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I. Introduction

Liealgebraic techniques have found w ide application to physical system s and gener-
ally provide descriptions of bound states or scattering statesfl, 2, 3]. O nce an algebraic
structure is identi ed, such as a spectrum generating algebra, exactly solable lim its of
the theory, or dynam ical sym m etries, can be constructed 4]. H ere representation theory
provides a fullclassi cation of states and often transitions[§]. T hese dynam ical symm etry
lin its can be intuitive guides to the m ore general structure and behavior of solutions of
the problem . Q uantum system s can be characterized by three types of soectra: discrete
(oound states), continuous (scattering states) and bands (periodic potentials). T he third
case corresponds to soectra w ith energy bands and gaps. Up to now , however, dynam ical
sym m etry treatm ents have focused only on the rsttwo, leaving the case ofband structure
and its connection to representation theory unclkar.

In this article, we extend the dynam ical sym m etry approach to quantum system s by
show ing that Lie algebras and representation theory can also be used to treat H am ittoni-
ans w ith periodic potentials, allow Ing the calculation of dispersion relations and transfer
m atdoes[:G]. W e w ill focus our attention here on the Scarfpotentjal[?.] and its generaliza—
tions and show how representations ofso(2;1) and so(2;2) can be used to explain energy
bands and gaps. T he representations which w illbe necessary are the pro pctive represen—
tationsofsu (1;1) so(2;1). These have three fam ilies, known as the discrete, principal,
and com plam entary series. T he discrete and principal series have found m uch application
in physics. For istance, the Posch}Teller Ham iltonian, H = d=dx® + g=cosh® %, can
be expressed as an su (1;1) dynam ical sym m etry B], w ith the discrete and principal series
describing the bound and scattering states. The com plem entary serdes, however, w ith

1=2 < < 0, has und little application in physics and is considered to be m ore of a
curiosity. W e w ill see that this series isprecisely what isneeded to describe band structure
In certain periodic potentials, and further, that the unitary representations corresoond to
the energy gaps, rather than the bands.

II. Scarf Potential

T he Scarfpotentialfl] provides a convenient starting point forthe dynam icalsym m etry
analysis of periodic system s. It was orighhally Introduced as an exam plk of an exactly
solvable crystalm odel. T he starting point is the H am iltonian
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The potential is shown In Fig. 1. W e choose unitswih massM = 1=2and h = 1))
T he strength of the potential g is usually expressed asg= s° 1=4 sihce org 1=4,



one can no longer de ne a H ibert space for which the Ham iltonian is selffad pintP]. The
dispersion relation for this Ham iltonian was found to be
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Thebandsbecom e degenerate ass ! 0. Fors= 1=2, them otion isthat ofa firee particle
wih E k) = k?. W hile Scarf origihally showed that the potential adm its band structure
for0< s 1=2, it was dem onstrated m ore recently that the H am iltonian has bands for
1=2 s < 1[@]. In our analysis, we will see that the entire range 0of 0 < s < 1 arises
naturally from representation theory.

In order to realize the Scarf problm as a dynam ical symm etry, we consider the Lie
algebras isom orphic to so (3). W e w ill see that while di erent constructions are possbl,
not all are fruitfiil

A .s0@) realization

The relationship of the Scarf Ham itonian to so(3) was noted some time ago by
G ursey {1Q]. C onsider the realization of so (3) given by the generators:
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which satisfy the usual com m utation relations:
;L ]=1; O;T 1= I ; [;I 1= 2I5: (7)
P
Then, using the basis I]T‘= sin Pj?“ (cos ), wih the unitary representations of so(3)

labeled by (§;m ), the Casin ir invariant I? can be rew ritten as the Schrodinger equation :
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W hile this is Scarf's Ham iltonian with g = m? 1=2 (simiartog= s 1=2 i (1)),
it is not a useful realization for ssveral reasons. For instance, one cannot obtain any
band structure from the discrete representations of so(3). Here the spectrum is labeled

by (+ 1=2), which identi es only bound states. Further, the strength of the potential,
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m? 1=4, isonly negative orm = 0. In thiscaseg=  1=4 and the Ham iltonian is no

Ionger selfadpint. Finally, shoce m appears in the strength g of the potential, a given
representation j would correspond to di erent fom s of the H am iltonian, rather than the
soectrum of a single Ham iltonian. For this reason, the previous realizations of H 5. are
not useful for the discussion ofband structure.

