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Abstract

We consider the classical momentum- or velocity-dependent two-dimensional Hamiltonian given
by

HN = p21 + p22 +

N∑
n=1

γn(q1p1 + q2p2)n,

where qi and pi are generic canonical variables, γn are arbitrary coefficients, and N ∈ N. For
N = 2, being both γ1, γ2 different from zero, this reduces to the classical Zernike system. We
prove that HN always provides a superintegrable system (for any value of γn and N) by obtain-
ing the corresponding constants of the motion explicitly, which turn out to be of higher-order
in the momenta. Such generic results are not only applied to the Euclidean plane, but also to
the sphere and the hyperbolic plane. In the latter curved spaces, HN is expressed in geodesic
polar coordinates showing that such a new superintegrable Hamiltonian can be regarded as a
superposition of the isotropic 1 : 1 curved (Higgs) oscillator with even-order anharmonic curved
oscillators plus another superposition of higher-order momentum-dependent potentials. Fur-
thermore, the Racah algebra determined by the constants of the motion is also studied, giving
rise to a (2N − 1)th-order polynomial algebra. As a byproduct, the Hamiltonian HN is inter-
preted as a family of superintegrable perturbations of the classical Zernike system. Finally, it is
shown that HN (and so the Zernike system as well) is endowed with a Poisson sl(2,R)-coalgebra
symmetry which would allow for further possible generalizations that are also discussed.
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1 Introduction

Classical and quantum momentum- or velocity-dependent Hamiltonian systems have been exten-
sively studied in the literature over many decades mainly due to their relevant, wide and varied
physical applications. Without trying to be exhaustive, let us mention that linear momentum-
dependent Hamiltonians have been considered from different viewpoints in [1–15] and quadratic
momentum-dependent ones have been analyzed in [16–20]. In addition, exponentials of momentum-
dependent potentials (V ∝ e− p

2
) have also been considered in [21–24] and another more involved

momentum-dependent potential was recently introduced in [25]; see references therein in all the
aforementioned works.

Furthermore, from a completely different perspective, we stress that quantum groups [26] have
been applied to classical and quantum (super)integrable Hamiltonians through both deformed and
undeformed coalgebras in [27, 28]. Following this coalgebra symmetry approach, several classes of
momentum-dependent classical Hamiltonians have been constructed in [28–31] giving rise to quasi-
maximally superintegrable systems, i.e. in arbitrary dimension d they are endowed, by construction,
with (2d− 3) functionally independent constants of the motion (besides the Hamiltonian). Hence
one additional constant of the motion is left to ensure maximal superintegrability.

In this paper, we shall consider a large class of two-dimensional (2D) higher-order momentum-
dependent systems comprised within the Hamiltonian given by

HN = p21 + p22 +

N∑
n=1

γn(q1p1 + q2p2)
n, (1.1)
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where qi and pi are generic canonical variables (with Poisson bracket {qi, pj} = δij), γn are arbitrary
coefficients, and the index N ∈ N. Therefore, as particular cases, we find that for N = 1 we shall
deal with linear momentum-dependent Hamiltonians and for for N = 2 with quadratic momentum-
dependent ones, but when N > 2 we shall obtain cubic, quartic. . . momentum-dependent Hamilto-
nians.

The underlying motivation to consider HN (1.1) is that this is just the natural generalization
(for arbitrary N) of the superintegrable classical Zernike system formerly introduced in [32] (see
also [33, 34]), which is recovered for N = 2 with γ1 6= 0 and γ2 6= 0. Recall that the original
Zernike system is properly quantum [35] and as a quantum superintegrable Hamiltonian has been
extensively studied in [33, 34, 36–39]. Moreover, we observe that the Hamiltonian HN (1.1) is
naturally endowed with a Poisson sl(2,R)-coalgebra symmetry [28, 30].

The aim of this paper is twofold. On the one hand, we explicitly prove that the Hamiltonian
HN (1.1) is superintegrable for any N and for any value of the coefficients γn. And, on the other
hand, we apply this result not only to the flat Euclidean plane E2, but also to the curved sphere
S2 and the hyperbolic plane H2.

The structure of the paper is as follows. In the next section we review the classical Zernike
Hamiltonian on E2 along with its interpretation on S2 and H2 and, furthermore, we describe its
underlying Poisson sl(2,R)-coalgebra symmetry. This allows us to propose HN (1.1) as its natural
generalized Hamiltonian. In Section 3.1 we prove that HN always determines a superintegrable
system on E2 (for any γn and N) by obtaining explicitly the constants of the motion, which turn
out to be of higher-order in the momenta. The corresponding interpretation on S2 and H2 is
performed in Section 3.2. In particular, we introduce the so called geodesic polar coordinates [40–
42], which are the curved generalization of the usual Euclidean polar coordinates. In this way, we
show that HN can alternatively be regarded as a superposition of the isotropic 1 : 1 curved (Higgs)
oscillator with even-order anharmonic curved oscillators plus another superposition of higher-order
momentum-dependent potentials.

Such general results are illustrated in Section 4 for N ≤ 8 and, moreover, the associated
polynomial Racah algebra, defined through the constants of the motion, is also computed leading
to a (2N − 1)th-order generalization of the well-known cubic Higgs Poisson algebra [32, 43]. As
a byproduct, our results are specifically applied to the classical Zernike Hamiltonian in Section 5,
being interpreted as superintegrable perturbations. Their real part of the trajectories are also
plotted up to N = 6.

