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A bstract

An exact analogue of the m ethod of averaging in classical m echanics is con—
structed for self{ad pint operators. It is shown to be com pltely equivalent to the
usualR aykigh {Schrodinger perturbation theory but gives the sum s over intermm e~
diate states In closed form expressions. T he anham onic oscillator and the H enon {
Heiles system are treated as exam ples to iluistrate the quantum averaging m ethod.

PACS Code: 03.65-w, 31154 g,0230M v, 0290+ p

1 Introduction and m otivation

The failure to cbtain exact solutions form ost m echanical system s of Interest (e. g. plan—
etary m otion) has prom pted the search for perturbation technigues aln ost In m ediately
after the conosption of New tonian m echanics (see ] for som e history on the sub #ct).
At about the tum of the last century Lindstedt [, Poincare B], and later von Zeipel []
developed a perturbation m ethod for classical H am iltonian system s using an averaging
procedure In phase space. Degpie its lack of convergence In m any cases this m ethod
which we shall henceforth refer to as the Poincare{von Zeipelm ethod hasbeen a widely
used one since it yields at least asym ptotic expansions.
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Conceming the ability to nd exact solutionsnothingm uch changed w ith the advent of
quantum m echanics. T here it tumed out to be equally In portant to develop perturbation
m ethods and this was done sin ultaneously w ih the beginning of quantum m echanics
by Schrodinger [{]. D ue to previous contributions to sim ilar perturbation technigques in
other wave equationsby Lord R aykigh this theory hasbeen nam ed R ayleigh { Schrodinger
perturbation theory and has lJater been given a rigorous m athem aticalbasis in the work
ofKato [§] and Rellich f]1.

In this paper it is shown that the two m ethods are identical. M ore precisely, it w illbe
shown that In quantum m echanics an exact analogue of the classical Poincare{von Zejpel
m ethod can be form ulated w ith the help ofan averaging techique for self ad pint operators
analogous to the classical m ethod and that the resulting quantum Poincare{von Zejpel
perturbation theory is identical to the R aylkigh { Schrodinger theory.

T he analogy between the cassical and quantum case isbased entirely on the structure
of the equations appearing in the algorithm and the strucure of the m ethod used to
solve them (@averaging) . T he starting point in the classical case is a H am iltonian function
on phase space wih a perturbing Ham iltonian, whereas in the quantum case we start
from a self adpint Ham iltonian operator w ith a perturbing operator. If and how the
two Ham iltonians are related is of no Interest here. N o quantization or other quantum {
classicalmap (e. g. sam i{classical corresgpondence) is needed to construct the quantum
analogue of the classical Pohhcare{von Zeipel theory.

V iew Ing Raykigh{Schrodinger as a quantum version of the classical Poincare{von
Zeipelm ethod yields (@part from a purely conosptual view point) one possible advantage:
it gives closed expressions for the sum s over interm ediate states which appear in the
corrective tem s for the eigenvalues and eigenfunctions.

Them ethod ofquantum averaging hasalso been used to construct a quantum analogue
of K oIn ogorov’s superconvergent perturbation theory [§1. This new quantum \supercon—
vergent" perturbation theory is substantially di erent and from the standard R ayleigh {
Schrodinger m ethod and initial num erical studies In som e exam ples indicate m uch better
convergence properties {§]. W hile using quantum averaging to construct analogues of the
classical Poincare{von Zejpel and superconvegent m ethods they needed to be com pared
w ith existing perturbation m ethods in quantum m echanics. In [§]we have shown that the
quantum superconvergent m ethod yields a new kind of perturbation theory and in this
paperwe show that the quantum P oincare{von Zejpelm ethod is identical to the standard
R aylkigh {Schrodinger theory.

In classical m echanics the Poincare{von Zejpel series is in m ost cases divergent and
yields only an asym ptotic serdes. This is sim ilar In its quantum equivalent the R ayleigh {
Schrodinger series. Since we prove the equivalence of the two m ethods we shall not state
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all technical details necessary to m ake all steps rigorous but refer the reader to the vast
m athem atical literature dealing w ith the R aylkigh { Schrodinger (orK ato{R ellich) pertur-
bation theory (see e.g. [[Q]). Just as certain quantities diverge in standard Rayleigh {
Schrodinger theory (in cases where convergence conditions fail) the power expansions in

form ally w ritten down here m ay not converge in which case the perturoation algorithm
gives only asym ptotic inform ation, all sum s have to be replaced by nite onesup to N,
and equations have to be read m odulo O (¥ 1) forany nieN .

