbed H am iltonian,
I]PO .Forp 1, the equations to be solved read:

Elﬁo@lz;@m;up(@l 9, 18L,8)1= Ry & 8 5,8, H,o®,;9,,): 48)

U sing expansions for the operators ﬂ@p and by, (cf. Appendix C) in analogy to @) and @), respectively, one nds
for the generator

2 X R, .B,)
bp (é ;bz) = @]].(+ §2+ i 1) B )
i, @&, + )+ 1 B8))
(k;*)6 (0;0) |
R_,.8.)
+ By, PR > +he. : (49)
i, @) 176

A gain, the generator b, is determ ined up to an arbitrary function ofB, only which is chosen equalto zero. W hen
expressing the denom inators In tem s of the unperturbed Ham iltonian, i becom es cbvious that both spins enter
sym m etrically in @): the st one reads



br = = Ho®+khi®,+ h) Ho®.:%.) (50)

ol

and the second one is equalto

1
b .= - Ho®, + kh;®,) Ho®i%.+ h) (51)

Eqg. @) belongs to the m ain resuls of the present paper. For system s with two (or m ore) degrees of freedom the
generators contain tem s proportional to the inverse of linear com binations of frequency operators. T he expansion
@) m akes sense only if the denom inators bk . do not have a zero eigenvalue, which will be assum ed from now on.
W hen dealing w ith the convergence of the perturbation series, i w ill be necessary to proceed in two steps: rst, the
existence of each generator b, has to be shown, and subsequently i has to be checked that the sum ofallb, ladsto
a sensible resul.

V.EXAMPLES

T he pertubation theory as developed in the previous section is applied here to explicit exam ples. System s w ith
one and two degrees of freedom w ill be studied in order to obtain m ore detailed insight Into the structure of the
denom Inators.

A .One degree of freedom
T he Ham iltonian to be studied is de ned as ollow s
HBm= B+ é 5 4 g@i
= @Z+%§§+£(§2 §§)+g(§f+§2); (52)

the nonzero constants and being realnum bers, and the quantum integrable part, I]Po = @z + @ﬁ =2, is assum ed
to have no degenerate eigenvalue. T he perturbation ¥ &;m = "§§=2 is particularly sin ple because it consists of jist
one single term being proportionalto ".

Tt is straightforw ard to calculate the frequency operators according to @) :

1 2
b = k( + §Z)+§kh; k= 1;2;::: (53)

The rsttem on the right-hand-side de nes a function ! x ofthe operator @Z w hich coincidesw ith the expression for
the classical frequency: 'y (S;) = k! (S,) = k( + % S ,). Due to the discretization of the derivative an additional
tem proportionalto h show sup in E) .

A ccording to @) the new rst-order Ham iltonian is equal to the diagonalpart of the perturbation:

1
H,®,)= Z(‘:?z % ; (54)

ascan be read o from Eqg. @) . W hen expanding the o -diagonalpart of the perturbation the only nonvanishing
coe cients are found to be

1
R1;2 (g)z): 5; (55)

Jlading to the follow Ing expression for the rst-order generator

1 1 1
b= & —+ —& 56)
8 “*ib, b,

w ith b, from ) . Since the energy eigenvaliesofthe H am ittonian Py in @) havebeen assum ed not to be degenerate,
the expectation value of the denom inators in Eq. @) w ill not have zero eigenvalues. Consequently, there is no

principal obstacle which would destroy the convergence of the perturbation series for the unitary transform ation ¥,
sim ilar to classicalm echanics.



