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A bstract

An analogue ofK olm ogorov’s superconvergent perturbation theory in classical

m echanics is constructed for selfadjoint operators. It is di�erent from the usual

Rayleigh{Schr�odingerperturbation theory and yieldsexpansionsforeigenvaluesand

eigenvectorsin term soffunctionsoftheperturbation param eter.

PACS Code:03.65.-w,31.15+q,02.30.M v,02.90.+p

1. Introduction. Abouta century ago Lindstedt[1],Poincar�e [2],and von Zeipel[3]

developed a perturbation theory for Ham iltonian system s in classicalm echanics (CM ).

The m ethod wasm ainly used in celestialm echanicsbutin m ostcasesfailed to converge

due to the appearance ofsm alldivisors. It was only in the �fties thatKolm ogorov [4]

proposed a new quadratically convergentperturbation m ethod forHam iltonian system s

in CM and this(nowadayscalled superconvergent)m ethod wasessentialin Arnold’sproof

oftheKAM theorem [5].

In this letter an exact analogue of Kolm ogorov’s superconvergent m ethod is con-

structed forselfadjointoperators. So far\superconvergent"isonly a nam e forthisnew

m ethod and a detailed functionalanalyticinvestigation willhaveto determ inehow m uch

the new perturbation theory constructed here is an im provem ent on existing schem es.

Thereare,however,indicationsthatthiswillbeso:The�rstcom esfrom thefactthatwe

havealso constructed an analogueofthePoincar�e{von Zeipelperturbation theory forself

adjointoperatorsand have shown thatthisanalogue isidenticalto the usualRayleigh{

Schr�odingerperturbation theory [6]. Since in CM the superconvergentm ethod isa vast

im provem ent on the Poincar�e{von Zeipelm ethod we m ay expectthe sam e in Quantum

M echanics(QM ).Thesecond com esfrom initialnum ericalstudies.
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2. GeneralAlgorithm ofthe SuperconvergentM ethod. Let H 0
0 be the unperturbed

Ham iltonian (CM :function on phasespace,QM :operator)and let

H
0(�):=

1X

p= 0

�p

p!
H

0

p (1)

betheperturbed Ham iltonian wheretheH 0
p donotdepend on theperturbation param eter

�.M oreover,let

W
n(�):=

1X

p= 0

�p

p!
W

n
p+ 1 (2)

and let �W (�) be generators (CM :functions on phase space,QM :operators) of(CM :

canonical,QM :unitary)ows(� n(�))�1 with \tim e" �.Thism eansthatthetransform a-

tions�n(�)satisfy theinitialvalueproblem

d

d�
�n(�)� = ad W

n(�)� �n(�)�; �n(0)= id (3)

wherein CM the�n(�)� acton any phasespacefunction A,via

�n(�)�(A):= A � �n(�) (4)

and wherein CM

adW
n(�)(A):= fW

n(�);Ag; (5)

and f�;�g denotes the Poisson bracket. In QM selfadjoint operators �Wn(�) generate

oneparam etergroupsofunitary transform ations(�n(�))�1 such thatthe�n(�)solvethe

sam einitialvalueproblem asgiven in (3)butwherethe�n(�)� acton operatorsA via

�n(�)�(A):= �n(�)�1 A �n(�) (6)

and wherenow

adW
n(�)(A):=

i

�h
[W n(�);A] (7)

and [�;�]denotesthecom m utator.W ith theunderstandingthattheappropriatede�nition

(5)or(7)(depending on whetheroneisdealing with CM orQM )ischosen weproceed to

presentKolm ogorov’ssuperconvergentm ethod. In the followng itwillbe usefulto have

an expansion for�n(�)� in term sofoperatorsTn
p independentof�.W riting

�n(�)� =

1X

p= 0

�p

p!
T
n
p (8)

one�ndsthattheT n
p arerecursively determ ined by Tn

0 = id and

T
n
p+ 1 =

pX

l= 0

 

p

l

!

adW
n
l+ 1 � T

n
p�l: (9)
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In CM theTn
p aredi�erentialoperatorssuch thatT n

p (A)m eansapplication ofT
n
p to the

phasespacefunction A whereasin QM they areoperatorsacting on operators.