We remark that the underlying Poisson sl(2,R)-coalgebra symmetry of HN naturally sug-
gests further possible generalizations. These open problems along with the application to (1+1)D
Lorentzian spacetimes of constant curvature (Minkowskian and (anti-)de Sitter spaces) are dis-
cussed in the last section with some detail. To end with, we stress that a quantization of HN is also
addressed in the last section. The guiding idea is to replace the Poisson sl(2,R)-coalgebra symme-
try by a Lie gl(2)-coalgebra symmetry. Anyhow, serious ordering problems arise in the constants of
the motion, so that our proposal for a quantum HN Hamiltonian also remains as an open problem.
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2 The classical Zernike system revisited

The original quantum Zernike system was introduced in [35] and, very recently, deeply analysed
in [33, 34, 36–39] (see also references therein) as a quantum superintegable Hamiltonian. Such a
Hamiltonian system is defined on the 2D Euclidean plane E2, which has a potential depending on
both linear and quadratic terms on the quantum momenta operators. Its classical counterpart was
formerly presented and studied in [32] (see also [33, 34]), which possesses quadratic in the momenta
constants of the motion.

The superintegrable classical Zernike system is the cornerstone of our construction of new higher-
order superintegrable momentum-dependent classical Hamiltonians on a 2D Riemannian space of
constant (Gaussian) curvature κ, so covering the flat Euclidean space E2 (κ = 0), the sphere S2

(κ > 0) and the hyperbolic or Lobachevski space H2 (κ < 0). With this aim, we review in this
section the main results on the known classical Zernike system along with its interpretation on
curved spaces and, furthermore, we present new properties related with Poisson sl(2,R)-coalgebra
symmetry [27, 28, 30, 44, 45] which, to the best of our knowledge, have not been considered in the
literature yet.

The main superintegrability properties (in the Liouville sense [46]) of the classical Zernike system
are established in the following statement.

Theorem 1. [32] Let {q1, q2, p1, p2} be a set of canonical variables with Poisson brackets {qi, pj} =
δij. The classical Zernike Hamiltonian on the Euclidean plane, (q1, q2) ≡ (x, y) ∈ R2, is given by

HZk = p21 + p22 + γ1(q1p1 + q2p2) + γ2(q1p1 + q2p2)
2, (2.1)

where γ1 and γ2 are arbitrary parameters.

(i) The Hamiltonian HZk has three (quadratic in the momenta) constants of the motion:

C = q1p2 − q2p1,

I = p22 + γ1 q2p2 + γ2
(
q21 + q22

)
p22, (2.2)

I ′ = p21 + γ1 q1p1 + γ2
(
q21 + q22

)
p21.

(ii) The above functions fulfil the relation

HZk = I + I ′ − γ2 C2. (2.3)

(iii) The sets {HZk, I, C} and {HZk, I ′, C} are formed by three functionally independent functions
so that HZk is a superintegrable Hamiltonian.

(iv) The three functions defined by

L1 := C/2, L2 :=
(
I ′ − I

)
/2,

L3 := {L1,L2} =
(
1 + γ2

(
q21 + q22

))
p1p2 + 1

2γ1(q1p2 + q2p1), (2.4)

satisfy the Poisson brackets

{L1,L2} = L3, {L1,L3} = −L2, {L2,L3} = −L1
(
γ21 + 2γ2HZk + 8γ22L21

)
. (2.5)

All the results covered by Theorem 1 can be expressed straightforwardly in polar coordinates
(r, φ) and conjugate momenta (pr, pφ), as it was already performed in [32, 33], by means of the
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usual canonical transformation given by

q1 = r cosφ, p1 = cosφ pr −
sinφ

r
pφ,

q2 = r sinφ, p2 = sinφ pr +
cosφ

r
pφ.

(2.6)

In particular, in these variables the Hamiltonian HZk (2.1) and the angular momentum constant of
the motion C (2.2) turn out to be

HZk = p2r +
p2φ
r2

+ γ1rpr + γ2(rpr)
2, C = pφ, (2.7)

showing directly the integrability of the system, while I (or I ′) (2.2) is an additional integral (or
hidden symmetry) determining its superintegrability.

2.1 Interpretation on the sphere and the hyperbolic space

We stress, as it was already pointed out in [32], that the relations (2.5) provide a cubic Higgs
algebra [43] (whenever γ2 6= 0), which is just the Racah algebra of the integrals of the motion of
the well-known Higgs or isotropic curved oscillator on the 2D sphere S2 that has been extensively
studied over the last few decades [40, 42, 43, 47–57] (see also references therein). We also recall
that a cubic Higgs-type algebra arises in Kepler–Coulomb systems on S2 and on the 2D hyperbolic
space H2 [58]. These facts suggest a natural relationship between the previous interpretation of
HZk on E2 and an alternative one as a superintegrable Hamiltonian on a 2D curved space as it was
mentioned in [32, 33].

Let us consider the terms in HZk depending quadratically in the momenta as the free Hamilto-
nian or kinetic energy of the system, so that the associated metric can then be deduced. From the
expression (2.7) in polar variables the underlying 2D non-Euclidean metric reads

ds2 =
1

1 + γ2r2
dr2 + r2dφ2. (2.8)

Its Gaussian curvature κ turns out to be constant and equal to −γ2 [33]. Hence, according to the
sign of the curvature parameter κ = −γ2, we find that the metric (2.8) simultaneously comprises
the flat Euclidean space E2 (κ = γ2 = 0), the sphere S2 (κ > 0, γ2 < 0) and the hyperbolic space
H2 (κ < 0, γ2 > 0). Since both initial (arbitrary) γ1- and γ2-potentials are essential to deal with
the proper Zernike system we shall assume in this section that they are different from zero, so that
we shall deal with S2 and H2.