B .Two degrees of freedom

Consider a two-spin H am iltonian @) w ith
HGiB8Mm=600+ £&.)+ 5.5, + 28::8::m; (67)
w here
1 2 .
f5x)= x+ > 3X% 5 j=1;2: (58)
T he quantum integrable H am ilttonian consisting ofthe rst three term son the right-hand-side ofEq. @) is quadratic

In the z com ponentsofthe spin. W ith a view to the structure ofthe denom inatorspresent in the generating operator|
w hich are com pletely determ ined by the frequencies of the unperturbed system as seen from Eqg. @) | the form of

the perturbation (]91;§2 ;") must not be speci ed In detail. O n evaluating @) one nds
1
b = k(1 &+ B+ S 1k%h; (59)

and lbkm follow s from exchanging the Indices (1 $ 2). The rsttem is closely related to the classical frequency,

@H o (5125S22)
P 8123802) = k1P (81,782,) = k=g = k(1% 151+ Sz); (60)
1z

and analogously for !f) (S127522). In omula @), the expansion of the generator b, has been given in general
term s. Focus now on the second tem of its right-hand-side containing the di erence of the frequency operators in
the denom inator. Itsm atrix elem ents in the product basis in ; ;m i, consisting of eigenstates of the operators é‘PjZ ,
are given by

+ +
k1l . . . kY .
tm 1 7m ]f+bp— 2 ]nf;m21=mf;mzjbp—mﬁ;mzlmlmgm momd 7 (61)
K K
w here, as before, bk‘ = }bk(l) lb‘(Z),whjch in the present case reads explicitly
h
b = k(1+ 18+ B, Mo+ 2B+ 5y + E( 1k 2¥) e (62)

Since both operators, ®* | and bk .» depend on the z com ponents only, the expectation value of their ratio, Ho=bi, is

pik?
equalto the ratio of their expectation valie, HPi=hbi. c onsequently, the convergence of the pow er series de ning the

rst-order generator for the system @), w il be controlled by m atrix elem ents of operators such as bk‘ n Eqg. @) .
They arem ade up from two contributionsw ith di erent origin. T he operator In lJarge round brackets is recognized as
the di erence of the frequency operators which one would obtain if in the classical form ula @) one were to replace
the variables S, by their operator equivalents, §’jz . The possbility to approxin ate arbitrarily well the ratio of
the frequencies ! @=! ¥ for a given torus (le. xed valies of S;, and S,,) by k=" leads to the problm of sm all
denom nators in classicalm echanics (cf. E]) .

Then, the di erence bk‘ contains a tem proportional to P lanck’s constant: the occurrence of a term linear n h
follow s from studying a H am ilttonian P being quadratic in the z com ponents of the spins. Polynom ials ofdegree r for
the Ham iltonian lead to term s of at m ost h* 1, etc. The presence of such temm s has been noted already by R obnik
@] In a sam iclassical treatm ent of particle system s. H e suggested that these additional term s w ill have the e ect to
m ove the system away from the classical resonance, how ever an allthe value ofh. But looking at the exact expression

) ora xed valie ofP lanck’s constant, h = 1, say, one can also conceive it as a new type of resonance condition
which is no longer linear In the indices k and ‘: a quantum -m echanical nonlinear resonance condition arises which
has to be studied in its own right for all possible representations.

T he relevant m atrix elem ents of the operator bk‘ (cf. @)) read explicitly

h
mi kmy P, kim) M=k(:1+ ihmi+ hm3) ‘(2+ ,hmJ+ hm;) E(1k2 %) (63)
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(note the sign change of the last term relative to @)) . In each individual representation, there is an im portant
di erence com pared to classical m echanics. The range of the numbers k and ' is not all the Integers but it varies
overa nite subset ofthem only, which is determm ined by the spin length s. T his is characteristic of nite-din ensional
representationsof spin system swhile i doesnot occur forparticle system s. T hem atrix elem ents ofthe other operators
n Eq. @) Jead to expressions of the sam e structure.