Kolm ogorov’sm ethod consistsof�nding thegeneratorsW n(�)in such a way that

K
n�1 (�):= �n�1 (�)� � �n�2 (�)� � � � � � �1(�)�(H 0(�)) (10)

hasan expansion in �

K
n�1 (�):=

1X

p= 0

�p

p!
K

n�1
p (11)

with \integrable" term sup to order2n�1 � 1 (whereasin CM the term integrable hasa

wellde�ned m eaning thisfailsto bethecase in QM ;however,we only usethenotion of

integrability tom otivatethesuperconvergentm ethod,allitsequationsarewellde�ned in

CM withoutany need to de�ne integrability and willbewellde�ned operatorequations

in QM even though the term integrability isnot). Then a new perturbed Ham iltonian

H n�1 (�) := K n�1 (�) is de�ned such that its unperturbed part H n�1
0 consists ofthe in-

tegrable partofK n�1 and itsperturbation isofthe order2n�1 . W e can sum m arize the

iterative procedure as follows (for a m ore detailed discussion we refer the reader to [7]

with thewarning thatournotation di�ersfrom theirs):

resultof�n�1 : choiceof�n: resultof�n:

H n�1 W n H n

H
n�1
0 , W n

p = 0, 1� p< 2n�1 H n
0
= H

n�1
0

(int.up to O (2n�1 � 1)) adW n
p (H

n�1
0 )= +

P
2n �1

p= 2n� 1

�p

p!
H n�1

p ,

H n�1
p � H n�1

p ,2n�1 � p< 2n (int.up to O (2n � 1))

H n�1
p = 0, 1� p< 2n�1 with adH n�1

0 (H n�1
p )= 0

(no perturbation) W n
p = 0, 2n � p

leadsto H n
p = 0, 1� p< 2n

H n�1
p = K n�1

p , 2n�1 � p K n
0
= H

n�1
0 (no perturbation)

K n
p = 0, 1� p< 2n�1

K n
p = H n�1

p , 2n�1 � p< 2n H n
p = K n

p, 2n � p

K n
p = H n�1

p

+
P p�1

j= 1

�
p�1

j�1

� �

adW n
j (K

n
p�j)

+Tn
p�j(H

n�1
j )

�

, 2n � p

Them eaning of� isto beunderstood asfollows.Assum eHn�1 isoftheform given in the

leftcolum n and chooseW n
p = 0 for1� p< 2n�1 .Then one�nds�rstK n

0
= H

n�1
0 ;K n

p =

0,for1� p< 2n�1 and

K
n
p = adW

n
p (H

n�1
0

)+ H
n�1
p ; 2n�1 � p< 2n: (12)

SinceH n�1
0 isalready integrableup toO (2n�1 � 1)and �n should im provethis,onewould

liketo havethattheK n
p for2

n�1 � p< 2n areintegrable.Consequently thecrucialpoint
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in thisprocedurebecom estheconstruction oftheW n
p and som eH n�1

p for2n�1 � p < 2n

such that

adW
n
p (H

n�1
0

)= H n�1
p � H

n�1
p (13)

whereH n�1
p issuch that

adH
n�1
p (H n�1

p )= 0: (14)

Then itfollowsfrom (12)thatK n
p = H n�1

p and from (14)thatthey com m ute with the

unperturbed Ham iltonian H n�1
0 ofthepreviousstep.Thetablesum m arizing them ethod

om itsthese interm ediate stepsand showsonly the resultsonce (13)and (14)have been

solved.

In CM (13) and (14) can be satis�ed with the help ofthe averaging m ethod and

H n�1
p turnsoutto be the average ofH n�1

p overthe angle variablesofthe toriwhich are

assum ed to be com pact. Itshould be noted,however,thatthe H k�1
p in generaldepend

on � such that (15) is actually an expansion in term s offunctions ofthe perturbation

param eter.SinceH n�1
0 isassum ed to beintegrable(14)im pliesthatH n�1

p and henceH n
0

areintegrableaswell.

Hence,afterthenth transform ation onehasa Ham iltonian H n(�)where

H
n
0
=

nX

k= 0

0

@

2k�1X

p= 2k� 1

�p

p!
H k�1

p

1

A (15)

isintegrableand theperturbationsH n
p areoforder2n orhigher.

3. SuperconvergentM ethod for SelfAdjointOperators. W ith our previous notation

equations(13)and (14)becom eoperatorequationsin QM which havetobesolved foreach

step.W ecan constructoperatorsW n
p ;H

n�1
p satisfying (13)and (14)with thehelp ofthe

following quantum analogue ofthe classicalaveraging procedure [6]which isa m odi�ed

version ofan idea used by W einstein [8]in the context ofpseudodi�erentialoperators:

LetA;B beselfadjointoperatorssuch that

B
(A )(t) := exp(�

i

�h
tA)B exp(

i

�h
tA) (16)

B
(A )

:= lim
T! 1

1

T

Z T

0

B
(A )(t)dt (17)

S
(A )(B ) := lim

T! 1

1

T

Z T

0

dt

Z t

0

ds

�

B
(A )(s)� B

(A )
�

(18)

existand

lim
T! 1

B (A )(T)� B

T
= 0 (19)

then thefollowing holds

ad B
(A )

(A) =
i

�h
[B

(A )
;A]= 0 and (20)

ad S
(A ) (A) =

i

�h
[S(A )(B );A]= B

(A )
� B : (21)
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Proof:

ad B
(A )

