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A bstract

An exact analogue ofthe m ethod ofaveraging in classicalm echanics is con-

structed forself{adjointoperators. Itisshown to be com pletely equivalent to the

usualRayleigh{Schr�odinger perturbation theory butgives the sum s over interm e-

diate statesin closed form expressions.Theanharm onic oscillatorand theHenon{

Heilessystem aretreated asexam plesto illustratethequantum averaging m ethod.

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

1 Introduction and m otivation

Thefailureto obtain exactsolutionsform ostm echanicalsystem sofinterest(e.g.plan-

etary m otion)hasprom pted the search forperturbation techniques alm ostim m ediately

after the conception ofNewtonian m echanics (see [1]for som e history on the subject).

Atabouttheturn ofthelastcentury Lindstedt[2],Poincar�e[3],and latervon Zeipel[4]

developed a perturbation m ethod forclassicalHam iltonian system s using an averaging

procedure in phase space. Despite its lack ofconvergence in m any cases this m ethod

which we shallhenceforth referto asthePoincar�e{von Zeipelm ethod hasbeen a widely

used onesinceityieldsatleastasym ptoticexpansions.
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Concerningtheabilityto�nd exactsolutionsnothingm uch changed with theadventof

quantum m echanics.Thereitturned outtobeequally im portanttodevelop perturbation

m ethods and this was done sim ultaneously with the beginning ofquantum m echanics

by Schr�odinger[5]. Due to previouscontributionsto sim ilarperturbation techniques in

otherwaveequationsby Lord Rayleigh thistheory hasbeen nam ed Rayleigh{Schr�odinger

perturbation theory and haslaterbeen given a rigorousm athem aticalbasisin the work

ofKato [6]and Rellich [7].

In thispaperitisshown thatthetwo m ethodsareidentical.M oreprecisely,itwillbe

shown thatin quantum m echanicsan exactanalogueoftheclassicalPoincar�e{von Zeipel

m ethod can beform ulated with thehelp ofan averagingtechiqueforselfadjointoperators

analogousto the classicalm ethod and thatthe resulting quantum Poincar�e{von Zeipel

perturbation theory isidenticalto theRayleigh{Schr�odingertheory.

Theanalogy between thecassicaland quantum caseisbased entirely on thestructure

ofthe equations appearing in the algorithm and the strucure ofthe m ethod used to

solvethem (averaging).Thestarting pointin theclassicalcaseisa Ham iltonian function

on phase space with a perturbing Ham iltonian,whereas in the quantum case we start

from a selfadjoint Ham iltonian operator with a perturbing operator. Ifand how the

two Ham iltoniansare related isofno interesthere. No quantization orotherquantum {

classicalm ap (e.g.sem i{classicalcorrespondence) is needed to construct the quantum

analogueoftheclassicalPoincar�e{von Zeipeltheory.

Viewing Rayleigh{Schr�odinger as a quantum version ofthe classicalPoincar�e{von

Zeipelm ethod yields(apartfrom a purely conceptualviewpoint)onepossibleadvantage:

it gives closed expressions for the sum s over interm ediate states which appear in the

corrective term sfortheeigenvaluesand eigenfunctions.

Them ethod ofquantum averaginghasalsobeen used toconstructaquantum analogue

ofKolm ogorov’ssuperconvergentperturbation theory [8].Thisnew quantum \supercon-

vergent" perturbation theory issubstantially di�erentand from the standard Rayleigh{

Schr�odingerm ethod and initialnum ericalstudiesin som eexam plesindicatem uch better

convergenceproperties[9].W hileusing quantum averaging to constructanaloguesofthe

classicalPoincar�e{von Zeipeland superconvegent m ethodsthey needed to be com pared

with existing perturbation m ethodsin quantum m echanics.In [9]wehaveshown thatthe

quantum superconvergent m ethod yields a new kind ofperturbation theory and in this

paperweshow thatthequantum Poincar�e{von Zeipelm ethod isidenticaltothestandard

Rayleigh{Schr�odingertheory.

In classicalm echanics the Poincar�e{von Zeipelseries isin m ost cases divergent and

yieldsonly an asym ptoticseries.Thisissim ilarin itsquantum equivalenttheRayleigh{

Schr�odingerseries.Sinceweprovetheequivalenceofthetwo m ethodsweshallnotstate
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alltechnicaldetailsnecessary to m ake allstepsrigorousbutreferthe readerto the vast

m athem aticalliteraturedealing with theRayleigh{Schr�odinger(orKato{Rellich)pertur-

bation theory (see e.g.[10]). Just as certain quantities diverge in standard Rayleigh{

Schr�odingertheory (in caseswhere convergence conditionsfail)the powerexpansionsin

� form ally written down herem ay notconvergein which casetheperturbation algorithm

givesonly asym ptotic inform ation,allsum shave to be replaced by �nite onesup to N ,

and equationshaveto beread m odulo O (�N + 1)forany �niteN .

Thepaperisorganized asfollows:

In section 2 we present the classicalPoincar�e{von Zeipelperturbation theory and

m ethod ofaveraging in such a way thatitcan easily begeneralized to quantum m echnics

which isdonein section 3.