T he paper is organized as follow s:

In section ] we present the classical Poincare{von Zeipel perturbation theory and
m ethod of averaging In such a way that it can easily be generalized to quantum m echnics
which is done in section 3.

In section @l we apply the quantum Poincare{von Zelpel and averaging m ethod to a
H am iltonian w ith pure point spectrum , show that up to second order all results from the
R ayligh {Schrodinger theory are reproduced and discuss two exam ples which illustrate
the m ethod and show possibl advantages of this new way of constructing the R ayleigh {
Schrodinger series.

In section [§ the ull equivalence of the two perturbation expansions in all orders is
proven.

F inally, n section |[d we discuss previous constructionsm in icking classicalperturbation
expansions in quantum m echanics by Kumm er [13, 3], A 1i [l4], E khardt [1§], and Ben
Lem lih and E 1lison @] and their relation to the present m ethod and conclide w ith som e
rem arks about fiture investigations.

2 ClassicalP oincare{von Zelpelperturbation theory

In this section we will describe the classical Poincare{von Zeipel perturbation theory
along w ith the m ethod of averaging In a geom etric m anner such that its generalization
to quantum m echanics is aln ost self{evident. To avoid later confusion we w ill use lower
case lktters for the classical situation. T he unperturbed H am iltonian hy is a function on
phase space which is equipped with a Poisson bradket structure £ ; g.ohis assum ed
to be su ciently sn ooth, Integrable and nondegenerate in the sense of Liouville{A mold,



Furthem ore, ket
®x P
h()=  —h, @)
p=0 p!
be the perturbed Ham iltonian where the perturbations hy; p 1 are assum ed to be
su ciently an ooth fiinctionson . The idea of Poincare{von Zeipel perturoation theory

isto ook foran {dependent generating function

b
wi()= —Wpi1 @)

p=0+"
wih {ihdependent amn ooth functions w;) such that w ( ) generates a canonical ow
()wih \tine" .Then’ () = ( } isa transPm ation on determ ned uniquely by
4, () dw () () 3)

— = adw

d

"0 = i )

and gives rise to the follow ing action on phase space functions a:

"(la=a ' (): ©)
Here ad f (g) is de ned for any two phase space functions f;g as

adf @) = ff;9g ©)

and for future use we rem ark that @dw ( )P = adw () adw () (o times).
later purpose we shallneed an expansion of’ in term s of som e di erential operators t,

Independent of
® P
() = —%: (7)
p=0p!tp

The t, are then recursively de ned through t; = id and

xP p!
Gr1 = 1 adwy 1 o1t @)

=0

Actingwith ’ ( ) on the perturoed Ham iltonian h ( ) gives a new Ham iltonian

k()="0)h() ©)

For



which is assum ed to be analytic in

®x p
k()= —kp (10)
p:0p'
and forwhich one nds
ko = ho (ll)
ko, = adwyhy) + £ p 1 12)
where f; = h; and orp 2
|
R 2 P ]_
fo = hp + 1 @wy ke 1 1)+ & 1 1hyq): (13)
=0
Ifwehad a solution ,(,(®) : ! of the m otion with Ham iltonian k ( ) then
rHO =7 () L T O)7 14)

would give us the desired solution for the perturoed Ham iltonian h( ). In general it is
not possible to nd ’ () such that a solution for k ( ) may be found. However, we m ay
choose the w; successively in such a m anner that each k; is integrable, i. e. (since hy is
Integrable and nondegenerate) such that

adhg ky) = 0 8p: 15)

In thisway one can trivially solve the equations ofm otion fork ( ) up to any nite order
in  and thus obtain via [I4) solutions ofh ( ) up to the sam e order in
Thuswe have to nd the w, successively such that

ke = adw,ho)+ £, 1e)

adhg k) = O: @7)

Equation {q) and {[]) are solved by them ethod ofaveraging [[],[[§]. Let = ( 1;::: o
be the coordinates canonically conjigate to the integralsb = ;:::;0,). Then the ow

" n, generated by the unperturbed H am iltonian hy expressed In the coordinates (o; ) is
! ! !
o} b®) o}

" _ _ 18
ho © 0 ®© ot )t (18)



where !