It should be noted that the polar radial coordinate r is no longer a geodesic distance in a
curved space with κ 6= 0 (which is our case now). In order to perform an appropriate geometrical
and dynamical interpretation of HZk on S2 and H2, let us introduce the so-called geodesic radial
coordinate [40–42], here denoted by ρ, which is just the distance along the geodesic joining the
origin in the curved space and the particle, keeping unchanged the usual angular coordinate φ.
The relationship between r and ρ is given by

r = Sκ(ρ), κ = −γ2, (2.9)

where from now on we shall make use of the curvature-dependent cosine and sine functions defined
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by [40, 41, 59]

Cκ(x) :=


cos
√
κx κ > 0

1 κ = 0
cosh

√
−κx κ < 0

, Sκ(x) :=


1√
κ

sin
√
κx κ > 0

x κ = 0
1√
−κ sinh

√
−κx κ < 0

. (2.10)

The κ-tangent is defined as

Tκ(x) :=
Sκ(x)

Cκ(x)
. (2.11)

These κ-dependent trigonometric functions coincide with the circular and hyperbolic ones for κ =
±1, while under the contraction (or flat limit) κ = 0 they reduce to the parabolic functions:
C0(x) = 1 and S0(x) = T0(x) = x. Under the change of variable (2.9), the metric (2.8) is
transformed in its usual form in geodesic polar coordinates (ρ, φ) [40, 41]:

ds2 = dρ2 + S2
κ(ρ) dφ2. (2.12)

Note that its flat limit κ = γ2 = 0 leads to the usual metric on E2 in polar coordinates, ds2 =
dr2 + r2 dφ2, since ρ ≡ r.

By taking into account the results presented in [32, 33] in canonical polar variables {r, φ, pr, pφ}
(2.6) together with the relation (2.9), we can apply the results of Theorem 1 for HZk on E2 to S2

and H2 in geodesic polar variables. These are summarized as follows.

Proposition 1. Let {ρ, φ, pρ, pφ} be a set of canonical geodesic polar variables with Poisson brackets
{qα, pβ} = δαβ where α, β ∈ {ρ, φ}.
(i) The classical superintegrable Zernike Hamiltonian (2.1) can be expressed in these variables on
S2 and H2, with κ = −γ2, by applying the canonical transformation given by

q1 = Sκ(ρ) cosφ, p1 = cosφ
pρ

Cκ(ρ)
− sinφ

Sκ(ρ)
pφ,

q2 = Sκ(ρ) sinφ, p2 = sinφ
pρ

Cκ(ρ)
+

cosφ

Sκ(ρ)
pφ,

(2.13)

leading to

HZk = p2ρ +
p2φ

S2
κ(ρ)

+ γ1 Tκ(ρ) pρ. (2.14)

The domain for the variables (ρ, φ) of HZk (2.14) is given by φ ∈ [0, 2π) and

S2 (κ > 0) : 0 < ρ <
π

2
√
κ
, H2 (κ < 0) : 0 < ρ <∞. (2.15)

(ii) The following canonical transformation

q1 = Sκ(ρ) cosφ, p1 =
cosφ

Cκ(ρ)

(
pρ −

γ1
2

Tκ(ρ)
)
− sinφ

Sκ(ρ)
pφ,

q2 = Sκ(ρ) sinφ, p2 =
sinφ

Cκ(ρ)

(
pρ −

γ1
2

Tκ(ρ)
)

+
cosφ

Sκ(ρ)
pφ,

(2.16)

gives rise to the Zernike system (2.1) written as a natural Hamiltonian

HZk = Tκ + Uκ(ρ), Tκ = p2ρ +
p2φ

S2
κ(ρ)

, Uκ(ρ) = −γ
2
1

4
T2
κ(ρ), (2.17)

6



where Tκ is the kinetic energy on the curved space and Uκ(ρ) is a central potential. The latter is just
a central or Higgs oscillator, with centre at the origin on the curved space, whenever the parameter
γ1 is a pure imaginary number.

Proof. It is immediate from Theorem 1, the canonical transformations (2.13) and (2.16) together
with the definitions (2.10) and (2.11).

Observe that the relation between the two canonical transformations (2.13) and (2.16) simply
corresponds to the substitution in (2.14) given by

pρ = p̃ρ −
γ1
2

Tκ(ρ), (2.18)

and next dropping the tilde in p̃ρ while keeping ρ as the common conjugate coordinate [33] so
obtaining (2.17).

The isometries of the metric (2.12) associated with the free Hamiltonian Tκ (2.17) turn out to
be [42]

J01 = cosφ pρ −
sinφ

Tκ(ρ)
pφ, J02 = sinφ pρ +

cosφ

Tκ(ρ)
pφ, J12 = pφ. (2.19)

These functions fulfil the Poisson brackets given by

{J12, J01} = J02, {J12, J02} = −J01, {J01, J02} = κJ12, (2.20)

thus closing a Poisson–Lie algebra isomorphic either to so(3) for κ > 0 or to so(2, 1) for κ < 0 in
agreement with [33]. Note also that the kinetic term Tκ (2.17) is just the Casimir of the Poisson–Lie
algebra (2.20):

Tκ = J2
01 + J2

02 + κJ2
12. (2.21)

As we have mentioned in Proposition 1, the superintegrable potential Uκ(ρ) (2.17) corresponds
to the isotropic 1 : 1 or Higgs oscillator on S2 and H2 when γ1 is purely imaginary. If we set
γ1 = 2iω with real parameter ω, then Uκ(ρ) = ω2 T2

κ(ρ) with ω behaving as the frequency of the
curved oscillator, that is, U+1(ρ) = ω2 tan2 ρ and U−1(ρ) = ω2 tanh2 ρ. In this case, the Zernike
system has bounded trajectories which are all periodic and given by ellipses in accordance with [32].
For some trajectories of the Higgs oscillator on S2 and H2 see also [42, 57].

From the results of Theorem 1 and Proposition 1 it is straightforward to express the Zernike
Hamiltonian together with its associated superintegrability properties in other relevant sets of
canonical variables such as geodesic parallel and projective (Beltrami and Poincaré) ones [40, 42,
53, 56, 57].