T here are two ways to study the expression @) . First, consider i as a quantum -m echanical statem ent in is own
right. Thismeans to give h is actual valie and to ket vary both pairs m ;;m 2) and (k; ') over the nite range
determ ined by the value of s. W ithin each (@2s+ 1)-dim ensional representation of the spin algebra, the m odulus
of hbk .1 will have som e positive nonzero m Inin al value, (s). Consequently, for su ciently an all values of ", the
expansion of the generator ¢, in @) is expected to converge because the term s ("= (s)) P can be kept an all. For
soins of length s the perturbed H am iltonian B, s given by a nite-dim ensional hem itian m atrix which guarantees
the existence of a unitary transfom ation diagonalizing it. T herefore, the generic convergence of the construction
should not com e as a surprise (for possble technical di culties, cf. ) . For the present concept of integrability,
however, it is essential that not one speci ¢ representation is studied but that the statem ents hold in an algebraic
sense, or, equivalently, n all representations. T he in plications of this requirem ent w illbe m ade explicit now .

Im agine to have constructed the diagonalizing transform ations In all representations. This set of m atrices m ay
either be the representations of one singke algebraically de ned operator %« or not. In the latter case, the uniary
transform ations in the individual representations w ill not \converge" tow ards one speci c unitary operator for large
valies of s (since the value ofh is kept =xed, this procedure is not identical to the classical Iim it to be discussed
m om entarily) . In addition, for larger values of s the number (s) takeson an aller and an aller values w hich requires
the expansion param eter to be correspondigly am aller. Ifthere isno nite value of " such that the perturbation series
converges for all allow ed values of s, ie. algebraically, the perturbation ¥ ®;") renders the system non-integrable. A
strong decrease of the am allest occurring denom inator (s) as a function of s hasbeen observed num erically. If, on
the other hand, the sum m ation of the perturbation series for all s does not require vanishing ", one m ay expect an
algebraic diagonalizing operator to exist; hence, the perturbation can be absorbed into an appropriate rede nition of
the action operators. In classicalm echanics, this convergence isknown for nite " isknown to result from appropriately
decreasing num erators.

Tum now to the second way to study @): in the sem iclassicallimitwih h 1=sands! 1 , one should recover
the behaviour of the classical frequency denom inators from Eq. @) . Num erical tests m ake it plausble that, indeed,
the value of (s) decrease m onotonically when larger values ofk and " provide better and better approxim ations of
the classical frequency ratio (the values of hm; and hm 2 are kept xed here de ning thus a speci ¢ \torus"). An
analytic study is not straightforward, even for the quadratically m odi ed resonance condition associated w ith @):
the behaviour of the last tem is not easily controlled since hk? and h ¥ m ay have values of the order of s.

VI.DISCUSSION
A .Summ ary and outlook

For the sake of clarity, the m ain points of the developm ent given in the previous pages are brie y summ arized.
Starting from the algebraic skeleton necessary to describbe quantum (soin) system s, argum ents for the existence of
quantum -m echanicalaction and frequency operators in system sw ith a single degree of freedom have been put forward.
W hen applying these conospts to systam sw ith m ore degreesof freedom they lend them selvesto a de nition ofquantum
Integrable system s. An algebraic version of perturbation theory of such system s has been formulated capable to
absorb the e ect of an added disturbance. Since this form ulation respects (and exploits) the underlying Liealgebraic
structure, a tight analogy to classical Lie transformm s is achieved. A s a natural consequence, operatorvalied analogs
ofthe classical frequency denom nators show up when constructing a unitary transfom ation which would diagonalize
the H am ittonian algebraically. In this way, the quantum -m echanical locus of the convergence problem s known to exist
In classicalm echanics has been found, at least on a form al level. In an appropriate sense, the quantum -m echanical
expressions for the denom inators generalize the classical ones. The condition for a classical resonance to occur is,
e ectively, equivalent to a linear relation am ong the classical frequencies (associated w ith a \plane" in action space)
whereas, In a given representation, the relevant quantum -m echanical relation tums out to be nonlinear (de ning
\ellipsoids" or other curved surfaces). Such structures have been observed In sam iclassical treatm ents, for exam ple,
In the work by Berry and Tabor E] who derive energy-level statistics for classically integrable quantum system s In
the Ilim it of an allvalues forh.