In section 4 we apply the quantum Poincar�e{von Zeipeland averaging m ethod to a

Ham iltonian with purepointspectrum ,show thatup to second orderallresultsfrom the

Rayleigh{Schr�odinger theory are reproduced and discuss two exam ples which illustrate

them ethod and show possible advantagesofthisnew way ofconstructing theRayleigh{

Schr�odingerseries.

In section 5 the fullequivalence ofthe two perturbation expansions in allorders is

proven.

Finally,in section 6wediscusspreviousconstructionsm im ickingclassicalperturbation

expansionsin quantum m echanicsby Kum m er[12,13],Ali[14],Eckhardt[15],and Ben

Lem lih and Ellison [16]and theirrelation to thepresentm ethod and concludewith som e

rem arksaboutfutureinvestigations.

2 C lassicalPoincar�e{von Zeipelperturbation theory

In this section we willdescribe the classicalPoincar�e{von Zeipelperturbation theory

along with the m ethod ofaveraging in a geom etric m annersuch thatitsgeneralization

to quantum m echanicsisalm ostself{evident. To avoid laterconfusion we willuse lower

case lettersforthe classicalsituation.The unperturbed Ham iltonian h0 isa function on

phase space 
 which isequipped with a Poisson bracket structure f�;�g. h0 isassum ed

to besu�ciently sm ooth,integrableand nondegeneratein thesenseofLiouville{Arnold,

i.e.ithasn := 1

2
dim 
 functionally independentconstantsofm otion b1;:::;bn which are

in involution,de�netheinvarianttoriand havetheproperty that

fh0;gg= 0) g = g(b1;:::;bn):
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Furtherm ore,let

h(�):=

1X

p= 0

�p

p!
hp (1)

be the perturbed Ham iltonian where the perturbations hp; p � 1 are assum ed to be

su�ciently sm ooth functionson 
.The idea ofPoincar�e{von Zeipelperturbation theory

isto look foran �{dependentgenerating function

w(�):=

1X

p= 0

�p

p!
wp+ 1 (2)

(with �{independent sm ooth functions wl) such that �w(�) generates a canonical
ow

�(�)with \tim e" �.Then ’(�):= �(�)� 1 isa transform ation on 
 determ ined uniquely by

d

d�
’(�)� = ad w(�)� ’(�)� (3)

’(0) = id
 (4)

and givesriseto thefollowing action on phasespacefunctionsa:

’(�)�a := a� ’(�): (5)

Hereadf(g)isde�ned forany two phasespacefunctionsf;g as

adf(g):= ff;gg (6)

and for future use we rem ark that (adw(�))p := adw(�)� � � � � adw(�) (p tim es). For

laterpurposewe shallneed an expansion of’� in term sofsom edi�erentialoperatorstp
independentof�:

’(�)� =

1X

p= 0

�p

p!
tp: (7)

Thetp arethen recursively de�ned through t0 = id
 and

tp+ 1 =

pX

l= 0

 
p

l

!

adwl+ 1 � tp� l: (8)

Acting with ’(�)� on theperturbed Ham iltonian h(�)givesa new Ham iltonian

k(�):= ’(�)�h(�) (9)
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which isassum ed to beanalyticin �:

k(�)=

1X

p= 0

�p

p!
kp (10)

and forwhich one�nds

k0 = h0 (11)

kp = adwp(h0)+ fp; p� 1 (12)

wheref1 = h1 and forp� 2

fp := hp +

p� 2X

l= 0

 
p� 1

l

!

(adwl+ 1(kp� l� 1)+ tp� l� 1hl+ 1): (13)

Ifwehad a solution  k(�)(t):
 ! 
 ofthem otion with Ham iltonian k(�)then

 h(�)(t):= ’(�)�  k(�)(t)� ’(�)� 1 (14)

would give us the desired solution forthe perturbed Ham iltonian h(�). In generalitis

notpossible to �nd ’(�)such thata solution fork(�)m ay be found. However,we m ay

choose the wl successively in such a m annerthateach kp isintegrable,i.e.(since h0 is

integrableand nondegenerate)such that

adh0(kp)= 0 8p: (15)

In thisway onecan trivially solvetheequationsofm otion fork(�)up to any �niteorder

in � and thusobtain via (14)solutionsofh(�)up to thesam eorderin �.

Thuswehaveto �nd thew p successively such that

kp = adwp(h0)+ fp (16)

ad h0(kp) = 0: (17)

Equation(16)and(17)aresolved bythem ethodofaveraging[17,18].Let� = (�1;:::;�n)

be the coordinatescanonically conjugate to the integralsb= (b1;:::;bn).Then the 
ow

’h0 generated by theunperturbed Ham iltonian h0 expressed in thecoordinates(b;�)is

’h0(t)

 

b0

�0

!

=

 

b(t)

�(t)

!

=

 

b0

�0 + !(b0)t

!

(18)

5



where

!(b0):=

 
@h0

@b1
(b0);:::;

@h0

@bn
(b0)

!