B.so@;1) realization

A more suitabl realization of the Scarf H am iltonian can be found using so ;1)
su(l;1l). To obtain this form , we perform the follow Ing transfom ations of the so(3)

algebra: (i) scaling the wavefunction by pslT , (i) changing cos ! tanh and (iii)

taking ! i . The resul isthe so(2;1) realization
I =ei(sjn£+ioos—) )
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which satis es the com m utation relations
;L 1=1; ;I 1= I; [L;I 1= 2I;: 12)

T he C asin ir operator, using the basis states ? ()= PE“ (1ot );0 < < 5, reduces to
Scarf’s Ham iltonian in the dynam ical symm etry fom :
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W hile this Ham itonian is m ore plasing than Eq. (8) in the sense that a singlk
representation jw illaccount orthe spectralproperties, given by m #, the standard unitary
representations (iven In Appendix A ) are not yet su cient to describe the bands. These
ocom e In three series. The principal serieswih j= 1=2+ 1, > 0, the discrete series

Dy where = n=2 forn = 1;2;::, and the com plem entary series, 1=2< j< 0.

In order to realize band structure as a dynam ical symm etry, it is ckear that we must
consider slightly m ore general representations. For H am iltoniansw ith periodic potentials,
V x+ a) = V (x), Bloch’s theorem requires the form of the wavefinctions to befl 1]

P @) = ey ®);  w &+ a)= u X); (14)

sothat | X+ a) = exp (ika) x (x) isnot singlke valued. To obtain m ultivalied finctions,
we pass to the proctive unitary representations ofsu (1;1)  so@;1) 12,13]. In contrast
to the m ore fam iliar representations of so (3) which are related to the orthogonal symm e-
tries in the vector space R *, the profctive representations are associated w ith equivalence



classes of vectors de ned up to a phase (as in Eq. 14). The action of a group on the
progctive space (rather than a vector space), de ned by this equivalence class of states,
Jeads to the profctive representations. W hik these are m ultivalued representations of
the group, they are proper representations of the algebra and are hence suitable. Conse-
quently, the sihgle-valued representations of this covering group of su (1;1) are In niely
m any-valued representations of su (1;1). Such representations have been used to describe
bound and scattering states in the P osch}Teller potential®]. They fall into the sam e three
series as the usual uniary representations of su (1;1) discussed above (see Appendix A).
W e will see that for our Scarf dynam ical symm etry 13), the discrete serdes corresponds
to the band edges, the com plem entary series provides the bands and gaps, whik the
principal series is unphysical, corresoonding to the regin e where the Ham iltonian is not
selfad pint.

Consider rst the com plem entary series of the profctive unitary representations of
s0(2;1). Here we must have

1 1
- < jJ< 0; or - < j@g+ 1)< 0: 15)
2 4

This is precisely the range of g = Jj(j+ 1) studied initially by Scarf in Eq. (1). The

states are labeled by two quantum numbers j;m , with unitary representations given by
the range of quantum num bers:

1
m=mgy nnh= 0;1; ); 0 oM 1; mo(l mg)< JE+ 1)< Z: (16)
T he last condition provides the range:
O<mg< 3 and 1+ < mgy< 1; @7)

which is illustrated n Fig. 2. For a given value of j, j(j+ 1) (dots) separates uniary
from non-uniary representations. The uniary representations are given by values ofm

for which the perodically continued parabola (dashes and solid) are above j(j+ 1). One
can now see that these unitary representations corresoond to the band gaps rather than
the bandsby taking j ! 0. In this case the Ham iltonian (13) is that ofa free particle, so
that the spectrum isE = m 2 0.From Egs. (16)-(17) and Fiyg. 2,we seethatasj! 0
the allowed values ofm becom e restricted tom = 0; 1; 2;::. TherebPre, fora soeci ¢ j,
E = m? hasband structure, w ith the range ofm from unitary proctive representations
giving the energy gaps. T he non-uniary pro fctive representations of the com plem entary
series give the energy bands

( j+ n)*<E < L+ j+ n)?%; n j<m <1+ j+n: 18)

T he band edges are not contained in the com plem entary series. In contrast to the
states in the band, the edge states are periodic. They form a discrete set of states which
are associated w ith the discrete series. These series D ; have the representations j < 0
with m given by

DI :m= F1 52 J;u 19)
D. tm =37 1;3 2;:: (20)



W hen we restrict to the range of physical interest, % < j < 0, this s=rdes provides the
upper and lower band edges (com pare to Eq. (18)):

D, (ower) : E= @ 3)° (21)
D ,,lpper) : E= @+ j+ 1)°: @2)
Eqg. 22) arses from the invariance of our Ham iltonian (13) under j ! 1  3j,allowng

both discrete seriesD 5 and D, 4. O ther discrete representationswith j< 1 arenot
usefill for band structure. The band soectrum of the Scarfpotential which includes both
the discrete and com plam entary serdes is shown in Fig. 3. The shaded region corresoonds
to the bands (hon-uniary) and the unshaded to the gaps (uniary).

