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O n the cancelation ofquantum -m echanical
corrections at the periodic m otion

J.M anjavidze1

A bstract

The paper contains description ofthe path integrals in the action-angle phase space.

It allowsto split the action and angle quantum degrees offreedom and to show that the

angularquantum correctionsarecanceleach otheriftheclassicaltrajectoryisperiodic.The

considered in thepaperexam pleshowsthatthequantum problem can bequasiclassicalover

the part(angularin the considered case)degreesoffreedom .
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1 Introduction

Itwillbe shown in thispaperthatthe quantum 
uctuationsofangularvariablescancel

each otherifthe classicalm otion isperiodic. This cancelation m echanism can be used

forthe path-integralexplanation ofthe rigid rotatorproblem s integrability (last one is

isom orphicto thePocshle-Tellerproblem [1])[2].Notealso thattheclassicaltrajectories

ofallknown integrablequantum -m echanicalproblem s(oftherigid rotator,oftheH-atom

[3],etc.) areperiodic.

Ourtechnicalproblem consistin necessity to extractthequantum angulardegreesof

freedom .Forthispurposewewillusetheunitary de�nition ofthepath integralm easure

which guaranteestheconservation oftotalprobability atarbitrary transform ationsofthe

path integralvariables[4].Itwillallow to de�ne thepath integralin the phase space of

action-anglevariablesand,correspondingly,tode�nethequantum m easureoftheangular

degreesoffreedom .

M ostly probable that the considered phenom ena has the generalcharacter and its

dem onstration willbe fruitful. Forsim plicity thise�ectofcancellationswe willdem on-

strateon theone-dim ensional�x4 m odel[5].In thefollowing section thebriefdescription

ofunitary de�nition ofthepath-integralm easurewillbegiven.Theperturbation theory

in term sofaction-anglevariableswillbeconstracted in Sec.3 (theschem eoftransform ed

perturbation theory wasgiven in [4]).In Sec.4 thecancelation m echanism willbedem on-

strated.

2 T he unitary de�nition of the path-integral m ea-

sure

W ewillcalculatethetheprobability

R(E )=

Z

dx1dx2jA(x1;x2;E )j
2
; (2.1)

to introducetheunitary de�nition ofpath-integralm easure[6].Here

A(x1;x2;E )= i

Z
1

0

dTe
iE T

Z
x(T)= x2

x(0)= x1

D xe
iSC + (T )(x) (2.2)

istheam plitude.Theaction

SC + (T)(x)=

Z

C + (T)

dt(
1

2
_x2 �

!2
0

2
x
2
�
�

4
x
4) (2.3)

isde�ned on theM ills’contour[7]:

C� (T):t! t� i�; � ! +0; 0� t� T: (2.4)

So,we willom itthe calculation ofthe am plitude since it is su�cient to now R(E ) for

the bound statesenergies com putation (see also [8]where a m any-particles system was

considered from thispointofview).
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Inserting (2.2)into (2.1)we�nd:

R(E )=

Z
1

0

dT+ dT� e
iE (T+ � T� )

Z
x+ (T+ )= x� (T� )

x+ (0)= x� (0� )

D xe
iS

C � (x) (2.5)

isdescribed by theclosed-path integral.Thetotalaction

SC � (x)= SC + (T+ )(x+ )� SC � (T� )(x� ); (2.6)

wheretheintegration overturning points

x1 = x+ (0)= x� (0); x2 = x+ (T+ )= x� (T� ) (2.7)

wasperform ed.

Using thelineartransform ations:

x� (t)= x(t)� e(t) (2.8)

and

T� = T � � (2.9)

we�nd,calculating integralsovere(t)and � perturbatively [4],that

R(E )= 2�

Z
1

0

dT expf
1

2i
!̂�̂ � i

Z

C (+ )(T)

dt̂j(t)̂e(t)g

Z

D xe
� i~H (x;�)� iVT (x;e)�

��(E + ! � HT(x))
Y

t

�(�x + !
2

0x+ �x
3
� j): (2.10)

The \hat" sym bolm eans di�erentiation over corresponding auxiliary quantity. For in-

stance,

!̂ �
@

@!
; ĵ(t)=

�

�j(t)
: (2.11)

Itwillbeassum ed that

ĵ(t2 C� )j(t
0
2 C� )= �(t� t

0);

ĵ(t2 C� )j(t
0
2 C� )� 0: (2.12)

Thetim eintegralovercontourC (� )(T)m eansthat

Z

C (� )(T)

=

Z

C + (T)

�

Z

C � (T)

: (2.13)

Attheend ofcalculationsthelim it(!;�;j;e)= 0 m ustbecalculated.Theexplicitform

of ~H (x;�),VT(x;e) willbe given later;H T(x) is the Haniltonian at the tim e m om ent

t= T.