(19)

gives the frequencies ofthe unperturbed m otion which we assum e to be independent

over the rationals (non{resonant) for the given b0,i.e.c� !(b0) = 0 ) c = 0 for any

c = (c1;:::;cn) with integer cj. Let g be any function on phase space which has the

Fourierdecom position

g(b;�)=
X

c2Z n

g(b)ce
ic� � (20)

and de�nethephasespacefunctions

g := lim
T! 1

1

T

Z T

0

dt’h0(�t)
�
g (21)

s(g) := lim
T! 1

1

T

Z T

0

dt

Z t

0

ds (’h0(�s)
�
g� g) (22)

then one�nds

g = g(b)0 (23)

s(g) =
X

c2Z n� f0g

g(b)c

ic� !(b)
e
ic� � (24)

and itiseasy to seethat

g = ad(s(g))(h0)+ g (25)

adh0(g) = 0: (26)

W ith thisconstruction wechoosenow in (16)forwp:

wp = s(fp) (27)

then kp = fp com m uteswith h0 asdesired. The im portantpointto note here isthatwe

haveform ulated thebasic(averaging)constructions(21)and (22)necessary to solve(16)

and (17)in a coordinate free way. Thisgeom etric description using the tim e average is

im m ediately suitable for generalization to selfadjoint operators,i.e.to quantum m e-

chanics. Itshould be noted,however,that(27)isnotthe only possible solution of(16)

and (17)since

w
0
p := wp + vp (28)
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isalso a solution ofourproblem aslong as

ad vp(h0)= 0: (29)

This nonuniqueness willalso em erge in the quantum m echanicalsetting since it is also

presentin Kato’srigorousexposition ofRayleigh{Schr�odingerperturbation theory [6].

3 Q uantum Poincar�e{von Zeipelperturbation theory

and averaging

Now weshalldevelop thequantum m echanicalanalogueoftheclassicaltheory presented

in the previoussection.Forthispurpose we use capitallatin lettersto denote operators

on som e Hilbert space �. Let H 0 be the unperturbed Ham iltonian operator which is

assum ed to bediagonalized in som ebasisand let

H (�):=

1X

p= 0

�p

p!
H p (30)

betheperturbed Ham iltonian.Herewedonotim poseany conditions(likee.g.bounded-

ness)on theperturbationsH p;p� 1,butproceed purely on aform allevel.A m athem at-

ically rigorousjusti�cation ofeach step isnotoriously intricateand willnotbeattem pted

herebecauseitwould com pletely obscurethebasicideasofthem ethod.Sinceultim ately

we shallprovetheequivalence ofthism ethod to theusualRayleigh{Schr�odingerpertur-

bation theory the conditions ofthe latter theory needed to guarantee convergence (see

e.g.[10])willbesu�cienttom akethequantum Poincar�e{von Zeipelperturbation theory

convergentaswell. In analogy to the classicalsituation we seek a selfadjointgenerator

(operator)

W (�):=

1X

p= 0

�p

p!
W p+ 1 (31)

such that�W (�)inducestheunitary 
ow �(�)with \tim e" �,i.e.

d

d�
�(�)=

i

�h
W (�)�(�); �(0)= 1: (32)

Then �(�):= �(�)� 1 istheuniquesolution oftheinitialvalueproblem

d

d�
�(�)� = AD W (�)� �(�)� (33)

�(0) = 1 (34)
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where�(�)� actson any operatorA via

�(�)�A := �(�)� 1A �(�) (35)

and whereAD F(G)isnow de�ned as

AD F(G):=
i

�h
[F;G] (36)

foranytwooperatorsF;G (again weom itthetechnicaldetailsnecessary tom ake(36)well

de�ned forunbounded operators)and asin theclassicalcase(AD W (�))p := AD W (�)�

� � � � AD W (�)(p tim es).

As in the classicalcase it willbe usefulto expand �� in term s of�{independent

operatorsTp:

�(�)� =

1X

p= 0

�p

p!
Tp (37)

wheretheTp arethen recursively de�ned through T0 = 1 and

Tp+ 1 =

pX

l= 0

 
p

l

!

AD W l+ 1 � Tp� l: (38)

Notethat�(�)� and thustheTp acton operatorswhereas�(�)itselfisa transform ation

on Hilbertspacewhich can also beexpanded as

�(�)=

1X

p= 0

�p

p!
�p (39)

and wherethefollowing recursive relation forthe�p can bederived from (32):

�p+ 1 = �
i

�h

pX

l= 0

 
p

l

!

�p� lW l+ 1 (40)

and �0 = 1.

Transform ing theperturbed Ham iltonian H (�)with �(�)givesa new Ham iltonian

K (�):= �(�)�H (�)= �(�)� 1H (�)�(�) (41)

which isassum ed to beanalyticin �:

K (�)=

1X

p= 0

�p

p!
K p (42)
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and forwhich one�nds

K 0 = H 0 (43)

K p = AD W p(H 0)+ Fp; p� 1 (44)

with F1 = H 1 and forp� 2

Fp := H p +

p� 2X

l= 0

 
p� 1

l

!