@hy @ho
Po) = —— Wp)iini—— ) 19

@bl (bb ’ ’ @h1
gives the frequencies of the unperturbed m otion which we assum e to be independent
over the rationals (non{resonant) for the given Iy, i.e.c !'® = 0) c= 0 Porany

c= (@;:::;G) wih integer ¢;. Let g be any function on phase space which has the
Fourer decom position

X .
gl; )= g).e” @0)
c2zn
and de ne the phase space functions
121
— L ,
g : TJfITIlTOdtho(t)g @1)
121 Z ¢
s@ = Ilm — dc ds 'y, ( s) g Q) @2)
T!1 T o 0
then one nds
g = g (23)
X .
s@) = 90 e ©4)
2zn fog T ¢ ©)
and it iseasy to see that
g = ads@) hy)+g @5)
adhy @ = 0: (26)
W ith this construction we choose now in ({L§) orw,:
W, = s(f) 27)

then k, = ?p comm utes w ith hy as desired. T he in portant point to note here is that we
have form ulated the basic (averaging) constructions 1) and @7) necessary to solve (1§)
and {[7) in a coordinate free way. This geom etric description using the tin e average is
Inm ediately suitable for generalization to self ad-pint operators, i. e. to quantum me-
chanics. Tt should be noted, however, that R7) is not the only possble solution of {14)
and @) since

Wo = Wt (28)



is also a solution of our problem as long as
ad v, hg) = 0: 29)

T his nonuniqueness w ill also em erge In the quantum m echanical setting since it is also
present in K ato’s rigorous exposition of R ayleigh { Schrodinger perturbation theory [@I.

3 Quantum Poincare{von Zelpelperturbation theory
and averaging

Now we shalldevelop the quantum m echanical analogue of the classical theory presented
In the previous section. For this purpose we use capital latin letters to denote operators
on som e Hibert space . Let H ; be the unperturbed Ham iltonian operator which is
assum ed to be diagonalized In som e basis and let

x P

H()= —'H o (30)

p=0P-
be the perturbed H am iltonian. H ere we do not in pose any conditions (ke e.g.bounded-
ness) on the perturbationsH; p 1, but proceed purely on a form allevel. A m athem at-
ically rigorous jasti cation ofeach step is notordously intricate and w ill not be attem pted
here because it would com pltely cbscure the basic ideas of the m ethod. Since ultin ately
we shall prove the equivalence of thism ethod to the usualR aylkigh {Schrodinger pertur-
bation theory the conditions of the latter theory needed to guarantee convergence (see
e.qg. [[Q) willbe su cient tom ake the quantum P oincare{von Zeijpel perturbation theory
convergent as well. In analogy to the classical situation we seek a self ad pint generator
(operator)

& p
W ()= — W1 (31)
p=0p’
such that W ( ) induces theunitary ow () with \tine" , ie.
E ()——iW()()’ )= 1: (32)
d " h ’ -
Then ()= () ! istheunigue solution ofthe hnitial value problem
d
g() = AD W () () (33)
0 =1 (34)



where () actson any operatorA via
(YA = ()'a () (35)

and where AD F G) isnow de ned as
i
ADF(G)FE[_F;G] (36)

forany two operatorsF ;G (again we om it the technicaldetails necessary tom ake (34) well
de ned for unbounded operators) and as In the classicalcase AD W ( )P = ADW ()
ADW () (times).
A s In the classical case i will be ussful to expand In tetmm s of {Independent
operators Ty :
pra

p=0+"

w here the T, are then recursively de ned through T, = 1 and

XP P
Tor1= AD Wy, T o1t (38)
ro 1
Notethat () and thusthe T, act on operators whereas ( ) itself is a transform ation
on H ibert space which can also be expanded as
® P
()= — (39)
p=0p!
and w here the ollow ing recursive relation for the , can be derived from @):
|
i¥ p
= = W (40)
pt+1 p W I+1
h, , 1
and 0= 1.
Transform Ing the perturbed Ham ittonian H ( ) with ( ) gives a new Ham iltonian
K()= ()H ()= ()H() () (41)
which is assum ed to be analytic in
®x P
K ()= —'Kp 42)
p:0p'



and for which one nds

K 0o = H 0 (43)
(44)