2.2 Poisson sl(2,R)-coalgebra symmetry

Let us consider the algebra sl(2,R) = span{J3, J+, J−} expressed as a Poisson–Lie algebra with
defining Poisson brackets and Casimir C given by

{J3, J+} = 2J+, {J3, J−} = −2J−, {J−, J+} = 4J3, (2.22)

C = J−J+ − J2
3 . (2.23)
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Then, as any Poisson–Lie algebra, sl(2,R) can be endowed with a Poisson coalgebra structure [27],
(sl(2,R),∆), by considering the primitive or non-deformed coproduct map ∆ given by

∆ : sl(2,R)→ sl(2,R)⊗ sl(2,R), ∆(Jl) = Jl ⊗ 1 + 1⊗ Jl, l ∈ {3,+,−}, (2.24)

which is a homomorphism of Poisson algebras from (sl(2,R), {·, ·}) and (sl(2,R)⊗sl(2,R), {·, ·}(2)),
where {·, ·} is given by (2.22) and {·, ·}(2) is the direct product of two such Poisson structures.
Notice that the (trivial) counit and antipode can also be defined giving rise to a non-deformed
Hopf algebra structure [26].

A one-particle symplectic realization of (2.22) reads

J
(1)
− = q21, J

(1)
+ = p21 +

λ1
q21
, J

(1)
3 = q1p1, (2.25)

where λ1 is a real parameter that labels the representation through the Casimir (2.23):

C(1) = J
(1)
− J

(1)
+ −

(
J
(1)
3

)2
= λ1. (2.26)

From (2.25), the coproduct (2.24) provides the following two-particle symplectic realization of
(2.22):

J
(2)
− = q21 + q22, J

(2)
+ = p21 +

λ1
q21

+ p22 +
λ2
q22
, J

(2)
3 = q1p1 + q2p2. (2.27)

And the two-particle realization of the Casimir (2.23) turns out to be:

C(2) = J
(2)
− J

(2)
+ −

(
J
(2)
3

)2
= (q1p2 − q2p1)2 +

(
λ1
q22
q21

+ λ2
q21
q22

)
+ λ1 + λ2. (2.28)

By construction [27], C(2) Poisson-commutes with the three functions (2.27) so that any smooth
function H defined on them becomes, at least, a 2D integrable Hamiltonian,

H(2) = H
(
J
(2)
3 , J

(2)
+ , J

(2)
−

)
, (2.29)

always sharing the constant of the motion given by C(2). Geometrically, the 3D Poisson manifold
is foliated by 2D symplectic leaves defined by the level sets of C(2). We recall that, by taking into
account the coassociativity property of the coproduct, this result from 2D Poisson sl(2,R)-coalgebra
symmetry can be generalized to arbitrary dimension d providing (2d− 3) functionally independent
‘universal’ constants of the motion [28, 30]; for the corresponding Racah algebra we refer to [44, 45]
and references therein. Hence such Hamiltonians are called quasi-maximally superintegrable since
only one additional constant of the motion is left to ensure maximal superintegrability.

The application of the above results to the classical Zernike system is now straightforward. Let
us set the parameters λ1 = λ2 = 0. Then the Zernike Hamiltonian (2.1) is shown to be endowed
with an sl(2,R)-coalgebra symmetry by considering the following particular expression for H(2):

HZk ≡ H(2) = J
(2)
+ + γ1J

(2)
3 + γ2

(
J
(2)
3

)2
. (2.30)

And, obviously, C(2) (2.28) reduces to the square of the angular momentum constant of the motion
C (2.2). The superintegrability property arises by obtaining an additional functionally independent
integral I (or I ′) (2.2) with respect to H(2) and C(2).
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The crucial point now is that all the above results naturally suggest to consider the following
generalization of the Zernike Hamiltonian (2.30):

HN = J
(2)
+ +

N∑
n=1

γn

(
J
(2)
3

)n
= p2 +

N∑
n=1

γn(q · p)n, (2.31)

where γn are arbitrary parameters and hereafter we denote p = p21 + p22 and q · p = q1p1 + q2p2.
Clearly, HN is an integrable Hamiltonian keeping the same constant of the motion C (2.2) and the
Zernike system is the particular case HZk ≡ H2. Therefore, the open problem is to obtain the
generalization of the additional integral I (or I ′) (2.2) thus ensuring that HN actually determines
a superintegrable system. In the next section, we solve this problem presenting the additional
integrals, say IN and I ′N , for HN which turn out to be of higher-order in the momenta.

3 A new class of superintegrable momentum-dependent Hamilto-
nians

Our aim now is to prove that the Hamiltonian HN (2.31) is superintegrable for any value of the
arbitrary parameters γn by explicitly finding an additional constant of the motion. Hence, when
both γ1 and γ2 are different from zero, HN can be regarded as a generalization of the classical
Zernike system through superintegrable perturbations determined by the terms γn with n > 2.
Firstly, we shall consider the construction of HN on E2 and, secondly, we shall interpret our results
on S2 and H2 following Section 2.1.