The ram aining representations, the principal series, has j = % + 1 ( > 0). This
gives a potentialw ith strength g= j(J+ 1) < %, forwhich the Ham iltonian is no longer
selfad pint and is of no physical interest.

N ote that we have explained the band structure for strengths ofthe potential 1=4 <
g= j({+ 1) < 0 and fund agreem ent with Scarf{]]. M ore recently it was noted that
or0 g < 3=4, there is also band structure @]. In this range the potential is strictly
positive. (The origin of the band structure here is that the m atching conditions on
the wavefunctions around the singularity in the potential, needed to have a selfadpint
Ham iltonian, in a sense dilute’ the in nite potential at these points and allow bands.)
W hile our so(2;1) realization above cannot account for this range of g, we will see In
Section ITT, that a lin iting case of an so(2;2) dynam ical symm etry w ill account for this
range using the sam e com plem entary series. Forg  3=4, there is no band structure and
the discrete pro gctive representation then describe the bound state spectrum .

C .Transfer matrix

The transfer m atrix T for the period x 2 ( 5;3) can be com puted directly from
wave functions. However, the quadratic sihgularity of the potential requires som e care.
There are two approaches one can consider, but both are equivakent(}, 9, 14]. In the

rst, we com pute the transferm atrix at x = ". W e then m atch the transfer m atrices
on both sides of the shgularity as " ! 0, which results in m atching conditions on the
wavefunctions. T his procedure is not equivalent to an analytical continuation around the
origin. The second arises in the construction of the H ibert space of functions for which
H is slfadpint. This gives rise to equivalent m atching conditions around the origin 1.
The m atrix elem ents of the transfer m atrix are related to the values of the even and odd
solutions and their rst derivatives at 3 (e Appendix B).W e nd

T = (23)

where and are detem ined by the representations of the com plem entary and discrete
Sseries j;m as:
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A Though the ScarfH am iltonian can be obtained from the PoschlITeller potentialV x) =
g=cosh® x through a transform ation, the above transfer m atrix is not related to that of
the Posch}Teller in any sin ple m anner.

The Bloch form of the so(2;1) wave functions for the n th period, %) < x
n+ %) , of the Scarf H am iltonian are readily found to be
&)= fcxk n e (26)
where:
fi2)= e *® 2 @PT (icotz) + P, ™ ({ootz)] @7)
and
_ " . . #
a = cwos— —=—— e
SjI‘lm 2 ( j-z*-m ) 2 (l+32+m )
pP—, " 1 $+m 2+ tm #
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b= ()7 — coos——2—" sn——72—() : 29)
sinm 2 (%) 2 (Himy

Shee ;< z 5, % () Ismadeperidic, and  (x) satis es Bloch’s theorem .

D .D ispersion relation

O nce we have the transfer m atrix, the dispersion relation is obtained from by the
condition {1, 15]:

. s m
s k = Re( g™ ) = '7.12 (30)
smn (J+ 3)
Soling rtheenergy E = m?, we nd:
2 1 1, . . 1
E k)=m’= — fos ' (sih (j+§)oos k)F: 31)

This is precisely the result () obtained by Scarf. Again, the values of j and m are
detem ined from the representations given in (18) and 21)—-@22). From the digoersion



relation, we can also com pute the group velocity V and thee ectivemassM . Theseswill
depend only upon the representation labels jand m . W e have:

. QE P ws J g m
V(jm)= — = 2m - (32)
Qk sn m

This ispltted In Fig. 4 @) for selected values of j. V (j;m ) vanishes on the band edges.