=
o
Il
p=
O
=
o
=
+
&l
o
T
’_l

1
Fp=Hpt 1 AD W1 Kp 1 1)+ Tp 1 1Hu1): (45)
=0
A 1l these equations are exactly analogous to the classical case but it is to be em phasized
that they are perfectly well de ned operator equations. But how are we to choose W
now ? Ifwe could diagonalize K ( ) up to a given nite order in , we could read o its
eigenvalues and eigenvectors to that order as well, but thism eans that we have found the
elgenvalues and the eigenvectors of the perturbed Ham iltonian H ( ) shce by [4]) H and
K are uniarly equivalent. Before we w rite this out in formulae et us rst see how we
can diagonalize K order by order using the m ethod of quantum averaging. It is cbvious
that the necessary and su cient condition for diagonalization is the equivalent of (I7],
i. e. requiring
AD HoK,p) = 0; p 1 (40)
means that allK , commute with H and thusH ; and K ; can be diagonalized sin ultane-
ously, hence K can bem ade diagonalto any niteorderN in . Consequently, in orderto
diagonalize K to any nite orderwe need to solve the quantum analogue of {[d) and {7),
ie.
Ko = AD W,y + Fp @7)
AD HoKy) = O: 48)

This, too, is done analogous to the classical case. Let y, be the unitary ow generated
by the unperturbed Ham iltonian H ( such that for any operator G

a, (D G = expl EltHwG exp(i_tHO)=:G(t) 49)

w here the Jast equation introduces a sin pli ed notation. Suppose now that G is such that

Zr

G = lm

T! 1

dtG () (50)
Z t

dt ds G() G (51)
0 0

T o

121
l—i[n_
T

T! 1

S@G)

N



exist and such that

G G
Iim L=0 52)
T! 1 T
then it follow s that
G = AD SG))H,+G (53)
ADH,G) = O: (54)
We rstprove B4):
ADH,G) = ir_H ;G1= Il 1ZTiLH ;G (1t
0 - h or _T‘l T o h Or
. 1%t 4 G @T) G
= Iim — —G ()dt= Im —— =20
T!'1 T o dt T! 1 T
by assum ption. M oreover
121 Ze 4 — 121 Z2e 4
AD SG))Hy) = Iim — dt ds=G () G;Hol= Im — dt ds—G (s);Ho]
T!'1 T o 0 h T!'1 T o 0 h
lZT Zt d lZT
=  Iim — dt ds—G (8)= 1lm — at Gk G)
T!1 T o 0 ds T!'1 T o
= G G

which proves (53). Equations (4)-E4) are the exact quantum analogue of the classical
averaging technigue w ith the notew orthy absence of any non{resonance condiion. T hus
rany p 1 equation @&]) and §§) are successively solved by

W, = SEp) (55)

K, = Fp: (56)

Using (3) wem ay sin plify F, by noting that

ADWy1Fp 1 1)=AD W1 Fp 1 1) (67)

and w ith ) wehaveW 1, = S 3 1). Assum Ing continuiy ofthemaps S and~™ one can
form ally show that S B ) = S B ) forany operatorB forwhich S B ) and B exist. On the
other hand it isevident that S B ) = 0. Putting these things together show s that

ADWy1(F, 11)=0 (58)
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such that the expression {56) forK , does not contain contributons arising from averaging
thetem sAD W1 K, 1 1) I the expression (49) PortheF,.
Let us sum m arize what we have done so far: G Iven a perturdoed Ham ittonian H ( ) =

o0 5 p We have shown that chosing W, = S Fp) n W ()= L oW pe1 kadsto
® pP__ .
K ()=Hot |F () "HO) () 59)
p—lp

and the F_p all com m ute w ith the unperturbed operator H ; and are given by
Fi, = Hy; (60)

1 -
Fo = Hp+t To 1 1H w1 p 2 (61)
=0 1

The rst fow tem s in the expansion §9) are

Fo=0; Ko= Ho;
Fi=Hy; Ki=Hyj (62)
Fp=Ho+ ;W ;K i+ H 1} Ko=Hy+ W ;H

P _
whereW ;= S ). Hence, §=1 ;p!Fp and H ( can be sim ulaneously diagonalized for any
nite N . Let us introduce the follow ing notation