(AD W l+ 1(K p� l� 1)+ Tp� l� 1H l+ 1): (45)

Alltheseequationsareexactly analogousto theclassicalcasebutitisto beem phasized

that they are perfectly wellde�ned operator equations. But how are we to choose W

now? Ifwe could diagonalize K (�)up to a given �nite orderin �,we could read o� its

eigenvaluesand eigenvectorsto thatorderaswell,butthism eansthatwehavefound the

eigenvaluesand theeigenvectorsoftheperturbed Ham iltonian H (�)sinceby (41)H and

K are unitarily equivalent. Before we write thisoutin form ulae letus�rstsee how we

can diagonalize K orderby orderusing the m ethod ofquantum averaging.Itisobvious

thatthe necessary and su�cient condition fordiagonalization isthe equivalent of(17),

i.e.requiring

AD H 0(K p)= 0; p� 1 (46)

m eansthatallK p com m utewith H 0 and thusH 0 and K p can bediagonalized sim ultane-

ously,henceK can bem adediagonaltoany �niteorderN in �.Consequently,in orderto

diagonalizeK toany �niteorderweneed tosolvethequantum analogueof(16)and (17),

i.e.

K p = AD W p(h0)+ Fp (47)

AD H 0(K p) = 0: (48)

This,too,isdoneanalogousto theclassicalcase.Let�H 0
betheunitary 
ow generated

by theunperturbed Ham iltonian H 0 such thatforany operatorG

�H 0
(�t)�G = exp(�

i

�h
tH 0)G exp(

i

�h
tH 0)=:G(t) (49)

wherethelastequation introducesasim pli�ed notation.Supposenow thatG issuch that

G := lim
T! 1

1

T

Z
T

0

dtG(t) (50)

S(G) := lim
T! 1

1

T

Z
T

0

dt

Z
t

0

ds
�

G(s)� G
�

(51)
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existand such that

lim
T! 1

G(T)� G

T
= 0 (52)

then itfollowsthat

G = AD (S(G))(H 0)+ G (53)

AD H 0(G) = 0: (54)

W e�rstprove(54):

AD H 0(G) =
i

�h
[H 0;G]= lim

T! 1

1

T

Z T

0

i

�h
[H 0;G(t)]dt

= � lim
T! 1

1

T

Z T

0

d

dt
G(t)dt= � lim

T! 1

G(T)� G

T
= 0

by assum ption.M oreover

AD (S(G))(H 0) = lim
T! 1

1

T

Z T

0

dt

Z t

0

ds
i

�h
[G(s)� G;H 0]= lim

T! 1

1

T

Z T

0

dt

Z t

0

ds
i

�h
[G(s);H 0]

= lim
T! 1

1

T

Z
T

0

dt

Z
t

0

ds
d

ds
G(s)= lim

T! 1

1

T

Z
T

0

dt(G(t)� G)

= G � G

which proves(53). Equations(50)-(54)are the exactquantum analogue ofthe classical

averaging technique with thenoteworthy absence ofany non{resonance condition.Thus

forany p� 1 equation (47)and (48)aresuccessively solved by

W p = S(Fp) (55)

K p = Fp: (56)

Using (45)wem ay sim plify Fp by noting that

AD W l+ 1(Fp� l� 1)= AD W l+ 1(Fp� l� 1) (57)

and with (55)wehaveW l+ 1 = S(Fl+ 1).Assum ing continuity ofthem apsS and � onecan

form ally show thatS(B )= S(B )forany operatorB forwhich S(B )and B exist.On the

otherhand itisevidentthatS(B )= 0.Putting thesethingstogethershowsthat

AD W l+ 1(Fp� l� 1)= 0 (58)
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such thattheexpression (56)forK p doesnotcontain contributonsarising from averaging

theterm sAD W l+ 1(K p� l� 1)in theexpression (45)fortheFp.

Letussum m arize whatwehavedoneso far:Given a perturbed Ham iltonian H (�)=
P 1

p= 0
�p

p!
H p wehaveshown thatchosing W p = S(Fp)in W (�)=

P 1
p= 0

�p

p!
W p+ 1 leadsto

K (�)= H0 +

1X

p= 1

�p

p!
Fp = �(�)� 1H (�)�(�) (59)

and theFp allcom m utewith theunperturbed operatorH 0 and aregiven by

F1 = H 1; (60)

Fp = H p +

p� 2X

l= 0

 
p� 1

l

!

Tp� l� 1H l+ 1; p� 2: (61)

The�rstfew term sin theexpansion (59)are

F0 = 0; K 0 = H 0;

F1 = H 1; K 1 = H 1;

F2 = H 2 +
i

�h
[W 1;K 1 + H 1]; K 2 = H 2 +

i

�h
[W 1;H 1];

(62)

whereW 1 = S(H 1).Hence,
P

N
p= 1

�p

p!
Fp and H 0 can besim ultaneously diagonalized forany

�niteN .Letusintroducethefollowing notation

K
N (�) =

NX

p= 0

�p

p!
Fp (63)

�N (�) =
X

p= 0

�p

p!
�p (64)

which im plies

K
N (�)= (�N (�))� 1H (�)�N (�)+ O (�N + 1): (65)

Let

K
N (�)jjiN (�)= E

N
j (�)jji

N (�) (66)

and

H (�)jji(�)= Ej(�)jji(�) (67)

Evidently

H (�)�N (�)jjiN (�)= E
N
j (�)�

N (�)jjiN (�)+ O (�N + 1); (68)
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i.e.theeigenvaluesE j(�)and eigenvectorsjji(�)oftheperturbed Ham iltonian H (�)are

approxim ated asfollows

E j(�) = E
N
j (�)+ O (�N + 1) (69)

jji(�) = �N (�)jjiN (�)+ O (�N + 1): (70)

Hence,wehaveused thequantum analogueoftheaveraging m ethod to constructaquan-

tum m echanicalperturbation theory.Justasin theclassicalcase,however,thesolutions

forW p constructed here are notthe only ones. One encountersthe sam e nonuniqueness

asgiven by (28)and (29)in theclassicalcase.