For j= 0, the Ham ittonian (13) describes free m otion, and we expect V.= k=M = 2k
(dots), whik for j ! 1=2, we have degenerate bands, and V ! 0 at halfinteger values
ofm . For the e ective m ass:
1 @B
M (Jm) QK2 .
o j sin® § ocotm
= 2 —F ot m tm —————— (33)
sin“m sin“m

(N ote that this di ers slightly from the result derived in [#].) In Fig. 4(), 1=M (jm) is
shown forselected valuesofj. Forj= 0, M =M = 1=2,whikforj! 1=2,1=M ! O.

E .Variation of Scarf potential

In the next section we w ill present a dynam ical symm etry H am iltonian for a variation
of the Scarf potential using so(2;2). This potential w ill have several lin its where the
H am iltonian reduces to the Scarf case, including the 1=cos’x potential. Th order to com —
pare the transferm atrix In this lin it to the Scarfresul, we consider the ScarfH am iltonian
translated by -,

& 3G+ D. ., 2 n
[F+F]j()=m 5 () (34)
The dispersion relation E (k) and the energy band structure will ram ain the same as
before. T he transferm atrix for ( 5i3),0n the otherhand, w ill change. The new transfer
m atrix can be calculated easily from a translation of the solutions of Scarf case:
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_ gm s ﬁTm .oosl% 0 (j.+ %1) (12+32+I+mm) (1232'mm)
sn G+ 3) (3 3 =) )
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1 ( ] %) (l+]2+m) (l+32m)
t— . 1 j m jtm (36)
mo G+ 5 C50)



ITT. G eneralized ScarfP otential

W e have now shown thatband structure can arise naturally asa dynam ical sym m etry.
W e would like to build on the analysis of the Scarfproblm and study a di erent class of
periodic potentials. Consider an extension of the Scarf potential given by a generalized
Posch}Teller H am iltonian {14]
[ iz + g1 + D
dx?  sih’x cofx

1
] ®)=E &) 915> 71) @37

W hilke thisH am iltonian is exactly solvable, we would like to see how band structure can be
cbtained from representation theory using dynam ical symm etry considerations. W e w ill
relate this H am iltonian to the so @) and so (2;2) algebras and develop the band structure
from the com plem entary series. W e plot som e form s ofthis potential in Fig. 5 or several
values of g; and g,. O ur study w ill be restricted to the range 1=4< g;;9, O.

A .so(@) realization

W e start w ith the realization ofthe so(4) algebra:

n ! ! #
1. ,
A = —eil*) £+oot2 i£+i£ 1 ,l e &
2 @l @ @ sin 2 @ @
ioe e
A, = - — + — 38
3 2 e @ (38)
1 @ @ @ ! i @ @ H
B = -e* ) —4oot2 i— i— 1 : —+ —
2 @' @ @ sin 2 @ @
ioe e
By = - — —
2 Q@ @
which have the com m utation relations:
Rs;AL]1=A.; RBs;A 1= A ; RAL;A 1= 2755 (39)
B:;B+1=B+; Bs3;B 1= B ; B+;B 1= 2B3; RA;B]= 0:

Since this is the direct product of two so (3) algebras, the quadratic C asim ir Invariant has
the fom :

C, = 2@%+B?
= 2@.A +Aj A+ B.B, + B B3) . (40)
@2 1 @ 1 1 @ 1
= —t = — =+ — — - 1
@ 2 co& @ 2 4 sin @ 2



T he representations of so (4) can be Iabeled by (j1;m ; };c), where }; };m ;c are non—
negative integers or half integersand J m Hy R c J. &k iseasy to chek
that, as di erential operators, A2 = B 2. So for this realization, we only need to consider
symm etric representations wih 3 = 3 = Jj. Hence, C, = 43(J+ 1). The resulting
Schrodinger equation is

d2 (IH+C)2 1 m C)2 1 m ;e . m ;c
[ St~z —* e 11570 = @3+ 1 T7() 41)

W hile this issuiabl forbound states, the discrete representations of so (4) do not explain
band structure, and the strength of the potential is not in the range of physical interest.