Hop_
K" () = —F, (63)
p—Op'
N X P
() = — (64)
p=0p! ’
which Inplies
K'Y ()= (" (') "O+o ™ h: (65)
Let
)yt () =8 O3 () (66)
and
H ()P )= B ()BPi() 67)
Evidently
HOOYOnf =8 O Y O)rpf ()y+oHh; (68)
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i.e.the eigenvalues E 5 ( ) and eigenvectors Jji( ) ofthe perturbed Ham iltonian H ( ) are
approxin ated as follow s

Esj() = Ey ()+0 ("™ (69)
Hi() = T Onf (H+o0 T (70)

Hence, we have used the quantum analogue of the averaging m ethod to construct a quan-—
tum m echanical perturbation theory. Just as In the classical case, how ever, the solutions
for W , constructed here are not the only ones. O ne encounters the sam e nonuniqueness
asgiven by £§) and £9) in the classical case.

4 Exam ples: D iscrete spectra

4.1 G eneral second order term s

In this section we w illapply the theory developed in section [ to the case ofa H am iltonian

H( which is assum ed to have a purely discrete spectrum w ith nite degeneracy
X
Ho= T i $h ;33 (71)
Ji 2D 4

where the sum over munsoverD 5 = fl;:::;dy = dim (Eig(Ho;E;?))g. For any slf
adpint G one then cbtains:

_ X

G = T ih ;3% 3 ih ;33 (72)

j; 7 2D

h X Lo LBk 1

56)= = i JEE

ljék; 2D 5; 2Dy Ej Ey

Using €3), (73), and {73) one nds after straightforward calculations

h ;k3 (73)

X
K?() = T o1 EJ+ hiHidm 1h i3 (74)
ey 0o 8 91
n jj,' i@ 2 h Ijj_l 21 l+ h IJ:H lj{l ih lk:Hlle 1 Ah ;jj:
: 2 E? E? i
Ji 7 2D j6k; 2Dy j k !

Consequently the eigenvaluesE, () ofK? () are detem ined as solutions of the secular
equation of d;{din ensionalm atrices:

det E? h;3K*()f i=0 (75)
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which coincides w ith the usualR aylkigh {Schrodinger result. T he corresponding eigenvec—

tors ofK 2 ( ) are then «

miPO= Y05 i (76)
2Dj
and one has for the eigenvector Jj; i( ) ofH ()

!
2

B 1) 1 iw + (iw )2 iw 6 i2()+ 0 () (77)
. i) = 2 2 L —
s n 1 > n 1 n 2 s
w ih
h X h ;7 s i
W= - T i—’{ﬁlj{g h ;%3 (78)
ljék; 2D 5; 2Dy Ej Ey

andW,= S ®H,+ W ;H;+ H;]) which we shallnot w rite dow n here but which inserted
nto ) yields the corrections to the eigenvctors to second order known from Rayleigh {
Schrodinger perturbation theory in the case of non{degenerate spectrum . In thiscasewe
see from (74) that the eigenvectors ofK ? ( ) and Hy coincide: §ji* ( ) = jji. In fact, shoe

N

_ 1
K" ()=K" (>+N—!KN (79)

and Hy;Ky 1= 0 8N we have by induction
P ()= Pi 8N (80)

in the non{degenerate case.

T he general equivalence of the quantum version of the Poincare{von Zeipel perturba—
tion theory to the standard R ayligh {Schrodinger perturbation theory will be proven in
section [§. T he fact that the corrections to the eigenvalues in the Poincare{von Zeipel the-
ory are derived from an averagihg procedure m ay, how ever, provide som e com putational
advantage since it gives the sum s over interm ediate states so comm on to standard pertur-
bation theory in closed form . For exam ple, the second order term in the non{degenerate
case is given by

X Pofakif

120
ES E/} TE1 T

) |
e 5H2(t>+§wl;ﬂﬂ(t> . @)

.. ..
Ehj'ﬁ 21t
36 k
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42 Example 1: Anham onic oscillator

For the nondegenerate case we shall ilustrate the m ethod in the exam pl of the hamm onic
oscillator Ho = 2 di—22+ x® with cubic perturbation H; = 3x*; H,= 0; p 2 (@nhar-
m onic oscillator w ith h = 1) where the quantum Poincare{von Zejpelm ethod w illpem i
us to com pute the sum s over interm ediate states and the correctionsup to O ( 2) w thout
much e ort. A Il calculations are straightforw ard ifwe use the operators