4 Exam ples: D iscrete spectra

4.1 G eneralsecond order term s

In thissection wewillapplythetheorydeveloped in section 3tothecaseofaHam iltonian

H 0 which isassum ed to havea purely discretespectrum with �nitedegeneracy

H 0 =
X

j;�2D j

jj;�iE 0

jh�;jj (71)

where the sum over � runs over D j := f1;:::;dj = dim (E ig(H 0;E
0
j))g. For any self

adjointG onethen obtains:

G =
X

j;�;�2D j

jj;�ih�;jjGjj;�ih�;jj (72)

S(G)=
�h

i

X

j6= k;�2D j;�2D k

jj;�i
h�;jjGjk;�i

E 0
j � E 0

k

h�;kj: (73)

Using (62),(72),and (73)one�ndsafterstraightforward calculations

K
2(�) =

X

j;�;�2D j

jj;�i
�

E
0

j + �h�;jjH 1jj;�i
�

h�;jj (74)

+
X

j;�;�2D j

jj;�i

0

@ �
2

8
<

:

h�;jjH 2jj;�i

2
+

X

j6= k;
2D k

h�;jjH 1jk;
ih
;kjH 1jj;�i

E 0
j � E 0

k

9
=

;

1

A h�;jj:

Consequently the eigenvaluesE 2
j;�(�)ofK

2(�)aredeterm ined assolutionsofthe secular

equation ofdj{dim ensionalm atrices:

det
�

E
2
��� � h�;jjK 2(�)jj;�i

�

= 0 (75)
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which coincideswith theusualRayleigh{Schr�odingerresult.Thecorresponding eigenvec-

torsofK 2(�)arethen

jj;�i2(�)=
X

�2D j

c
j(2)

�� (�)jj;�i (76)

and onehasfortheeigenvectorjj;�i(�)ofH (�)

jj;�i(�)=

 

1 � �
i

�h
W 1 +

�2

2

�

(
i

�h
W 1)

2 �
i

�h
W 2

�!

jj;�i2(�)+ O (�3) (77)

with

W 1 =
�h

i

X

j6= k;�2D j;�2D k

jj;�i
h�;jjH 1jk;�i

E 0
j � E 0

k

h�;kj (78)

and W 2 = S(H 2+
i

�h
[W 1;H 1+ H 1])which weshallnotwritedown herebutwhich inserted

into (77)yieldsthecorrectionsto theeigenvctorsto second orderknown from Rayleigh{

Schr�odingerperturbation theory in thecaseofnon{degeneratespectrum .In thiscasewe

seefrom (76)thattheeigenvectorsofK 2(�)and H0 coincide:jji
2(�)= jji.In fact,since

K
N (�)= K

N � 1(�)+
�N

N !
K N (79)

and [H 0;K N ]= 0 8N wehaveby induction

jjiN (�)= jji 8N (80)

in thenon{degeneratecase.

Thegeneralequivalenceofthequantum version ofthePoincar�e{von Zeipelperturba-

tion theory to the standard Rayleigh{Schr�odingerperturbation theory willbe proven in

section 5.Thefactthatthecorrectionstotheeigenvaluesin thePoincar�e{von Zeipelthe-

ory arederived from an averaging procedure m ay,however,provide som ecom putational

advantagesinceitgivesthesum soverinterm ediatestatessocom m on tostandard pertur-

bation theory in closed form .Forexam ple,thesecond orderterm in thenon{degenerate

caseisgiven by

1

2
hjjH 2jji+

X

j6= k

jhjjH 1jkij
2

E 0
j � E 0

k

= lim
T! 1

1

T

Z T

0

dt

�
1

2
H 2(t)+

i

�h
[W 1;H 1](t)

�

: (81)
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4.2 Exam ple 1: A nharm onic oscillator

Forthenondegeneratecaseweshallillustratethem ethod in theexam pleoftheharm onic

oscillatorH 0 =
1

2

�

� d2

dx2
+ x2

�

with cubicperturbation H 1 =
1

4
x4;H p = 0;p� 2 (anhar-

m onicoscillatorwith �h = 1)wherethequantum Poincar�e{von Zeipelm ethod willperm it

usto com putethesum soverinterm ediatestatesand thecorrectionsup to O (�2)without

m uch e�ort.Allcalculationsarestraightforward ifweusetheoperators

a :=
1
p
2

 
d

dx
+ x

!

a
y :=

1
p
2

 

�
d

dx
+ x

!