W hen scrutinizing the notion ofquantum integrability the ultin ate goalisto provide evidence forboth, tsusefiilness
and is consistency. R igorously testable predictions of speci ¢ properties must result for quantum integrable (and
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nonintegrable) system s, jist as the phase—space foliation of classically integrable system s ows from its classical
counterpart. In our view, the mapr 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) properties of a perturbation series. D ue to the nonlinearities in the quantum -m echanical expressions
Just m entioned, the behaviour of the perturbation series is, from the present point of view , not obvious. In principle,
there is no need for quantum system s to exactly parallel the properties of classically (non-) integrable system s: the
underlying unifying structure is on an algebraic level but w ith the algebras being realized in di erent spaces, in
phase space and in H ibert space, respectively. In the sam iclassical lin i, however, one expects that the statem ents
associated w ith the two realizations becom e com parable if appropriate tools such asW igner functions are em ployed.
T he present form ulation now calls for a detailed parallel investigation of the e ects which a perturbation has on a
classically integrable system and on its quantum counterpart.

H ere is a brief sketch ofa scenario being plausbl In view ofthe present resultswhich, how ever, has to be substanti-
ated by further investigations. Focus on the fiillly quantum -m echanical regin e, that is, x the value ofh and consider
the behaviour of the perturbation serdies in representations of variable dim ension, 2s + 1. It is expected that the
\visbility" of the perturbation w ill increase for dim ensions w ith larger valies of s. A vivid illistration ofthis e ect
hasbeen reported fora system consisting oftw o coupled spinswhere a \regular quantum web" is gradually tom apart
by a perturbation of increasing strength @]. R elated phenom ena have been observed in particle system sby B ohigas,
Tom sovic, and U 1lm o E]. In a study ofthe spin-boson m odel the observed \resonance phenom ena" can be attributed
to the presence of am all denom nators becom Ing m ore or lss e ective In representations of di erent dim ensions
An analytic study of these num erically observed e ects in the vein of the present paper is under way E]. In general,
\quantum resonances" In a nonintegrable quantum system due to ever an aller denom inators w ill becom e m ore and
m ore pronounced if lJarger representations of the spin algebra are considered. The in nite-din ensional representation

(not to be confused w ith the sam iclassical lim i) contains the m ost detailed structure, possbly leading to an actual
divergence of the perturbation series.

B .Related work

T here is a large num ber of pints between earlier work and the present one which so far have been allided to only
occasionally. Tt isusefilto dwellon them for a m om ent, to draw parallels and to point out di erences.

T he Introduction of frequency operators (in the present termm nology) provides a link to them ost advanced papers of
the \old quantum m echanics." In 1925, D irac E] de ned \gnum bers" which would ful 1l the fundam ental com m uta—
tion relations of position and m om entum . B asic algebraic consequences are derived, partly by exploiting the analogy
to the classical P oisson brackets. O ne section of the paper is devoted to \m uliply periodic system s" characterized
by the existence of \uniform izing variables" which nowadays would be called action and angle operators) such that
the H am iltonian depends on the action operatorsonly (cf. Eq. E)) . In the tem nology of the present work m ultiply
periodic system s are thus recognized as quantum integrable ones. A ssum ing the action-angl operators to ful 1l the
sam e com m utation relationsasm om entum and position | which isuntenable due to the defectiveness of a phase oper-
ator @H D irac introduced two di erent types of frequencies. The rst one is supposed to govem the tin e evolution
of the phase operator itself whereas the second one is associated w ith the tim e derivative of the exponentiated phase
operator. It tums out that the latter frequency operator is equivalent to the expression given in @) . Dirac also
m entions its two possible versions re ecting the freedom of ordering in @) . For spin system s considered here, the
operator o, lays a r0le sim ilar to the exponentiated angle operator.