! d + ¥ ! d + 82)
a=p= —+x a¥ = p—= — + x
P2 = 2 =
for which one nds
ak) = e*a )= e *ay 83)
such that
l 4it_4 4it 4 21it 2it 3 2 2
Hib = — efa +e @)+ 4e"MaH pa+ 4e “fa'Hoa'! + —H )+ —
16 8 32
_ 3, 2
H, = = + —
1 8(Ho) 2
1 4 4
W, = r @) a + 8a'H,a¥ 8aHja
i
1 . ) . .
W, = o e @) &™a'+ 8e *Ma'H,a?  8e*faH pa
i
1
Ko = 5 [@)*;a 1+ 32B'H pa’;aH oal
Ez() = '+}+ E('2+')+i 2 E'3+E'2+5_9'+£
] 75 g9 " V7 16 64 " 128° " 12877 128

T his form ula for the correction to the eljgenvalieswas rst derived by H eisenberg [[9]and
is also reproduced by K umm er using his nom al form approach [7].

43 Example 2: H enon {H eiles system

To ilustrate the m ethod for the degenerate case we apply it to the two{dim ensional
Henon {H eiles systam whose unperturbed H am ittonian is We choose again h = 1)

|
1 & FE )+ x)? 1 1
S 2 M4 He =N+ D4 Ny S 84
> 2" 2 5 01 02 1t 3 2t 3 ©4)

HOZ
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where the N 5; j= 1;2 are the num ber operators and the perturbation is
Hi(; )= ®1)’x+ &)°; Hp=0if p 2: 85)

Tt isonly for convenience that we have chosen the \degenerate" case (i.e.equal frequencies

for the two one{din ensional oscillators in H 3). The m ethod is com plktely obliious to

that distinction. In thisexam ple we treat and as one perturbation param eter In the

sensethat = ~, = 7Tand isthe singk perturbation param eter which we st equal
to one at the end ofthe calculation. A s In the case of the anham onic oscillator it is very

convenient to use the operators

1 d y 1 d
aj:=19—5 —j+xj aj:=19—5 —j+xj (86)
which also evolre according to
aj)=e'a; alm=e Fal: 87)
This yields
Hi = ;Lal—;em @)fa+ @) +e’* @)al+ @)’
+ e 2 Hpap+ @1)%al+ 2 Hpax +  (@)%al 88)
+ e™ @)Y+2Hpa i+ @) a+ 2 Hpal °
H, = 0 89)
and
W, = 591?1 % @)’ay+ @)’ % @)fa+ (@)’
+ @)+ 2Heat @) apt 2 Heay (90)

o
2 2
2 Hpax+ @)ay+ 2 Hpapx+  (@)°a]

From this one can read o W ; (t) and obtains after som e tedious but straightforward
calculations (which we have executed w ith the help ofthe sym bolic com putation language
MAPLE)
|
4N;N, 5 5N7? 2N, 3N;

Ko(; ) = T+ 4 + @)’ @)+ @)+

+ 2
3 12 6 3 2
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|
15N 11 15N 2
2L Ty 2 2

— 91
2 4 2 GL)

|

3 a1)? @)%+ (a)% @)% ’

Jhengn, oETH @IE, 4y gy,

2 2

Kesping n mind that we set = 1 and that K; = H; = 0 we now have to nd the
ejgenvahesEfk; (5 )ofK?(; )=Hg+ %szhidle]lgjyeustheoortecteigenvahes

ofH ¢+ H 1 up to second order. Let k = 0 denote the ground state (no degeneracy: (0;1)),
k = 1 the rstexited state (doubl degeneracy: (1;1); (1;2)),and k = 3 the second exited
state (triple degeneracy: (2;1); @2; )) then we nd the follow Ing eigenvalues

11 2 5 2 3

Ef., () = 1
o (7 ) 8 24 4
B2 (s = 2 12 11 2 9
e 8 8 4
B2 (:) = 2 71 % 13 ¢ 9 ©2)
= 8 24 4
B2 (s = 3 219 7 27
@i = 8 8 4 o
5 101 * 15 17 2 2025 4 446 2 2 16 3 + 41 ¢
By (i) = 3 =3 1 8 4 :

The results forkE ? agree w ith those cbtained by Kumm er E] and A 1i E] (exoept orthe
factorof * inE?%,, in [4]which isprobably due to a typographical error) .