3.1 Superintegrable systems on the Euclidean plane

Let us start by introducing a set of four types of homogeneous polynomials depending on the two
Cartesian variables (q1, q2) ∈ R2 on E2 given by

Q
(n−j,j)
ab := Q

(n−j,j)
ab (q1, q2), n, j ∈ N, 0 ≤ j ≤ n, a, b ∈ {e, o}, (3.1)

where e stands for even and o for odd according to the parity of the integers n and j. These
polynomials are of degree n = (n− j) + j and read

Q(n−j,j)
ee := (−1)j/2

j/2∑
k=0

(−1)k
(
n

2k

)[
(−1)

n
2
+1qn−2k1 q2k2 + q2k1 q

n−2k
2

]
,

Q(n−j,j)
eo := (−1)(j−1)/2

(j−1)/2∑
k=0

(−1)k
(

n

2k + 1

)[
(−1)

n
2 q

n−(2k+1)
1 q2k+1

2 + q2k+1
1 q

n−(2k+1)
2

]
,

Q(n−j,j)
oe := (−1)j/2

j/2−1∑
k=0

(−1)k(−1)
n+1
2

(
n

2k + 1

)
q
n−(2k+1)
1 q2k+1

2 +

j/2∑
k=0

(−1)k
(
n

2k

)
q2k1 q

n−2k
2

 ,
Q(n−j,j)
oo := (−1)(j−1)/2

(j−1)/2∑
k=0

(−1)k
[
(−1)

n+1
2

(
n

2k

)
qn−2k1 q2k2 +

(
n

2k + 1

)
q2k+1
1 q

n−(2k+1)
2

]
.

(3.2)
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Note that for some values of j, some of the sums above could be empty (in particular, this may

happen with Q
(n−j,j)
oe ). Next we define a set of polynomials Q(n−j,j) which encompasses the above

four types Q
(n−j,j)
ab . Let us consider the function Θ : N→ {0, 1},

Θ(m) :=

{
1 if m is even

0 if m is odd
. (3.3)

Then the polynomials Q(n−j,j) are defined by

Q(n−j,j) := Q(n−j,j)(q1, q2) = Θ(n)Θ(j)Q(n−j,j)
ee + Θ(n)

(
1−Θ(j)

)
Q(n−j,j)
eo

+
(
1−Θ(n)

)
Θ(j)Q(n−j,j)

oe +
(
1−Θ(n)

)(
1−Θ(j)

)
Q(n−j,j)
oo ,

(3.4)

where Q
(n−j,j)
ab are given by (3.2). Thus, the degree of the polynomial Q(n−j,j) is again n. With the

previous definitions, we have all the ingredients to state and prove the main result of this paper.

Theorem 2. Let {q1, q2, p1, p2} be a set of canonical Cartesian variables such that {qi, pj} = δij.
The Hamiltonian (2.31) on the Euclidean plane, namely,

HN = p2 +

N∑
n=1

γn(q · p)n, (3.5)

such that γn are arbitrary parameters, is superintegrable for all N ∈ N. The two integrals of
the motion are the usual angular momentum C = q1p2 − q2p1 (2.2), together with the following
N th-order in the momenta function

IN = p22 +
N∑
n=1

γn

ϕ(n)∑
j=0

pn−j2 pj1Q
(n−j,j)(q1, q2), (3.6)

where Q(n−j,j) is given by (3.4) through (3.2) and ϕ(n) denotes the greatest even integer less than
n, that is,

ϕ(n) :=

{
n− 2 if n is even

n− 1 if n is odd
. (3.7)

The set {HN , IN , C} is formed by three functionally independent functions.

Proof. The functional independence among HN , IN and C can be seen from their explicit expres-
sions; in fact, one can set all the parameters γn ≡ 0 recovering the superintegrability of the geodesic
motion on the Euclidean plane.

In order to prove that IN is an integral of motion, let us denote

GN = (q · p)N , JN =

ϕ(N)∑
j=0

pN−j2 pj1Q
(N−j,j), (3.8)

and we have that

HN = HN−1 + γNGN , IN = IN−1 + γNJN . (3.9)

10



We also write the free motion as H0 = p21 + p22 and I0 = p22, and thus

HN = H0 +

N∑
n=1

γnGn, IN = I0 +

N∑
n=1

γnJn. (3.10)

From (3.9) and by bilinearity of the Poisson bracket we find that

{HN , IN} = {HN−1 + γNGN , IN−1 + γNJN}
= {HN−1, IN−1}+ γN ({GN , IN−1}+ {HN−1,JN}) + γ2N{GN ,JN}.

(3.11)

Since the only dependence on γN is explicit on the previous formula, both terms {GN , IN−1} +
{HN−1,JN} and {GN ,JN} must vanish. Using (3.10) and bilinearity (N − 1) times we obtain that

{GN , IN−1} = {GN , I0}+
N−1∑
n=1

γn{GN ,Jn},

{HN−1,JN} = {H0,JN}+
N−1∑
n=1

γn{Gn,JN}.

(3.12)

Therefore, it remains to prove that

1. {GM ,JN} = 0 for all M,N ∈ N, and

2. {GN , I0}+ {H0,JN} = 0 for all N ∈ N.

Hence, if both of the above two statements are true, then from (3.11) and applying bilinearity
(N − 1) times we find that

{HN , IN} = {HN−1, IN−1} = · · · = {H0, I0} =
{
p21 + p22, p

2
2

}
= 0, (3.13)

for all N ∈ N.

Now we prove that {GM ,JN} = 0 for all M,N ∈ N. A simple computation shows that

{GM ,JN} =

ϕ(N)∑
j=0

{
(q · p)M , pN−j2 pj1Q

(N−j,j)
}

= M(q · p)M−1
ϕ(N)∑
j=0

pN−j2 pj1

(
NQ(N−j,j) − q ·∇Q(N−j,j)

)
= 0,

(3.14)

where the last identity follows directly from Euler’s homogeneous function theorem by recalling
that Q(N−j,j) (3.4) is a homogeneous polynomial of degree N , thus satisfying

q ·∇Q(N−j,j) = NQ(N−j,j), ∀N, j ∈ N. (3.15)

To prove that {GN , I0}+ {H0,JN} = 0 for all N ∈ N, we first compute

{GN , I0} =
{

(q · p)N , p22
}

= 2
N−1∑
j=0

(N − j)
(
N

j

)
pN−j+1
2 pj1 q

N−j−1
2 qj1, (3.16)

11



and then

{H0,JN} =

ϕ(N)∑
j=0

{
p21 + p22, p

N−j
2 pj1Q

(N−j,j)
}

=

ϕ(N)∑
j=0

pN−j2 pj1

{
p21 + p22, Q

(N−j,j)
}

= −2

ϕ(N)∑
j=0

(
pN−j2 pj+1

1

∂Q(N−j,j)

∂q1
+ pN−j+1

2 pj1
∂Q(N−j,j)

∂q2

)
.