W entzel ] continued D irac’s work by establishing a link between H eisenberg’s m atrix m echanics and the g-—
num bers. In particular, he w rote dow n expressions for quantum -m echanical frequencies sin ilarto @) being applicable
to m ultiply periodic system sonly. H owever, this line of reasoning seam s to have com e to an abrupt end by the advent
ofwavem echanics in 1926: the serious shortcom ing ofthe earlier quantum theory to allow for quantization ofm ultiply
periodic system s only was rem oved by Schrodinger’s equation which is easily w ritten down for particles sub fcted to
arbirary potentials.

Sim ilarly, strong form ala nities to H eisenberg’s form ulation of perturbation theory @ exist. T his is easily under-
stood if one recalls that before the Introduction of Schrodinger’s equation classicalm echanics served m uch m ore than
later as A riadne’s thread for quantum -m echanical developm ents. Still, H eisenberg’s approach to treat perturbations
and the w idely used perturbation schem e of R ayleigh-Schrodinger @] di er conogptually In an in portant way from
the present one. Tradiionally, any quantum system m ay serve as a starting point for perturbation theory, the only
assum ption being that its (hecessarily periodic) solutions are known. In the approach developed here, the unperturbed
system is assum ed to be quantum integrable, hence it presum ably stem s from a restricted class of system s, and the
e ect of the perturbation is to rem ove i from this class. In order to prove the K AM -theoram , classical perturbation
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theory is developed relative to integrablk system s: the fate of a torus under the perturbation is investigated, not
is e ect on an arbirary periodic so]utjon| which m ight happen to be an isolated periodic orbit of a nonintegrable
system . KAM -theory would not apply at all. Tt ishoped that by system atically m oving aw ay from integrablk quantum

system s generic properties w illbe seen to em erge for nonintegrable ones.

A s or a closeup of the relation between classical tori and H eisenberg’s m atrix m echanics which ts well into the
schem e developed here, see the work by G reenberg, K lein and Li @].

N ext, there are close ties to Birkho nom al form s ﬂ] and to the so-called \algebraic quantization" reviewed in
E]. T he idea is to quantize integrable approxin ations to classically nonintegrable system s. C rehan @] worked out
quantum -m echanical nom al form s In the spirit of B irkho and G ustavson, starting from the classical H am iltonian
function in the neighbourhood of a point of stable equilbrium . Im pressive agreem ent between exact quantum -
m echanical solutions and the approxin ate ones has been ocbtained E,@] In contrast to these works, however, no
recourse hasbeen m ade to classicalm echanics In the present approach.

C onceming the presence of the quantum equivalents ofthe an alldenom inators, their occurrence in the sem iclassical
lim it has been noted already by Robnik @] (and by Gra , cf. the ntroduction of ) . Robnik pointed out that
for an all values of P lJanck’s constant the classicaldenom natorsw illbe m odi ed by tem s ofthe orderh. It hasbeen
con gctured that in this way the resonance conditions are destroyed which govem the fate of an individual classical
torus, that is, is survival or destruction. It is expected that in view of the exact expression @) the e ect of the
denom inators can be studied in m ore detail.

A Iso, the understanding of clashes between the behaviour of classical and quantum perturbation expansions m ay
bene t from the present approach. It hasbeen noted by E ckhardt @] for a onedin ensionalparticle system that the
convergence of a classical perturbation series is not autom atically re ected In the convergence of the corresponding
quantum perturbation series as follow s from a sin ple scaling argum ent.