5 Equivalence to R ayleigh { Schrodinger perturbation
theory

5.1 N on{degenerate case

In section @ we have already seen that at Jeast up to second order the quantum analogue
of the Poincare{von Zejpelm ethod and the standard R ayleigh { Schrodinger perturbation
theory coincide. In this section we show that this is lndeed true for the full perturbation
expansions. To do thiswe recallbrie vy how the standard R aylkigh { Schrodinger expansion
is constructed In the nondegenerate case. W ith the help of a suitably chosen contour

16



Integral in the com plex E {plane one can show that the proctor

P()—il L 93)
) _2ijE‘.Eg.Jj=rE H ()

on the jth eigenspace ofH ( ) isanalyticin and that for su ciently smallhjP;( )Jji>
0, [, [[Q]. T his pro-ector then gives a nom alized eigenvector fji( ) of H ( ) to the eigen—
valueE 5 () via

P, ()i

—— 94)
P, ()3l

Ti() =

From this one cbtains

iP5 () ()R ()i

E ()= ()h] Pi( ) = 95
5C)= ()3 ()piC) P, ()i (95)

U sing the expansion for P;( ) the right hand side of [95) then yi¥lds an expansion for
E5 () n which isthe usualRaylkigh{Schrodinger perturbation series.
On the other hand i ©llows from Q) that

K ()Ji=E5 ()i (96)
whereK ()= () 'H () () whih inples
Ji()= ()i 97)
such that
Py( )= Pi()Ohjj= ( NHihgy () *: (98)

Inserting (99) n (99) yields

iP5 (R (OB () Hi

. = - - 1 .
E () P, ()i hjj () "H () ()3
P p
= WX ()Ji= KDl (99)
p=0P-

w hich proves the equivalence In all orders for the non {degenerate case.
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5.2 D egenerate case

Suppose now that HyJj; i= E;-’jj; i wih possbl degeneracjesP 2 D y= fl;:::;d59,
that E{ is an isolated point of the spectrum (), that P4 = op, 7 ih ;33is the
profctor on the Jjth eigenspace of Hy and that P4 ( ) de ned as in [93) exists and is
analytic n . Then it hasbeen shown that [[f,[10]

H()danr,) = BE(N\IE JE Eji< g (100)

Where A j.nps I eans restriction of the operator A to the range of B ) and that there
exists a unitary operatorU ( ) such that

P5()=U()RU ()" (101)
and
H()=U()H()U() (102)
satis es
H ()Py=P3H (): (103)
Then PyH () E)P; isa nite dimensional operator analytic in  and the eigenvalues
E, () ofH () are found as the d roots of the equation
det Py () E)Py = O: (104)
The operators Lj( ) = P;U () " andR4( ) = U ( )P sandwiching H ( ) in [I0}) satisfy

certain di erential equations involving P 5 ( ) whose expansion in term sof isknown from

@) . W ith thehelp ofthese di erentialequationsL 5 ( ) and R ( ) can beexpanded n  as
well. The N th order approxin ation In the R aylkigh {Schrodinger series for the degenerate

case is then obtained by soving {L04) where tem s of order higher than N are neglkcted.

W e refer the reader to [§] or m ore details on K ato’s rigorous exposition of the usual
quantum m echanicalR aylkigh {Schrodinger perturbation theory.

A s poInted out In ] the uniary transform ation U ( ) exists but is not necessarily
unique. A s we shall see below this nonunigqueness is equivalent to the nonunigueness of
the choice of W , m entioned at the end of section [3.

In oxder to prove the equivalence w ith the quantum Poincare{von Zeipelm ethod we

st note that
() 'U()Py=P5 () ‘U (): (105)
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gn fact, sihce K ( );Hol= 0 we m ay write the orthonom alized eigenvectors ofK ( ) as
2Djuj( ) ij; iwhereuld () isa dj{din ensional unitary m atrix. H ence, the pro fctor
on the space  ,p ,EigK ( );Ey; (1)) is

X , , y X
w() I ih;3igul() = 7 ih ;3= Pj: (106)
i i 2Dy 2D 5
SinceK ()= () *H () (),onehas
Py()= ()P5 () ° (107)
which togetherwith (0J)) proves {03). Equation {I03) states that
Z()= ()'U() (108)

is a unitary transform ation com m uting w ith allP 4. O n the other hand, from

()K () () '=H()=U(H ()HU ()’ (109)

i ollow s that
H()=2()'K ()z() 110)

which im plies that the roots of equation (104) are identical to the roots of
det P5K () E)Py) =20 (111)

and this proves the equivalence of the two m ethods for the eigenvalue{expansions in the
presence of degenerate eigenvalues.