(3.17)

Equating the coefficients of pN−a2 pa+1
1 in (3.16) and (3.17) we arrive at the equation

∂Q(N−a,a)

∂q1
+
∂Q(N−a−1,a+1)

∂q2
= (N − a− 1)

(
N

a+ 1

)
qN−a−22 qa+1

1 . (3.18)

Since this computation involves the explicit expressions of Q(N−j,j) (3.4), for the sake of brevity
we only present the case when N and a are even numbers (the proof for the remaining cases is

similar). Hence Q(N−a,a) = Q
(N−a,a)
ee and Q(N−a−1,a+1) = Q

(N−a−1,a+1)
eo given in (3.2), so that we

have

∂Q
(N−a,a)
ee

∂q1
+
∂Q

(N−a−1,a+1)
eo

∂q2

= (−1)a/2
a/2∑
k=0

(−1)k
[
(−1)

N
2

(
− (N − 2k)

(
N

2k

)
+ (2k + 1)

(
N

2k + 1

))
qN−2k−11 q2k2

+ 2k

(
N

2k

)
q2k−11 qN−2k2 + (N − 2k − 1)

(
N

2k + 1

)
q2k+1
1 qN−2k−22

]

= (−1)a/2
a/2∑
k=0

(−1)k
[
2k

(
N

2k

)
q2k−11 qN−2k2 + (N − 2k − 1)

(
N

2k + 1

)
q2k+1
1 qN−2k−22

]

= (N − a− 1)

(
N

a+ 1

)
qa+1
1 qN−a−22 + (−1)a/2

 a/2∑
k=0

(−1)k 2k

(
N

2k

)
q2k−11 qN−2k2

+

a/2−1∑
k=0

(−1)k(N − 2k − 1)

(
N

2k + 1

)
q2k+1
1 qN−2k−22

 ,

(3.19)

where we have used that (
N

b

)
(N − b) =

(
N

b+ 1

)
(b+ 1). (3.20)

Therefore, if we prove that the last expression in (3.19) between square brackets vanishes we would
have finished since the relation (3.18) would be fulfilled. We can rewrite such expression as

a/2∑
k=0

(−1)k 2k

(
N

2k

)
q2k−11 qN−2k2 +

a/2∑
k=1

(−1)k−1(N − 2k + 1)

(
N

2k − 1

)
q2k−11 qN−2k2

=

a/2∑
k=1

(−1)k
[
2k

(
N

2k

)
− (N − 2k + 1)

(
N

2k − 1

)]
q2k−11 qN−2k2 = 0,

(3.21)

where we have used again the property (3.20). Consequently, we have proved that IN (3.6) is an
Nth-order in the momenta integral of the motion for the Hamiltonian HN (3.5).
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By symmetry of the Hamiltonian HN (3.5), it is clear that the permutation of indices 1↔ 2 in
(3.6) provides another integral of the motion I ′N which, obviously, is not functionally independent of
the three functions presented in Theorem 2: C, IN and HN . In addition, there exists a relationship
among the above four functions. These results are characterised by the following statement.

Proposition 2. (i) The Hamiltonian HN (3.5) is also endowed with the N th-order in the momenta
integral of motion given by

I ′N = p21 +
N∑
n=1

γn

ϕ(n)∑
j=0

pn−j1 pj2Q
(n−j,j)(q2, q1), (3.22)

where ϕ(n) is defined by (3.7) and Q(n−j,j)(q2, q1) are the homogeneous polynomials (3.2) and (3.4)
obtained through the interchange q1 ↔ q2, that is, I ′N (q1, p1, q2, p2) = IN (q2, p2, q1, p1) (3.6). The
set {HN , I ′N , C} is formed by three functionally independent functions.

(ii) The four functions {HN , IN , I ′N , C} are subjected to the relation

HN = IN + I ′N +

ϕ(N+1)/2∑
k=1

(−1)k γ2k C2k. (3.23)

Proof. The only non-trivial fact to be proved is that the relationship (3.23) holds. The procedure
is similar to the one performed in the proof of Theorem 2 which is quite cumbersome. We thus
restrict ourselves to outline the main steps of the proof.

Let us consider the functions GN and JN (3.8) along with a new function J ′N related to I ′N
(3.22) in the form

J ′N =

ϕ(N)∑
j=0

pN−j1 pj2Q
(N−j,j)(q2, q1), I ′N = I ′N−1 + γNJ ′N , (3.24)

that is, J ′N (q1, p1, q2, p2) = JN (q2, p2, q1, p1). Next, after some long computations, we obtain the
following relations according to the parity of N :

N even: GN = JN + J ′N + (−1)N/2 CN .
N odd: GN = JN + J ′N .

(3.25)

Now we proceed by applying mathematical induction. It is straightforward to show that the relation
(3.23) holds for a low value of N . Assuming that (3.23) is valid for (N − 1) we shall prove that
such equation also holds for N , distinguishing the parity of N .

Firstly, let N be even. By taking into account (3.9), the expression (3.23) for HN−1 and (3.25),
we obtain that

HN = HN−1 + γNGN

= IN−1 + I ′N−1 +

ϕ(N)/2∑
k=1

(−1)k γ2k C2k + γN

(
JN + J ′N + (−1)N/2 CN

)
.