The functional�-function unam biguously determ ines the contributions in the path

integral.Forthispurposewem ust�nd thestrictsolution xj(t)oftheequation ofm otion:

�x+ !
2

0x + �x
3
� j= 0; (2.14)
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expanding it over j. In zero order over j we have the classicaltrajectory xc which is

de�ned by theequation ofm otion:

�x + !
2

0x + �x
3 = 0: (2.15)

Thisequation isequivalentto thefollowing one:

t+ �0 =

Z x

dxf2(h � !
2

0x
2
� �x

4)g� 1=2: (2.16)

The solution ofthis equation is the periodic elliptic function [9]. Here (h;�0) are the

constantsofintegration ofeq.(2.15).

Them apping ofourproblem on theaction-anglephasespacewillbeperform ed using

representation (2.10)[4].Using theobviousde�nition oftheaction:

I =
1

2�

I

f2(h � !
2

0x
2
� �x

4)g1=2; (2.17)

and oftheangle

� =
@h

@I

Z xc

f2(h � !
2

0x
2
� �x

4)g� 1=2 (2.18)

variables[11]weeasily �nd from (2.10)that

R(E )= 2�

Z
1

0

dT expf
1

2i
!̂�̂ � i

Z

C (+ )(T)

dt̂j(t)̂e(t)g

Z

D ID �e
� i~H (xc;�)� iVT (xc;e)�

��(E + ! � hT(I))
Y

t

�(_I� j
@xc

@�
)�(_� � 
(I)+ j

@xc

@I
);(2.19)

wherexc = xc(I;�)isthesolution ofeq.(2.18)with h = h(I)asthesolution ofeq.(2.17)

and thefrequency


(I)=
@h

@I
: (2.20)

Representation (2.19)isnotthefullsolutionofourproblem :theactionandanglevariables

arestillinterdependentsince they both areexited by thesam e source j(t).Thisre
ects

the Lagrange nature ofthe path-integraldescription of(x;p)phase-space m otion. The

true Ham iltone’s description m ust contain independent quantum sources ofaction and

anglevariables.

3 T heperturbation theory in the action-angle phase

space

The structure ofsource term sj@xc=@� and j@xc=@I showsthatthe source ofquantum


uctuationsisthe classicaltrajectoriesperturbationsand j isthe auxiliary variable. It
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allowstoregroup theperturbation seriesin afollowingm anner.Letusconsidertheaction

oftheperturbation-generating operators:

e
� i
R

C
(+ )(T )

dt̂j(t)̂e(t)
e
� iVT (x;e)

Y

t

�(_I+ j
@xc

@�
)�(_� � 
(I)� j

@xc

@I
=

=

Z

D eID e�e
i
R

C
(+ ) dt(eI

_I+ e�(
_�� 
(I)))

e
� iVT (x;ec); (3.1)

where

ec(eI;e�)= eI
@xc

@�
� e�

@xc

@I
(3.2)

Theintegralsover(eI;e�)willbecalculated perturbatively:

e
� iVT (x;ec) =

1
X

nI;n�= 0

1

nI!n�!

Z nIY

k= 1

(dtkeI(tk))

n�
Y

k= 1

(dt0ke�(t
0

k))PnI;n�(xc;t1;:::;tnI;t
0

1;:::;tn�);

(3.3)

where

PnI;n�(xc;t1;:::;tnI;t
0

1;:::;tn�)=

nIY

k= 1

ê
0

I(tk)

n�
Y

k= 1

ê
0

�(t
0

k)e
� iVT (x;e

0

c
)
: (3.4)

Here e0c � ec(e
0

I;e
0

�)and the derivativesin thisequality are calculated ate0I = 0,e0� = 0.