(82)

forwhich one�nds

a(t)= e
it
a a

y(t)= e
� it
a
y (83)

such that

H 1(t) =
1

16

�

e
4it
a
4 + e

� 4it(ay)4 + 4e2itaH 0a+ 4e� 2itayH 0a
y
�

+
3

8
(H 0)

2 +
2

32

H 1 =
3

8
(H 0)

2 +
2

32

W 1 =
1

64i

�

(ay)4 � a
4 + 8ayH 0a

y � 8aH 0a
�

W 1(t) =
1

64i

�

e
� 4it(ay)4 � e

4it
a
4 + 8e� 2itayH 0a

y � 8e2itaH 0a
�

K 2 =
1

29

�

[(ay)4;a4]+ 32[ayH 0a
y
;aH 0a]

�

E
2

j(�) = j+
1

2
+ �

�
3

8
(j2 + j)+

3

16

�

� �
2

�
17

64
j
3 +

51

128
j
2 +

59

128
j+

21

128

�

:

Thisform ulaforthecorrection totheeigenvalueswas�rstderived by Heisenberg [19]and

isalso reproduced by Kum m erusing hisnorm alform approach [12].

4.3 Exam ple 2: H enon{H eiles system

To illustrate the m ethod for the degenerate case we apply it to the two{dim ensional

Henon{Heilessystem whoseunperturbed Ham iltonian is(wechooseagain �h = 1)

H 0 = �
1

2

 
d2

dx21
+

d2

dx22

!

+
(x1)

2 + (x2)
2

2
=:H 01 + H 02 =:N 1 +

1

2
+ N 2 +

1

2
(84)
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wheretheN j;j= 1;2 arethenum beroperatorsand theperturbation is

H 1(�;�):= �(x1)
2
x2 + �(x2)

3
; H p = 0 if p� 2: (85)

Itisonlyforconveniencethatwehavechosen the\degenerate"case(i.e.equalfrequencies

for the two one{dim ensionaloscillators in H 0). The m ethod is com pletely oblivious to

thatdistinction.In thisexam ple wetreat� and � asoneperturbation param eterin the

sense that� = �~�,� = �~� and � isthesingleperturbation param eterwhich wesetequal

to oneattheend ofthecalculation.Asin thecaseoftheanharm onicoscillatoritisvery

convenientto usetheoperators

aj :=
1
p
2

 
d

dxj
+ xj

!

a
y

j :=
1
p
2

 

�
d

dxj
+ xj

!

(86)

which also evolve according to

aj(t)= e
it
aj a

y

j(t)= e
� it
a
y

j: (87)

Thisyields

H 1(t) =
1

2
p
2

n

e
3it

�

�(a1)
2
a2 + �(a2)

3
�

+ e
� 3it

�

�(a
y

1)
2
a
y

2 + �(a
y

2)
3
�

+ e
it
�

2�H 01a2 + �(a1)
2
a
y

2 + 2�H 02a2 + �(a2)
2
a
y

2

�

(88)

+ e
� it

�

�(a
y

1)
2 + 2�H 01a

y

2 + �(a
y

2)
2
a2 + 2�H 02a

y

2

�o

H 1 = 0 (89)

and

W 1 =
1

2
p
2i

�
1

3

�

�(a
y

1)
2
a
y

2 + �(a
y

2)
3
�

�
1

3

�

�(a1)
2
a2 + �(a2)

3
�

+ �(a
y

1)
2 + 2�H 01a

y

2 + �(a
y

2)
2
a2 + 2�H 02a

y

2 (90)

�
�

2�H 01a2 + �(a1)
2
a
y

2 + 2�H 02a2 + �(a2)
2
a
y

2

�o

From this one can read o� W 1(t) and obtains after som e tedious but straightforward

calculations(which wehaveexecuted with thehelp ofthesym boliccom putation language

M APLE)

K 2(�;�) = �

 
4N 1N 2

3
+

5

12
+
5N 2

1

6
+ (a1)

2(a
y

2)
2 + (a2)

2(a
y

1)
2 +

2N 2

3
+
3N 1

2

!

�
2
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�

 
15N 2

2
+
11

4
+
15N 2

2

2

!

�
2 (91)

�

 
3

2
+ 6N 1N 2 �

(a1)
2(a

y

2)
2 + (a2)

2(a
y

1)
2

2
+ 3N 2 + 3N 1

!

��:

Keeping in m ind that we set � = 1 and that K1 = H 1 = 0 we now have to �nd the

eigenvaluesE 2

(k;�)
(�;�)ofK 2(�;�)= H 0+

1

2
K 2 which willgiveusthecorrecteigenvalues

ofH 0+ H 1 up tosecond order.Letk = 0denotetheground state(nodegeneracy:(0;1)),

k = 1the�rstexited state(doubledegeneracy:(1;1);(1;2)),and k = 3thesecond exited

state(tripledegeneracy:(2;1);(2;�))then we�nd thefollowing eigenvalues

E
2

(0;1)(�;�) = 1�
11�2

8
�
5�2

24
�
3��

4

E
2

(1;1)(�;�) = 2�
11�2

8
�
11�2

8
�
9��

4

E
2

(1;2)(�;�) = 2�
71�2

8
�
13�2

24
�
9��

4
(92)

E
2

(2;1)(�;�) = 3�
71�2

8
�
19�2

8
�
27��

4

E
2

(2;� )(�;�) = 3�
101�2

8
�
15��

4
�
17�2

8
�

p
2025�4 � 446�2�2 � 16�3� + 41�4

4
:

TheresultsforE 2 agreewith thoseobtained by Kum m er[13]and Ali[14](exceptforthe

factorof�2 in E 2

(2;1) in [14]which isprobably dueto a typographicalerror).