In order to dealw ith issues of perturbation series for quantum system s a new setting has been provided by Bel-
lissard and V ittot E] whose work is based on the conoept of non-com m utative geom etry. Their work is focussed
on Lietransform techniques for quantum -m echanical particle system s w ith respect to the classical lim . The as—
pect of integrability, seem ingly, has not been addressed in detail. Tt is particularly im portant that estim ates of the
N ekhoroshev-type becom e available which allow one to control the approxin ations for energy eigenvalues extrem ely
well. For system sw ith one degree of freedom , the convergence of the perturbation serieshasbeen proven (cf. @]) LAt
present, the theory hasbeen worked out for particle system s only while the transfer to spin system s is In preparation
@]. A common feature of m any works in this area (cf. also @] is that the unperturbed system s considered are
collections ofham onic oscillators. H aving frequency operators at one’s diposal, this restriction seem s to be no longer
necessary.

Finally, a review ofthe use ofLietransform techniquesand KAM -lke results In quantum m echanics hasbeen given
by Jauslin @] dealing to a large extent w ith extemally driven system s.

A:THE COMMUTATORS F & );¥ ]

Tt w illbe shown by using the com m utation relations of the spin operators that

E®);P =9 £® +kxn) £&,) =8 expkhe,) 1 £E,); 64)

where @, is a shorthand for a (fom al) derivative with respect to @z . The function f (x) is assum ed to have an
expansion as a power series In x.
F irst, it is proved by induction that

78, 1= 5, exphe,) 18 : (65)
T his relation hods forn = 1,
B9 1=5 ephe,) 15 =5 &+n 5,)=hnb : (66)
Eq. (69) isvalid orn+ 1 ifassum ed to hold forn:
B 1= B8 30+ &, ;5
=5 n¥+ &, +hephe) 1Y

® exphe,) 18 ©67)
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P 1
n=0

sinoe @, + h) exp (Q,) = exp h@,)®,. Using £ ®,) = £, 97 in plies:

R
£&):® 1= £B;91=9 epnhe,) 1 £, 90

n=0 n=0

=5 exphe,) 1£@®,): (68)
Thus, Eqg. @) holds fork = 1, as is necessary for a proofby induction on k. The step from k to k + 1 reads
@)1= 8 &8 1+ B8
=& (exphe,) 1)+ (xpkh@,) 1)exphe,) £(®,)
= & exp (k+ Dhe,) 1 £&,); (69)

where, in the second line, Eq. @) hasbeen used in the om : £ &), = &, exp h@,)f ®,), concliding the proofof

€9 .

Relation @) can also be w ritten as
E®) =& f®, +kn); or £®, k¥ =r@,); (70)

in words, the order of a finction of &, only and the kth pow er of the operator e, m ay be exchanged if the argum ent
ofthe function f is shifted by an appropriate m ultiple ofh. Sin ilar relations are obtained for the step-down operator
by taking the hem itian conjigate ofEgs. @) and @) .

A proofofEqg. @) for arbitrary functions £ (@z) is easily given if one exploits the properties of the ladder operators
In explickt representations. T he action of the step-up operator is in all representations of the form

p
O in;si= & Mmjsi;d = s+ 1) mm o+ 1): (71)

Using £ (@z)jn ;si= f m h)in ;si, one obtains for all ;n ;si that

£®)®, n;si= & £(m + Dh)dn + 1;si (72)
=9 f(m + Dh)jn + 1;si= & £ &, h)jn ;si; (73)

In plying that
E®)®, =8 £®, + h); (74)

which is equivalent to @) . A sbefore, induction on k com pletes the proof of relation @) .

B:CLASSICALPERTURBATION THEORY

Results ofclassicallie-perturbation theory are collected, foreasy com parison w ith the quantum -m echnical form ulae
an analogous notation isused. Consider a Ham iltonian H (S;") = Ho (S,) + ¥ (S;"), where H o (S,) is integrable and
¥ (S;") is the perturbation. T he goal is to rem ove the perturbation by introducing a new set of spin variables

s’= Ps; (75)
w here the canonical transform ation is in plem ented by the operator
P=exp( fus;m; 9 : (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 ittonian fiinctions in powers of ", the construction of the transfom ation P kadsto a hierarchy of
equations

fHoS2)iup (S ;Sz)g= Rp (S ;S;) Hp() p= 0;1;2;:::; 77)
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w hich is the classical counterpart of @) . They can be solved by an appropriate choice of the functions u, andH ,
If in classicalm echanics the expansion of fiinctions F ®) is written in analogy to ) the solutions of @) are