Atthesam etim e,

nIY

k= 1

eI(tk)

n�
Y

k= 1

e�(t
0

k)=

nIY

k= 1

(îjI(tk))

n�
Y

k= 1

(îj�(t
0

k))e
� i
R

C
(+ ) dt(jI(t)eI(t)+ j� (t)e� (t)): (3.5)

The lim it (jI;j�) = 0 is assum ed. Inserting (3.3), (3.5) into (3.1) we will�nd new

representation forR(E ):

R(E )= 2�

Z
1

0

dT expf
1

2i
!̂�̂ � i

Z

C (+ )(T)

dt(̂jI(t)̂eI(t)+ ĵ�(t)̂e�(t))g�

�

Z

D ID �e
� i~H (xc;�)� iVT (xc;ec)�(E + ! � hT(I))

Y

t

�(_I� jI)�(_� � 
(I)� j�) (3.6)

in which theaction and theangledegreesoffreedom aredecoupled.

Solving thecanonicalequationsofm otion:

_I = jI;
_� = 
(I)+ j�; (3.7)

theboundary conditions:

Ij(0)= I0; �j(0)= �0 (3.8)

for the solutions Ij;�j ofeqs.(3.7) willbe used. This willlead to the following Green

function:

g(t� t
0)= �(t� t

0); (3.9)
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with sym m etric step function:�(0)= 1=2.Thesolutionsofeqs.(3.7)havetheform :

Ij(t)= I0 +

Z

dt
0
g(t� t

0)jI(t
0)� I0 + I

0(t);

�j(t)= �0 + ~
(Ij)t+

Z

dt
0
g(t� t

0)j�(t
0)� �0 + ~
(Ij)t+ �

0(t); (3.10)

where

~
(Ij)=
1

t

Z

dt
0
g(t� t

0)
(I0 + I
0(t0)): (3.11)

Inserting (3.10)into (3.6)we�nd:

R(E )= 2�

Z
1

0

dT expf
1

2i
!̂�̂ � i

Z

C (+ )(T)

dt(̂jI(t)̂eI(t)+ ĵ�(t)̂e�(t))g�

�

Z
1

0

dI0

Z
2�

0

d�0e
� i~H (xc;�)� iVT (xc;ec)�(E + ! � hT(Ij)); (3.12)

where

xc = xc(Ij;�j)= xc(I0 + I
0(t);�0 + ~
(Ij)t+ �

0(t)) (3.13)

and ec was de�ned in (3.2). Note that the m easure ofthe integrals over (I0;�0) was

de�ned withoutoftheFaddeev-Popov’sansatz[10]and thereisnotany \hosts" sincethe

Jacobian oftransform ation isequalto one.

W e can extract the Green function into the perturbation-generating operator using

theequalities:

ĵI(t)=

Z

dt
0
g(t� t

0)̂I0(t);

ĵ� =

Z

dt
0
g(t� t

0)�̂0(t); (3.14)

which evidently followsfrom (3.10).In result,

R(E )= 2�

Z
1

0

dT expf
1

2i
!̂�̂ � i

Z

C (+ )(T)

dtdt
0
g(t0� t)(̂I(t)̂eI(t

0)+ �̂(t)̂e�(t
0))g�

�

Z
1

0

dI0

Z
2�

0

d�0e
� i~H (xc;�)� iVT (xc;ec)�

��(E + ! � hT(Ij));(3.15)

wherexc wasde�ned in (3.13).

W ecan de�netheform alism withoutdoubling ofdegreesoffreedom .Onecan usethe

factthattheaction ofperturbation-generating operatorsand theanalyticalcontinuation

totherealtim esarethecom m utingoperations.Thiscanbeseeneasilyusingthede�nition

(5.1).In result:

R(E )= 2�

Z
1

0

dT expf
1

2i
!̂�̂ � i

Z
T

0

dtdt
0�(t0� t)(̂I(t)̂eI(t

0)+ �̂(t)̂e�(t
0))g�

�

Z
1

0

dI0

Z
2�

0

d�0e
� i~H (xc;�)� iVT (xc;ec)�(E + ! � hT(I0 + I(T)); (3.16)
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where