5 Equivalence to R ayleigh{Schr�odingerperturbation

theory

5.1 N on{degenerate case

In section 4 wehavealready seen thatatleastup to second orderthequantum analogue

ofthePoincar�e{von Zeipelm ethod and thestandard Rayleigh{Schr�odingerperturbation

theory coincide.In thissection weshow thatthisisindeed trueforthefullperturbation

expansions.Todothiswerecallbrie
yhow thestandard Rayleigh{Schr�odingerexpansion

is constructed in the nondegenerate case. W ith the help ofa suitably chosen contour
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integralin thecom plex E {planeonecan show thattheprojector

Pj(�)=
1

2�i

I

jE � E 0

j
j= r

dE

E � H (�)
(93)

on thejth eigenspaceofH (�)isanalyticin � and thatfor� su�ciently sm allhjjPj(�)jji>

0,[6,10].Thisprojectorthen givesa norm alized eigenvectorjji(�)ofH (�)to theeigen-

valueE j(�)via

jji(�)=
Pj(�)jji

q

hjjPj(�)jji
: (94)

From thisoneobtains

E j(�)= (�)hjjH (�)jji(�)=
hjjPj(�)H (�)Pj(�)jji

hjjPj(�)jji
: (95)

Using the expansion for Pj(�) the right hand side of(95) then yields an expansion for

E j(�)in � which istheusualRayleigh{Schr�odingerperturbation series.

On theotherhand itfollowsfrom (80)that

K (�)jji= Ej(�)jji (96)

whereK (�)= �(�)� 1H (�)�(�)which im plies

jji(�)= �(�)jji (97)

such that

Pj(�)= jji(�)(�)hjj= �(�))jjihjj�(�)� 1: (98)

Inserting (98)in (95)yields

E j(�) =
hjjPj(�)H (�)Pj(�)jji

hjjPj(�)jji
= hjj�(�)� 1H (�)�(�)ji

= hjjK (�)jji=

1X

p= 0

�p

p!
hjjK pjji (99)

which provestheequivalencein allordersforthenon{degeneratecase.
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5.2 D egenerate case

Suppose now thatH 0jj;�i= E 0
jjj;�iwith possible degeneracies � 2 D j = f1;:::;djg,

that E 0
j is an isolated point ofthe spectrum �(H 0),that Pj =

P

�2D j
jj;�ih�;jjis the

projector on the jth eigenspace ofH 0 and that Pj(�) de�ned as in (93) exists and is

analyticin �.Then ithasbeen shown that[6,10]

�
�

H (�)jR an Pj(�)

�

= �(H (�))\ fE jjE � E
0

jj< rg (100)

(where A jR an B m eans restriction ofthe operatorA to the range ofB ) and that there

existsa unitary operatorU(�)such that

Pj(�)= U(�)PjU(�)
� 1 (101)

and
~H (�):= U(�)� 1H (�)U(�) (102)

satis�es
~H (�)Pj = Pj ~H (�): (103)

Then Pj(~H (�)� E )Pj isa �nite dim ensionaloperatoranalytic in � and the eigenvalues

E j;�(�)ofH (�)arefound asthedj rootsoftheequation

det
�

Pj(~H (�)� E )Pj

�

= 0: (104)

The operatorsLj(�):= PjU(�)
� 1 and R j(�):= U(�)Pj sandwiching H (�)in (104)satisfy

certain di�erentialequationsinvolving Pj(�)whoseexpansion in term sof� isknown from

(93).W ith thehelp ofthesedi�erentialequationsL j(�)and Rj(�)can beexpanded in � as

well.TheN th orderapproxim ation in theRayleigh{Schr�odingerseriesforthedegenerate

caseisthen obtained by solving (104)whereterm soforderhigherthan N areneglected.

W e refer the reader to [6]for m ore details on Kato’s rigorous exposition ofthe usual

quantum m echanicalRayleigh{Schr�odingerperturbation theory.

As pointed out in [6]the unitary transform ation U(�) exists but is not necessarily

unique. Aswe shallsee below thisnonuniqueness isequivalentto the nonuniqueness of

thechoiceofW p m entioned attheend ofsection 3.