B .so@;2) realization

W e can derive a m ore suitable realization by passing to so(2;2). Starting with the

above generators, we (i) scal the wavefunctions by pslT , (i) transform cos ! tanh
and (iii) take ! i . This results in the so(2;2) realization:
nw !
W) @R 1+sh® @ @
A = e ws —+ I—+ —+ —
@ 2 sin @ @
! #
oog Q@ Q@ 1
+ i —_— —
2 sin @ @ 2 sin
AL 1oe e 42)
° 2 e @ |
i) @ 1+ sin® @ @
B = =e s — + I 5 —
' Zsm# @ @
_cog Q@ Q 1
+ 1 —+ — _
2 sin @ | @ 2 sin
i e e
By = - — —
2 @ @
w ith the com m utation relations
Rs;AL]l=A,; RBs;A 1= A ; Ry,A = 2R 5; @3)
Bs3;B+]1=B.; Bs3;B 1= B ; B.;B 1= 2B3; R;B]= 0:
T he quadratic C asim ir nvariant now has the fom
C, = 2@%+ B?)
= 2( A,A +A% A; B,B +B: Bj) 44)
@2 @ o @ 1. 3
= o — oof - + ) =
Q2 @ 2 sin? (@ 2 4) 4

The states of the representations of so(2;2) can be labeld by a direct product of
representations ofso (2;1), denoted (};m ; % ;c). Again, asdi erential operators, A ? = B2
so that 31 = = j. Replacing by x, this kads to the Schrodinger equation :
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F  m+o® 3 @i+ 17 3
—+ +
dx? sin? x o X

Two independent solutions {17, 18] in the region 0< x < 5 are:

[

1 7°&x)=tm o [°k) (45)

m+c
2
+

(sin® x)

H

=
B

<z
Il

(0032 x) 3

T (o x) )

Fi(c Fm 31 m csih’x)  @6)

IS S
FNT FNIT

(sin® x)

N
=
B
<z
Il

SF1 m ¢ J;l+m + c;sjnzx)

In order to develop the band structure ofthis Schrodinger equation, wem ust construct
the com plem entary serdes of the pro gctive representationsofso(2;2)  su(l;1) su(l;1).
T his direct product structure allow s us to sin ply use the results discussed in the Scarf
dynam ical symm etry.

T he com plem entary series, labeled by (j;m ;c), is constructed as follow s. For ranges
ofm and c which correspond to uniary representations of (profctive) com plem entary
series su (1;1), the resulting so(2;2) representation is also uniary. For ranges ofm and
c which are both non-unitary, the resulting direct product becom es uniary in the strip
ofphysical nterest, 0 < 4n + ¢j 1=2 . The ramahing casesswhen m isuniary and c is
non-uniary and the casew th m and c Interchanged, result in non-unitary representations
of the com plam entary series of so (2;2). T hese non-unitary representations corresoond to
the energy bands of the extended Scarf potential, which can be seen by taking lim iting
cases where (i) the potential reduces to the Scarf case (see below ) and (i) the potential
vanishes and the soectrum is continuous.

Since the eigenvalue of our Ham iltonian isE = @ c)?, and the strength of the
potential is labeled by j and m + ¢, i is convenient to plot the resulting unitary and
non-uniary representations of so(2;2) versusm + c for selected values of j. This is done
In Fig. 6. Here the energy gaps correspond to the shaded regions and the bands to the
unshaded regions. Three values of j are chosen: @) j= 045, ©) j= 035 and (¢
j= 025.Case (c) corresponds to the Scarfpotentiallin it. Asj ! 1=2orjn+cj! 0O,
the bands beocom e degenerate. On the other hand, when j ! 1=4and ;m + cj! 1=2,
the spectrum beocom es continuous. For the band edges, one takes the direct product of
su (1;1) discrete pro gctive representations.

ThebandsE = m c¢)? are given by the ©llow ing ranges of quantum num bers in the
(m ;c) plane:

2n mo+ <) 23 m c 2n+1 323+ 1 m, & 3 @)
2n+ 1+ j23+ 1 m, & 3 m ¢ 2n+ 2+ 2j+m,+ o

wheren = 0;1;2;::and

1
0<jm + c7j 5; 0< 23+ 1 48)

C .Transfer matrix

11



D ue to the strong sihgularity structure of the potential, one again m ust introduce
boundary conditions for the solutions at singularities such that the Schrodinger cperator
can be m ade selfadpint. Such an analysis hasbeen undertaken in Refs. @,17]. W e can
then easily com pute the transfer m atrix for the intervalx 2 ( 5;3) using the boundary
values and rst derivatives at ;. The transfer m atrix is:

T = (49)
where

"

s Mm ¢+ cos @Rj+ 1)oos m + ¢

_ ei(m c)
sh @j+ 1)sh m + <)
. 1 (23 1) @+3 m) A+3 o
1
m c @ij+1) (3 m) (3 o |
P @i+ 1) ( J+m) ( J+ o0