~H T(xc;�)= 2

1
X

n= 1

�2n+ 1

(2n + 1)!

d2n

dT2n
h(I0 + I(T)) (3.17)

and

� VT(xc;ec)= S(xc+ ec)� S(xc� ec): (3.18)

Now wewillusethelast�-function:

R(E )= 2�

Z
1

0

dT expf
1

2i
(̂!�̂ +

Z T

0

dtdt
0�(t0� t)(̂I(t)̂eI(t

0)+ �̂(t)̂e�(t
0))g�

�

Z
1

0

dI0

Z
2�

0

d�0


(E + !)
e
� i~H (xc;�)� iVT (xc;ec); (3.19)

Here

xc(t)= xc(I(E + !)+ I(t)� I(T);�0 + ~
t+ �(t)): (3.20)

Eq.(3.19)containsunnecessary contributions:theaction oftheoperator

Z T

0

dtdt
0�(t� t

0)̂eI(t)̂I(t
0) (3.21)

on ~H T,de�ned in (3.17),leadsto thetim eintegralswith zero integration range:

Z
T

0

dt�(T � t)�(t� T)= 0: (3.22)

Using thisfact,

R(E )= 2�

Z
1

0

dTe
1

2i

R
T

0
dtdt0�(t0� t)(Î(t)̂eI(t

0)+ �̂(t)̂e� (t
0))
�

�

Z
1

0

dI0

Z
2�

0

d�0


(E )
e
� iVT (xc;ec); (3.23)

where

xc(t)= xc(I0(E )+ I(t)� I(T);�0 + ~
t+ �(t)): (3.24)

istheperiodicfunction:

xc(I0(E )+ I(t)� I(T);(�0+ 2�)+ ~
t+ �(t))= x c(I0(E )+ I(t)� I(T);�0+ ~
t+ �(t)):(3.25)

Now wecan considerthecancelation ofangularperturbations.

4 C ancelation ofangular perturbations

Introducing theperturbation-generating operatorinto theintegralover�0:

R(E )= 2�

Z
1

0

dTe
1

2i

R
T

0
dtdt0�(t0� t)Î(t)̂eI(t

0)
�

�

Z
1

0

dI0

Z
2�

0

d�0


(E )
e

1

2i

R
T

0
dtdt0�(t0� t)�̂(t)̂e� (t

0)
e
� iVT (xc;ec); (4.1)
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the m echanism ofcancellationsofthe angularperturbationsbecom esevident. One can

form ulatethestatem ent:

(i)if

e
1

2i

R
T

0
dtdt0�(t0� t)�̂(t)̂e� (t

0)
e
� iVT (xc;ec) = e

� iVT (xc;ec)je�= �= 0 + dF(�0)=d�0; (4.2)

and

(ii)if

F(�0 + 2�)= F(�0); (4.3)

then weeasily �nd:

R(E )= 2�

Z
2�

0

d�0


(E )

Z
1

0

dTdI0e
1

2i

R
T

0
dtdt0�(t0� t)(Î(t)̂eI(t

0)
e
S(xc+ e@xc=@�0)� S(xc� e@xc=@�0):(4.4)

Forthe(�x4)1-m odel

S(xc+ e@xc=@�0)� S(xc� e@xc=@�0)= S0(xc)� 2�

Z T

0

dtxc(t)fe@xc=@�0g
3
; (4.5)

where[6]

S0(xc)=

I

T

dt(
1

2
_x2c �

!2
0

2
x
2

c �
�

4
x
4

c) (4.6)

istheclosed tim e-path action and

xc(t)= xc(I(E )+ I(t)� I(T);�0 + ~
t): (4.7)

(hereI(t)and I(T)aretheauxiliary variables).In thiscasetheproblem isquasiclassical

overtheangulardegreesoffreedom .

The condition (4.3)requiresthatthe classicaltrajectory xc,with allderivativesover

I0,�0,is the periodic function. In the considered case of(�x4)1-m odelxc is periodic

function with period 1=
 [9],see (5.2). Therefore,we can concentrate ourattention on

thecondition (4.2)only.