(3.26)

The equations (3.9) and (3.24) lead to IN and I ′N in the above result. Since ϕ(N + 1)/2 = N/2 we
also recover the complete sum in the relation (3.23) (note that ϕ(N)/2 = N/2− 1). And, secondly,
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let N be odd. Now we find that

HN = IN−1 + I ′N−1 +

ϕ(N)/2∑
k=1

(−1)k γ2k C2k + γN
(
JN + J ′N

)
. (3.27)

In this case, ϕ(N) = ϕ(N + 1) = N − 1, so that we have proven the relation (3.23).

The results of Proposition 2 strongly indicate a quite different behaviour of the Hamiltonian HN
(3.5) according to the superposition of either even or odd potential terms Gn = (q ·p)n determined
by the coefficients γn. In fact, if we only consider odd terms in the potential, i.e. γ2k = 0 for all
k ∈ N, then the relation (3.23) reduces to

HN = IN + I ′N . (3.28)

Consequently, Theorem 2 and Proposition 2 extend the results for the classical Zernike Hamil-
tonian of Theorem 1 to any arbitrary superposition of momentum dependent potentials (q · p)n.
In particular, setting N = 2 we find that

HZk ≡ H2, I ≡ I2, I ′ ≡ I ′2, H2 = I2 + I ′2 − γ2 C2, (3.29)

thus recovering, as a particular case of (3.23) (note that ϕ(3)/2 = 1), the equation (75) in [32].

In addition, it is immediate to express all the above results in polar variables by means of the
canonical transformation (2.6); for instance, the Hamiltonian HN (3.5) becomes

HN = p2r +
p2φ
r2

+
N∑
n=1

γn(rpr)
n. (3.30)

3.2 Superintegrable systems on the sphere and the hyperbolic space

Taking into account the interpretation carried out in Section 2.1 for the Zernike system on curved
spaces and presented in Proposition 1, we can now apply the results of Theorem 2 and Proposition 2
to S2 and H2. This is summarized in the following statement.

Proposition 3. Let {ρ, φ, pρ, pφ} be a set of canonical geodesic polar variables.
(i) The superintegrable Hamiltonian HN (3.5) can be written in these variables on S2 and H2, with
constant Gaussian curvature κ = −γ2 6= 0, through the canonical transformation (2.13), namely

HN = p2ρ +
p2φ

S2
κ(ρ)

+ γ1 Tκ(ρ) pρ +

N∑
n=3

γn
(

Tκ(ρ) pρ
)n
. (3.31)

The domain for the variables (ρ, φ) is again given by φ ∈ [0, 2π) and (2.15).
(ii) By means of the canonical transformation (2.16), the superintegrable Hamiltonian HN (3.5)
can alternatively be expressed as

HN = Tκ + Uκ(ρ) + Vκ(ρ, pρ), Tκ = p2ρ +
p2φ

S2
κ(ρ)

,

Uκ(ρ) = −γ
2
1

4
T2
κ(ρ) +

N∑
n=3

(−1)nγn

(γ1
2

)n
T2n
κ (ρ), (3.32)

Vκ(ρ, pρ) =

N∑
n=3

γn

n∑
k=1

(−1)n−k
(
n

k

)(γ1
2

)n−k
T2n−k
κ (ρ)pkρ,
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that is, Tκ is the kinetic energy (2.17) on the curved space, Uκ(ρ) is a central potential and Vκ(ρ, pρ)
is a higher-order momentum-dependent potential.

Proof. It is a direct consequence of Theorem 2, the canonical transformations (2.13) and (2.16)
along with the definitions (2.10) and (2.11).

The expression (3.31) shows that the initial Hamiltonian HN (3.5) can be seen as a superpo-
sition of higher-order momentum-dependent potentials (except for the quadratic term) on S2 and
H2, similarly to the Euclidean case. However, in its alternative form (3.32), HN can be regarded
as a superposition of the isotropic 1 : 1 curved oscillator with even-order anharmonic curved os-
cillators [30, 60] within Uκ(ρ) plus another superposition of higher-order momentum-dependent
potentials through the term Vκ(ρ, pρ). In this respect, it is worth stressing the prominent role
played by the coefficient γ1 in the expression (3.32) in contrast to (3.31). Since γ1 is arbitrary we
can set it equal to zero so that both expressions for HN (3.31) and (3.32) do coincide (and both
canonical transformations (2.13) and (2.16) as well). In this case, Uκ(ρ) and Vκ(ρ, pρ) (3.32) reduce
to

γ1 = 0: Uκ(ρ) = 0, Vκ(ρ, pρ) =
N∑
n=3

γnTn
κ(ρ)pnρ , (3.33)

and, consequently, there does not exist an alternative interpretation in terms of curved oscillators.

We also remark that the flat limit κ → 0 (i.e., γ2 = 0) is well defined in all the results of
Proposition 3 leading to the corresponding expressions in E2 in a consistent way. Recall that under
this flat limit the geodesic parallel coordinates (ρ, φ) reduce to the usual polar ones (r, φ) (see (2.10)
and (2.11)). In particular, if we apply the limit κ → 0 to HN (3.31) we just recover its form in
polar variables (3.30) with γ2 = 0. And if we now compute the limit κ → 0 on the expressions
(3.32) we directly obtain that

HN = T0 + U0(r) + V0(r, pr), T0 = p2r +
p2φ
r2
,

U0(r) = −γ
2
1

4
r2 +

N∑
n=3

(−1)nγn

(γ1
2

)n
r2n, (3.34)

V0(r, pr) =
N∑
n=3

γn

n∑
k=1

(−1)n−k
(
n

k

)(γ1
2

)n−k
r2n−kpkr .