Hp(sz): Rp;O (S2) 7 (78)
b R, (S R_, (S;)

up (S ;S,) = sk ,p'k( ) bk TE gk 79)
SRR TECI B TR

The expression foru, (S ;S;) can be sinpli ed by using !y = k! from @).
Sim ilarly, the results for a two-goIn system assum e the form of the expansion .),

Hp(sz)= Rp;OO (SZ); (80)

Up (S ;S,) = sk, sJ,

k;l=0
(k;16 (0;0)

it M)+ 1P e
!

k Rp'kl(sz)

TP e 1P e

+5S S, +cec. 81)

C:EXPANSION OF A FUNCTION F (¥ ;§)

A convention forthe expansion of fiinctions of soin operators is established. For sin plicity, the case ofa singlke soin
B is considered  rst.

LetF (¥ ;@Z) be expandable In powers of ®, and ® . Functions depending on @Z only are denoted by curly
sym bols F (@Z). In general, P will consist of a sum of tem s, each of which is of the form

S H T @S FL®,) 82)

The exponents nj; are integers greater or equalto zero. Since the product &b = g(@z) depends only on @Z , one
can w rite for arbirary integersn 0 that

8
< @f* TR, ®,) n, >n ;

o = . F_o ®,) ifn, =n ; (83)
T F.o B ™ n, <n ;

by exchanging g(@ with &* according to the rules @) T hus, expressign @) can be cast into one of these form s
ifnow n are de ned as the totalnumber of operators in . 5

Collecting all term s in the expansion of F (¥ @)wﬂ:hthesamenumberof@ or ® theoperator]b can be
w ritten as

nj

%
F® ;9)=Fo®)+ r ®)+F, &) (84)

k=1

w hich w illbe considered as standard fomm . For the sake of generality, the index k is assum ed to run over all integers,
while In a speci ¢ representation the sum in @) will run over 2s+ 1 values only. If P is a hem itean operator then
]bo is hem itean and

Yy

F, &)= F,_ &) 85)

T he generalization to tw o orm ore degrees of freedom is straightforw ard but the notation becom esm ore cum bersom e.
F irst consider a function F (@1 ;@1z ;@z ;@zZ) depending on the com ponents oftwo soins }91 and }32 . A s before, the
function F is assum ed to have an expansion in powers of the spin com ponents. Since the com ponents of di erent
soins com m ute, P can be brought to the fom :
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b3
F @& ;9.8 18,)=Fo &%)+ sk, O, Fr ®1.:95,)

k;l=0
(k;1)6 (0;0)

+8LF BLi8.8 +5,F " L8 v F, 85808 8 (86)
If P is a hem itean operator this expression sin pli es to

®
F ®;8,)=Fo B,)+ SO FIT B+ ELF, 8.8 +he @®7)

k;1=0
(k;1)6 (0;0)

since, generalizing @)
]b}:f = (Ibkl )i ]‘b]:l = @kf . (88)

Functions depending on the com ponents of m ore than two soins can be expanded sim ilarly. O ne gets one tem
depending only on the z com ponents and 2" term s which contain the explicit dependence on the operators §j+ and

@j . A unique way of ordering would be, in extension of above, to throughout position the step-up operators §j+ on
the keft and their ad pints on the right of the m iddle part which depends on the z com ponents only.

Thiswork isbased on: Th. G ram esgpacher (Lie’sche Storungstheorie und die Integrabilitat quantenm echanischer Spinsys—
tem e.) D plom arbeit (Universitat Basel, 1994).
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