(A) = lim
T! 1

1

T

Z
T

0

i

�h
[B (A )(t);A]dt= lim

T! 1

1

T

Z
T

0

d

dt
B
(A )(t)dt

= lim
T! 1

B (A )(T)� B

T
= 0

by assum ption and thus

ad S
(A )(B )(A) = lim

T! 1

1

T

Z
T

0

dt

Z
t

0

ds
i

�h
[B (A )(s);A]= lim

T! 1

1

T

Z
T

0

dt

Z
t

0

ds
d

ds
B
(A )(s)

= lim
T! 1

1

T

Z
T

0

dt
�

B
(A )(s)� B

�

= B
(A )

� B

which com pletes the proof. Setting now W n
p = S(H

n� 1

0
)(H n�1

p ) solves (13) and (14) in

QM with H n�1
p = H n�1

p

(H
n� 1

0
)

=:H p

(n�1)
where the lastequation introducesa sim pli�ed

notation.

4.Interpretation oftheAlgorithm forSelfAdjointOperators.Theresultsofsection 3

show thatwe can execute Kolm ogorov’ssuperconvergentperturbation algorithm in QM

aswell. Butwhathasbeen gained? By construction H n(�)and the originalperturbed

Ham iltonian H 0(�)areunitarily equivalent:

H
n(�)= �n(�)�1 � � � �1(�)�1 H 0(�)�1(�)� � � �n(�) (22)

and thus have identicalspectra. Since,after the �rst transform ation [H 0
0
;H 1

(0)
]= 0,

we can diagonalize H 0
0 and H 1

(0)
sim ultanously which perm its us to diagonalize H 1

0 :=

H 0
0 + �H 1

(0)
.Afterthesecond transform ation wehave

[H 1

0
;H 2

(1)
]= 0= [H 1

0
;H 3

(1)
] (23)

and thuswecan diagonalize

H
2

0 = H
0

0 + �H 1

(0)
+
�2

2!
H 2

(1)
+
�3

3!
H 3

(1)
(24)

etc.In thisway wearriveaftern transform ationsata diagonalH n
0(�)whoseeigenvalues

E n
j(�) approxim ate those ofH

n(�) and thus ofH 0(�). The eigenvectors jjin ofH n
0
are

known by construction and they approxim ate those ofH n. Because of(22) it follows

that �1(�)� � � �n(�)jjin are the appropriately approxim ated eigenvectors ofthe original

perturbed H 0(�).In form ulae:IfH 0(�)jji(�)= E j(�)jji(�)then

E j(�) = E
n
j(�)+ O (2n) (25)

jji(�) = �1(�)� � � �n(�)jjin + O (2n): (26)
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Since the H p

(n)
depend on �the E n

j(�)are no longera pure powerseriesexpansion but

should beviewed asan expansion in term soffunctionsof�.These functionsthem selves

have in generalin�nite series expansions in � so that already low orders E n
j(�) contain

contributionsofallordersin �. The exam ple treated in the nextsection willm ake this

pointclearer.

5. An Exam ple: Discrete and Nondegenerate Spectrum . Itrem ainsto show thatthe

m ethodconstructed heristrulydistinctfrom theusualRayleigh{Schr�odingerperturbation

theory. For this purpose we sketch the results for the case of a Ham iltonian H 0
0
=

P

j jjiE
0
j hjjwith purely discrete and nondegenerate spectrum and a perturbation only

linearin �,i.e. H 0
1 =

P

j;k jjiVjk hkjand H
0
p = 0 forp� 2.In thiscasetheeigenvectors

jji1 ofH 1
0 = H 0

0 + �H 1

(0)
and jjiofH 0

0 coincide because H
0
0 and H 1

(0)
com m ute and H 0

0

hasnondegeneratespectrum .Continuing thisargum entinductively itiseasy to seethat

H 0
0 and allH

n
0 havethesam eeigenvectorsjji.By straightforward calculation one�nds

W
n
p =

�h

i

X

j6= k

jji
hjjH n�1

p jki

E
n�1
j � E

n�1
k

hkj (27)

H p

(n�1)
=

X

j

jjihjjH
n�1
p jjihjj (28)

E
n
j = E

0

j +

nX

k= 1

0

@

2k�1X

l= 2k� 1

�l

l!
E
(l)

j

1

A (29)

whereE
(l)

j := hjjH
k�1
l jji;2k�1 � l� 2k � 1 and theE n

j aretheeigenvaluesofH n
0
.From

thealgorithm presented in section 2 oneobtains

H
1

2
=

i

�h
[W 1

1
;H 1

(0)
+ H

0

1
] (30)

H
1

3
=

�
i

�h

�2

[W 1

1
;[W 1

1
;H 1

(0)
+ 2H 0

1
]] (31)