(23 1) (1+#j+m) @+ j+ 0

sn ( m)sh (G o

; ; ; (50)
sn @j+ 1)sih @ + Q)

. im o S @G m)sh (J o

= 1€
. sh @3+ 1)sin M + <)
1 (23 1) @+3 m) A+ 3 o

m c @ij+1) (3 m) (J © 4

f @ 9 @j+ 1) ( J+m) ( J+ 0 51)

(273 1) @+ 3j+m) @+ j+ 0

D .D ispersion relation

T he dispersion relation is com puted as before, using cos k= Re( ei®™ 9 ):

s o)+ cos 2+ 1)cos m + )
os k= _ , : : (52)
sn @2j+ 1)sh m + Q)

Ifwe denote
m, =m + c; m =m c; (53)

thenE = m ¢?=m?,and we nd:

Ek) = m?
1h i,
— cos '(cos ksin @3+ 1)sin m, cos @i+ 1)cos m.)  (54)
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The band structure could be explained through the profctive representations of
so@;2)when 0< Jn + cj % and % < % A galn, non-unitary representations give
the energy bands whike unitary representations corresoond to energy gaps.

T he group velocity for thispotential is
QE
ek
h

. e 9 oof m, of m (55)
S m

V (Jrm ;c)

+200s m oos m, cos2 T

The behavior is shown in Fig. 7 for sslected values of j and m + ¢ given by the dashed
linesin Fig. 6. Thee ective massM (j;m ;c) is given by:

1 _ @E
M @k?
= 2m [cot m cos2 joos m, csc m ]
+2cs m (1 m oot m ) sh®2 j oof my (56)

cof m +200s m ©Os m, cos2 j

E.Limiting cases

There are three cases where the extended Scarf potential reduces to the Scarf case:
(H) When 29+ 1= %, the potential becom es the Scarf potential and the transfer m atrix
isequivalent to Egs. (24)—-(25). (i) W henm + c= %,Eq. (38) reduces to the potential

@i+ 1 £
— 57
=" ©7)

and the transfer m atrix is consistent w ith the results of Sec. IIE . (iii) W hen jn + cj=
23+ 1, the Ham iltonian reduces to the Scarfpotentialw ith tw ice the period.

O fthethree lin iting cases, it iscase (ii) which provides som ething new . To com pare to
the Scarfresults, we ket 2+ 1= j+ %,sothatthepotentjal (57) becom es J (§+ 1)=sin®x.
For the full complmentary ssres 1=2 < j 0, we have 1=2 < j 1=2 which
corresponds to potentials g=sh®x with 1=4 < g < 3=4. From (@47) we nd that the
energy bands are given by

m c 2n+ 1+ 5; (58)
m c 2n+ 2+ 9:

2n

3
2n+ 1 3

T his is precisely the band structure cbtained in Egq. (18), (21)—(22), but now extended to
positive coupling constants, 0 g < 3=4,whilkusing the sam e com plem entary series. This
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agreesw ith them ore recent observation that the Scarfpotentialadm isband structure for
ranges of the strength which are positivefd]. Tt also exem pli es the fact that a dynam ical
symm etry does not necessarily exhaust all possblk regin es of band structure, and that
other realizationsm ight provide additionalregions. In principle we can extend ouranalysis
of the generalized Scarfpotentialto g;;9, > 0 aswell, but we do not do so here.

IV . Conclusions

W e have shown that dynam ical sym m etry technigques can be applied to H am iltonians
w ith periodic potentials, and band structure can arise naturally from representation the—
ory. This 1Is a long-standing gap in the algebraic approach to quantum systems. W e
have constructed dynam ical symm etry Ham iltonians in so@;1) and so(2;2) which can
be expressed as Schrodinger operators w ith periodic potentials. U sing profctive repre-
sentations m otivated by B loch’s theorem , we have seen that the com plem entary serdes of
so2;1) and so2;2) (and their non-unitary representations) are needed to explain band
structure, whilk the discrete representations are in portant for band edges. As far as
we know, this is the rst application of the su (1;1) com plem entary serdes to a physical
problem . Tt now seem s reasonable to Joosely associate the three series of pro fctive repre—
sentations, discrete, principal and com plem entary, w ith the quantum problem s of bound
states, scattering states and energy bands.