M oreover, as can be seen from ) the eigenvectors of H' ( ) are related to those of
K () by the unitary transform ation Z ( ) which preserves each eigenspace of Hy. It is
Ikely that the nonuniqueness in the choice of W ; m ay be exploited to make Z ( ) trivial
@] but this is still under investigation.

6 D iscussion and conclusion

Kummer @] was the st to discuss the averaging m ethod for quantum system s. Based
on ideas from classical averaging he constructed a perturbation m ethod called the nom al
form approach [[3] which is equivalent to \tin e averaging”" [[2] but instead of using

averaging to solve @) and (@§) it em ploys algebraic constructions.
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M otivated by the B irkho {Gustavson nom al fom in classicalm echanics A 11 @] has
developed a quantum analogue of this and his construction yields the sam e expansion as
that of K umm er. W orking explicitly w ith an algebra ofdestruction and creation operators
E ckhardt E] hasalso constructed a quantum analogue ofthe B irkho {G ustavson nom al
form . A quantization ofthe classicalB irkho {G ustavson nom alformm hasbeen attem pted
by Rcbnik PQJ]but this is necessarily plagued by ordering problm s which do not a ect
our work and the other contributions cited above (this is only partly true for E]) .

T he constructions of Kumm er, A li and E ckhardt have In comm on that the existence
of the generators of the uniary transform ation has to be assum ed or assured by certain
additional conditions. In the present paper the necessary generators W , are (@t least
fom ally) explicitly constructed.

In fact, i can be shown [[J] that the method of quantum averaging as presented
here provides explicit solutions In tem s of the tin e averaging integrals for the algebraic
constructions of Kumm er. The algebraic constructions have the advantage of rigorous
validity but lJack constructive procedures needed to execute the algorithm . T he approach
presented here has { apart from its conceptual proxin ity to the classical situation { the
advantage of providing explicit constructions. Due to the analytic character of these
constructions, however, technical problem s which are absent in the algebraic approach
may arise.

U sing a slightly m odi ed quantum averaging in our sense for the particular exam ple
of the quantum anham onic oscillator Ben Lem lh and E llison [[§] have derived rigorous
error bounds on approxin ations to the quantum tin e evolution.

T heirwork also contains a suggestion to com pare the approxin ation to the eigenvalues
of this speci ¢ problem to the usual perturbative corrections, i. e. R aylkigh {Schrodinger
theory. Al [[4] and and Kummer [13] have fund that in all the exam ples they have
treated the nom al form perturbative results agree with Raykigh{Schrodinger theory
(incidentally this is not true for Rabnik’s expansions R(4]) and Eckhardt also suggests
that the Birkho {G ustavson perturbation expansion is dentical to the usual Raylkigh{
Schrodinger pertubation theory. O urwork then provides an explicit proofofthis assertion
since, as Kumm er has shown, his nom al form approach is equivalent to the averaging
m ethod In quantum m echanics and we have show n that averaging is com pletely equivalent
to the Raylkigh {Schrodinger theory yielding the sum s over Intermm ediate states In closed
form s.

A very in portant aspect related to thiswork (but not discussed here) is the fact, that
Just as In classical m echanics a superconvergent perturbation theory can be constructed
w ith the help of averaging, this can be done in quantum m echanics as well and yields a
perturbation theory explicitly distinct from the usualR ayleigh {Schrodinger theory [, RJ1.
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W ork is In progress to establish the technical conditions necessary to put quantum
averaging on a rigorous m athem atical footing and to determm Ine how the nonunigueness
ofthe W , may be used to trivialize Z ( ). It may also be possible that standard tim e{
dependent perturbation techniques (e. g. sudden aproxin ation) can be formulated as
analogues of classical tin e{dependent averaging.
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