Expanding F(�0)over�:

F(�0)= �F1(�0)+ �
2
F2(�0)+ ::: (4.8)

we�nd frof(??) that

d

d�0
F1(�0)=

Z T

0

3
Y

k= 1

dt
0

k�̂(t
0

k)(�
6

(2i)3
)

Z T

0

dt

3
Y

k= 1

�(t� t
0

k)xc(t)(@xc=@I0)
3
e
iS0(xc) =

=

Z T

0

dt
0
�̂(t0)f(�

6

(2i)3
)

Z T

0

dt�(t� t
0)

2
Y

k= 1

(�(t� t
0

k)�̂(t
0

k))xc(t)(@xc=@I0)
3
e
iS0(xc)g �

�

Z T

0

dt
0
�̂(t0)B 1(�):(4.9)
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Thisexam pleshowsthatthesum overallpowersof� can bewritten in theform :

d

d�0
F(�0)=

Z
T

0

dt
0
�̂(t0)B (�); (4.10)

where,using thede�nition (3.20),

B (�)=

Z
T

0

dt~B (�0 + �(t)): (4.11)

Therefore,

�̂(t0)B (�)=
d

d�0

Z T

0

dt�(t� t
0)~B (�0 + �(t)) (4.12)

iscoincidewith thetotalderivativeoverinitialphase�0,and

F(�0)= ~B (�0 + �(t))j�= 0: (4.13)

Thisresultendstheconsideration.Itassum esthattheexpansion overinteraction constant

� exist.Indeed,itisknown [5]thattheperturbation seriesfor(�x4)1-m odelwith � > 0

isconvergentin Borelsense.

5 C onclusion

1. Itwasshown thatthe real-tim e quantum problem can be qusiclassicaloverthe part

ofthe degrees offreedom and quantum over another ones. Following to the result of

thispaperonem ay introducethe(probably naive)interpretation ofthequantum system s

integrability (wesupposethattheclassicalsystem isintegrableand can bem apped on the

com pacthypersurfacein thephasespace[11]):thequantum system isstrictly integrable

in resultofcancelation ofallquantum degreesoffreedom .Them echanism ofcancelation

ofthequantum correctionsisvaried from caseto case.

For som e problem s (as the rigid rotator,or the Pocshle-Teller) the cancelation of

quantum angulardegreesofthefreedom isenough sincethey carry only theangularones.

In an anothercase (asin the Coloum b problem ,orin the one-dim ensionalm odels)the

problem m ay be partly integrable since the quantum 
uctuations ofaction degrees of

freedom just survive. Theirs absence in the Coloum b problem needs specialdiscussion

(one m usttake into accountthe dynam ical(hidden)sym m etry ofColoum b problem [3];

to bepublished).

The transform ation to the action-angle variables m apsthe N -dim ensionalLagrange

problem on the 2N -dim ensionalphase-space torus. Ifthe winding num ber on this hy-

pertorusisa constant(i.e.thetopologicalchargeisconserved)onecan expectthesam e

cancellations.Thisisim portantforthe�eld-theoreticalproblem s(forinstance,forsine-

Gordonem odel[12]).

2. In the classicalm echanics the following approxim ated m ethod ofcalculations is

used [11].Thecanonicalequationsofm otion:

_I = a(I;�); _� = b(I;�) (5.1)
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arechanged on theaveraged equations:

_J =
1

2�

Z
2�

0

d�a(J;�); _� = b(J;�); (5.2)

Itispossibleiftheperiodicoscillationscan beextracted from thesystem aticevolution of

thedegreesoffreedom s.

In ourcase

a(I;�)= j@xc=@�; b(I;�)= 
(I)� j@x c=@I: (5.3)

Inserting thisde�nitionsinto (5.2)we �nd evidently wrong resultsince in thisapproxi-

m ation theproblem lookslikepurequasiclassicalforthecaseofperiodicm otion:

_J = 0; _� = 
(J): (5.4)

Theresultofthispaperwasused here.Thisshowsthattheprocedureofextraction ofthe

periodic oscillationsfrom the system atic evolution isnottrivialand thism ethod should

be used carefully in the quantum theories. (Thisapproxim ation ofdynam icsis\good"

on thetim eintervals� 1=jaj[11].)
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