U sing our dynam ical sym m etries, H am iltonians such as Scarf’s and its extension can
be reduced to quadratic fomm s of the Cartan subalgebra generators, such as H = JZZ,
which are readily solved. W e are then able to derive not only the band structure, but the
dispersion relation and transferm atrix as well. Tt would be Interesting to develop higher
din ensional periodic H am iltonians connected to representations ofum;m ) or so(n;m ).
In this case, the inclusion of additional discrete sym m etries using point groups would be
possible, and extensions to non-dynam ical sym m etry problem s could be pursued.

ACKNOW LEDGMENTS

W e would lke to thank F. ITachello form any usefil discussions. This work was sup—
ported by DOE grant DE-FG 02-91ER 40608.

14



Appendix A :Representations of so(2;1)

F irst, et us recall the presentation of so (3) . T he algebra can be realized asdi erential
operators on the sphere x? + y?+ z? = 1. The representations are labeled by (j;m ) where
j is any non-negative half ntegerand j m j.

The s0(2;1) algebra can be realized as di erential operators on a hyperboloid x?
y?+ z? = 1. The unitary representations are [12]:

1

Theprincipalseries j= 2+ 1i; > Ojm = 0; lj::zorm = 2; 2;::u

T he com plem entary series %< j< O;m = 0; 1;:::.

The discrete series D;T , where j is a negative integer or half integer and m
3 J+ 1;::.

The discrete series Dy, where j is a negative integer or half integer and m
J3 0 Llpeee

A m ore general om of the representations of the algebra are the profctive represen—
tations. The profctive unitary representations of so (2;1) are [3]:

T he principal series § = %+i; >0;0 mpe<1l;m=my n;n= 0;1;2;:::

The complmentary series 2 < §< 0;0 mo < 1; j;mofmy 1) > F@E+ 1)
%;m=mo n;n= 0;1;:::.

ThedjscreteserjesD;T;j< O,m = J; j+ 1;::
ThedjscreteserjesDj;j< O,m = J;3 1;::
Sihcewe nd that the non-unitary representations are in portant for the bands, we re—

view theirorigih13]. Assum ing Iif = mof,with 0 m < 1, and using the com m utation
relations for so (2;1), we have

LLf = mo+ 1L £ A1)
LI f = @mo 1)If @a2)
ILEf = [JO+D+momoe+ DIE A 3)
LIf = [JO+D+moemoy DI A 4)

where I? = j(j+ 1) is the Casin ir, a constant fr a speci ¢ representation. Replacing £
by I® 'f and I" 'f = 1;2;::3) in the last two equations, we get

I I°f LI ME @5)
LI"f = ,I"'f @ 6)
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where ;= JjE+ 1)+ mog+n 1)mo+n)and ,= JE+ 1)+ my n)my, n+1).
T he above relations In ply

T = @GV = TS ®.7)
ESF = @UET ) = Lo e &

Starting w ith the initial state £, we can generate the coe cients , and k> 0).
O fthese coe cients, only ; can be positive or negative. T his distinguishes the unitary
and non-uniary representations. Forinstance ;> Owhenmgyfm, 1) > j@G+ 1),which
gives the com plam entary serdes. W hen wearein theregion j<my< 1+ j, 1< 0. 50
ifwe start with a state £ Iabeled by (jjmy) with Jj<mg< 1+ j,we nd thatallstates
obtained by operating with I, willhave nom s ofthe sam e sign. These are related to all

the states I" £ by a sign change in the nom . C onsequently, the states of the non-unitary
representation can be divided into two fam ilies. In each fam ily, the states have nom s of
the sam e sign, whik the two fam ilies are related by a change in sign in the nom .

Appendix B : A Fom ula for the Transfer M atrix

W hen the potential is sym m etric about the center of each period, it is convenient to
consider even and odd solutions g £ ;x), u E ;x) such that

gE;0)=1; ¢°€;0)= 0; B1)
uE;0)= 0; u'E;0) = 1:

Let usde ne [14]

SE; g>=gca;g>=goca>; ®3)
€ ; §>= gOCE;g)=g8CE); ®4)
WE ; §>= u(E;§>=uOCE>; ®5)
WCE; 2= €2 = wWE); ®6)

’ 2 r2 0 ’

A cocording to the de nition of transferm atrix [15], we can derive a form ula as ollow s:

T ®7)
where
= e *[gud + goue) + ifgi=k  uogek)] o)
= e igh=k + uogek) ©o)

P
and k= E, a is the period.
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