H
2

4
=

�
i

�h

�3

[W 1

1
;[W 1

1
;[W 1

1
;H 1

(0)
+ 3H 0

1
]]]+ 3

i

�h
[W 2

2
;H 2

(1)
+ H

1

2
]: (32)

The appearance ofthe denom inators E n�1
j � E

n�1
k in W n

p leads to a perturbation the-

ory substantially di�erent from the usualRayleigh{Schr�odinger theory. However,this

di�erence only showsup in the fourth and higherorderterm ssince in H 1
2 and H 1

3 only

com m utators with W 1
1
appear which contains only the usualRayleigh{Schr�odinger de-

nom inatorE 0
j � E 0

k.Indeed,one�nds

E
(1)

j = Vjj (33)

1

2!
E
(2)

j =
X

j6= k

jVjkj
2

E 0
j � E 0

k

(34)
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1

3!
E
(3)

j =
X

m 6= j6= k

VjkVkm Vm j

(E 0
j � E 0

k)(E
0
j � E 0

m )
�

X

j6= k

jVjkj
2Vjj

(E 0
j � E 0

k)
2

(35)

showing thatup to O (3)thenew m ethod coincideswith theusualRayleigh{Schr�odinger

perturbation theory. But H 2
4
contains W 2

2
with denom inators ofthe form E 1

j � E 1
k =

E 0
j � E 0

k + �(Vjj � Vkk)which arefunctionsof�and which appearasdenom inatorsin

E
(4)

j = 24
X

j6= l

jVljj
2(Vll� Vjj)

2

(E 0
j � E 0

l)
2(E 1

j � E 1
l)

+ 6
X

j6= l6= k6= j6= m 6= k

VjlVlkVkm Vm j

E 1
j � E 1

k

 

1

E 0
j � E 0

l

�
1

E 0
l � E 0

k

!  

1

E 0
k � E 0

m

�
1

E 0
m � E 0

j

!

+ 12
X

j6= l6= k6= j

VjlVlkVkj

(

Vll� Vkk

(E 0
j � E 0

l)(E
0
l � E 0

k)(E
0
k � E 0

j)

+
Vll� Vjj

(E 0
j � E 0

l)(E
1
j � E 1

l)

 

1

E 0
l � E 0

k

�
1

E 0
k � E 0

j

!

+
Vkk � Vjj

(E 0
j � E 0

k)(E
1
j � E 1

k)

 

1

E 0
j � E 0

l

�
1

E 0
l � E 0

k

! )

+
X

k6= l6= j6= m 6= k

VjlVlkVkm Vm j

(

9

(E 0
m � E 0

j)(E
0
j � E 0

l)

 

1

E 0
k � E 0

m

�
1

E 0
l � E 0

k

!

+
3

(E 0
l � E 0

k)(E
0
k � E 0

m )

 

1

E 0
j � E 0

l

�
1

E 0
m � E 0

j

! )

As an exam ple we quote the result for the ground state correction up to E
(4)

0 for the

quarticperturbation H 0
1 = x4 oftheharm onicoscillatorH 0

0 = � d2

dx2
+ x2 (with �h = 1)

E
0

0
(�)SU = 1+

3

4
��

21

16
�
2 +

333

64
�
3

�
3(1317760+ 12935472�+ 36433368�2 + 25183305�3)

2048(4+ 9�)(4+ 15�)(4+ 21�)
�
4 + O (�5)

which approxim atesthenum erically com puted eigenvalues[9]m uch betterthan thestan-

dard fourth orderRayleigh{Schr�odingercorrection

E
0

0
(�)R S = 1+

3

4
��

21

16
�
2 +

333

64
�
3
�
30885

1024
�
4 + O (�5): (36)

Thisexam plealso illustratesthestatem entsm adeearlierthatthelowerordercorrections

E
(n)

j already contain in�nite power series of� which m ay be the reason for im proved

convergence.

6. Conclusion. It should be em phasized that the m ethod presented here is very

generaland in principle applicable to any selfadjoint operator A and perturbation B
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provided they (and thehigherorderoperators)satisfy theconditionsneeded to construct

B
(A )

and S(A )(B )in (17)and (18). Itisalso designed to include analytic perturbations

which are notnecessarily only linearin the perturbation param eter. M oreover,itgives

the correctionsasintegralsofthe form B
(A )

which,ifdesired,can be exhibited assum s

overinterm ediate statesaswasdone in section 5,butwhich m ay be evaluated directly

circum ventingthecalculation ofthesesum swhich m aysom etim esbeim possible.Thiswas

already shown to be an advantage ofthe form ulation ofthe usualRayleigh{Schr�odinger

theory asan analogueoftheclassicalPoincar�e{von Zeipelperturbation m ethod in [6].

Them ethod willbepresented in m oredetailin a forthcom ing longerpaper[10].
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