In orderto prove the equivalence with the quantum Poincar�e{von Zeipelm ethod we

�rstnotethat

�(�)� 1U(�)Pj = Pj�(�)
� 1
U(�): (105)
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In fact,since [K (�);H0]= 0 we m ay write the orthonorm alized eigenvectors ofK (�)as
P

�2D j
uj(�)��jj;�iwhereu

j(�)isa dj{dim ensionalunitary m atrix.Hence,theprojector

on thespace
L

�2D j
E ig(K (�);Ej;�(�))is

X

�;�;
2D j

u
j(�)��jj;�ih
;jj

�

u
j(�)

�y


�
=

X

�2D j

jj;�ih�;jj= Pj: (106)

SinceK (�)= �(�)� 1H (�)�(�),onehas

Pj(�)= �(�)Pj�(�)
� 1 (107)

which togetherwith (101)proves(105).Equation (105)statesthat

Z(�):= �(�)� 1U(�) (108)

isa unitary transform ation com m uting with allPj.On theotherhand,from

�(�)K (�)�(�)� 1 = H (�)= U(�)~H (�)U(�)� 1 (109)

itfollowsthat
~H (�)= Z(�)� 1K (�)Z(�) (110)

which im pliesthattherootsofequation (104)areidenticalto therootsof

det(Pj(K (�)� E )Pj)= 0 (111)

and thisprovestheequivalence ofthetwo m ethodsforthe eigenvalue{expansionsin the

presence ofdegenerateeigenvalues.

M oreover,ascan be seen from (110)the eigenvectorsof ~H (�)are related to those of

K (�) by the unitary transform ation Z(�) which preserves each eigenspace ofH0. It is

likely thatthe nonuniquenessin the choice ofW p m ay be exploited to m ake Z(�)trivial

[11]butthisisstillunderinvestigation.

6 D iscussion and conclusion

Kum m er[12]wasthe�rstto discusstheaveraging m ethod forquantum system s.Based

on ideasfrom classicalaveraging heconstructed a perturbation m ethod called thenorm al

form approach [13]which is equivalent to \tim e averaging" [12]but instead ofusing

averaging to solve(47)and (48)item ploysalgebraicconstructions.
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M otivated by theBirkho�{Gustavson norm alform in classicalm echanicsAli[14]has

developed a quantum analogueofthisand hisconstruction yieldsthesam eexpansion as

thatofKum m er.W orkingexplicitly with an algebraofdestruction and creation operators

Eckhardt[15]hasalsoconstructed aquantum analogueoftheBirkho�{Gustavson norm al

form .A quantization oftheclassicalBirkho�{Gustavson norm alform hasbeen attem pted

by Robnik [20]butthisisnecessarily plagued by ordering problem swhich do nota�ect

ourwork and theothercontributionscited above(thisisonly partly truefor[15]).

The constructionsofKum m er,Aliand Eckhardthave in com m on thatthe existence

ofthe generatorsofthe unitary transform ation hasto be assum ed orassured by certain

additionalconditions. In the present paper the necessary generators W p are (at least

form ally)explicitly constructed.

In fact,it can be shown [11]that the m ethod ofquantum averaging as presented

here providesexplicitsolutionsin term softhetim e averaging integralsforthealgebraic

constructions ofKum m er. The algebraic constructions have the advantage ofrigorous

validity butlack constructiveproceduresneeded to executethealgorithm .Theapproach

presented here has{ apartfrom itsconceptualproxim ity to the classicalsituation { the

advantage ofproviding explicit constructions. Due to the analytic character ofthese

constructions,however,technicalproblem s which are absent in the algebraic approach

m ay arise.

Using a slightly m odi�ed quantum averaging in oursense forthe particularexam ple

ofthequantum anharm onicoscillatorBen Lem lih and Ellison [16]havederived rigorous

errorboundson approxim ationsto thequantum tim eevolution.

Theirworkalsocontainsasuggestion tocom paretheapproxim ation totheeigenvalues

ofthisspeci�c problem to the usualperturbative corrections,i.e.Rayleigh{Schr�odinger

theory. Ali[14]and and Kum m er [13]have found that in allthe exam ples they have

treated the norm alform perturbative results agree with Rayleigh{Schr�odinger theory

(incidentally this is not true for Robnik’s expansions [20]) and Eckhardt also suggests

thatthe Birkho�{Gustavson perturbation expansion isidenticalto the usualRayleigh{

Schr�odingerpertubation theory.Ourwork then providesan explicitproofofthisassertion

since,as Kum m er has shown,his norm alform approach is equivalent to the averaging

m ethod in quantum m echanicsand wehaveshown thataveragingiscom pletely equivalent

to the Rayleigh{Schr�odingertheory yielding the sum soverinterm ediate statesin closed

form s.

A very im portantaspectrelated to thiswork (butnotdiscussed here)isthefact,that

justasin classicalm echanicsa superconvergentperturbation theory can be constructed

with the help ofaveraging,thiscan be done in quantum m echanicsaswelland yieldsa

perturbation theoryexplicitly distinctfrom theusualRayleigh{Schr�odingertheory[9,21].
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W ork is in progress to establish the technicalconditions necessary to put quantum

averaging on a rigorousm athem aticalfooting and to determ ine how the nonuniqueness

ofthe W p m ay be used to trivialize Z(�). Itm ay also be possible thatstandard tim e{

dependent perturbation techniques (e.g. sudden aproxim ation) can be form ulated as

analoguesofclassicaltim e{dependentaveraging.
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