The central potential U0(r) corresponds to a superposition of anharmonic Euclidean oscillators
which, in arbitrary dimension, were proposed in [30, 60] from a Poisson sl(2,R)-coalgebra approach.
The same results can also be obtained by applying the flat counterpart of the curved canonical
transformation (2.16) to HN (3.5), so with κ = γ2 = 0, or by substituting pr = p̃r − γ1r/2 in HN
(3.30) with γ2 = 0 and then removing the tilde in pr (see (2.18)).

4 Examples and Racah algebra

In this section we illustrate the results of Theorem 2 and Proposition 2 by explicitly writing down
the main expressions associated with the Hamiltonian HN (3.5) for some values of N and, further-
more, we study the Racah algebra, thus generalizing the cubic ‘Higgs’ algebra (2.5) to higher-order
polynomial algebras.
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For this purpose we present in Table 1 the polynomials Q(N−j,j) (3.4) coming from Q
(N−j,j)
ab

(3.2) which are involved in the constant of the motion IN (3.6) up to N = 8. Thus the expressions
for IN can be obtained straightforwardly and the constant of the motion I ′N (3.22) can be deduced
simply by interchanging the indices 1 ↔ 2 in the canonical variables. With this information the
general relationship (3.23) among the four functions {HN , IN , I ′N , C}, with C given by (2.2), can
be easily checked. These results are displayed in Table 2 up to N = 6.

As an additional relevant property of HN (3.5), let us also construct its corresponding Racah
algebra understood as the algebra closed by its constants of the motion. From {IN , I ′N , C} we
define the following constants of the motion similarly to (2.4) (so following [32]):

L1 := C/2, L2 :=
(
I ′N − IN

)
/2, L3 := {L1,L2}. (4.1)

Although we have not been able to deduce a general and closed expression for the Racah algebra for
arbitrary N , which remains as an open problem, we have obtained that the three above constants
of the motion satisfy the following generic Poisson brackets up to N = 8:

{L1,L2} = L3, {L1,L3} = −L2, {L2,L3} =

N−1∑
k=0

Fk(γn,HN )L2k+1
1 , 1 ≤ N ≤ 8, (4.2)

where Fk is a polynomial function depending on some coefficients belonging to the set {γ1, . . . , γN}
and sometimes on HN . Therefore, our conjecture is that for arbitrary N the polynomial algebra
(4.2) is of (2N − 1)th-order and the well-known cubic Higgs algebra is recovered, as already shown,
for the proper Zernike system with N = 2 in (2.5). The explicit expressions for the Poisson bracket
{L2,L3} are also written in Table 2 up to N = 6.
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Table 1: Polynomials Q(N−j,j) (3.4) from Q
(N−j,j)
ab (3.2) appearing in the constant of the motion IN (3.6)

of the Hamiltonian HN (3.5) up to N = 8. All of them are homogeneous polynomials of degree N .

• N = 1 ϕ(1) = 0: Q(1,0) = q2

• N = 2 ϕ(2) = 0: Q(2,0) = q21 + q22

• N = 3 ϕ(3) = 2: Q(3,0) = q32 Q(2,1) = q31 + 3q1q
2
2 Q(1,2) = −q32

• N = 4 ϕ(4) = 2: Q(4,0) = −q41 + q42 Q(3,1) = 4
(
q31q2 + q1q

3
2

)
Q(2,2) = q41 − q42

• N = 5 ϕ(5) = 4: Q(5,0) = q52 Q(4,1) = −q51 + 5q1q
4
2 Q(3,2) = 5q41q2 + 10q21q

3
2 − q52

Q(2,3) = q51 − 5q1q
4
2 Q(1,4) = q52

• N = 6 ϕ(6) = 4: Q(6,0) = q61 + q62 Q(5,1) = −6
(
q51q2 − q1q52

)
Q(4,2) = −q61 + 15

(
q41q

2
2 + q21q

4
2

)
− q62

Q(3,3) = 6
(
q51q2 − q1q52

)
Q(2,4) = q61 + q62

• N = 7 ϕ(7) = 6: Q(7,0) = q72 Q(6,1) = q71 + 7q1q
6
2 Q(5,2) = −7q61q2 + 21q21q

5
2 − q72

Q(4,3) = −q71 − 7q1q
6
2 + 21q51q

2
2 + 35q31q

4
2 Q(3,4) = 7q61q2 − 21q21q

5
2 + q72

Q(2,5) = q71 + 7q1q
6
2 Q(1,6) = −q72

• N = 8 ϕ(8) = 6: Q(8,0) = −q81 + q82 Q(7,1) = 8
(
q71q2 + q1q

7
2

)
Q(6,2) = q81 − 28

(
q61q

2
2 − q21q62

)
− q82

Q(5,3) = −8
(
q71q2 + q1q

7
2

)
+ 56

(
q51q

3
2 + q31q

5
2

)
Q(4,4) = −q81 + 28

(
q61q

2
2 − q21q62

)
+q82

Q(3,5) = 8
(
q71q2 + q1q

7
2

)
Q(2,6) = q81 − q82
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Table 2: The constant of the motion IN (3.6) of the superintegrable Hamiltonian HN (3.5) from the polynomials
written in Table 1 up to N = 6. Recall that I′N (3.22) comes from the interchange of indices 1↔ 2 in the canonical
variables while C = q1p2− q2p1 (2.2). The relation (3.23) among the four functions {HN , IN , I′N , C} is also displayed
together with the Poisson bracket {L2,L3} (4.2) that determines a (2N − 1)th-order polynomial Racah algebra.

• I1 = p22 + γ1Q
(1,0)p2 = p22 + γ1q2p2 H1 = I1 + I ′1 {L2,L3} = −γ21L1

• I2 = p22 + γ1Q
(1,0)p2 + γ2Q

(2,0)p22 = p22 + γ1q2p2 + γ2(q21 + q22)p22

H2 = I2 + I ′2 − γ2 C2 {L2,L3} = −
(
γ21 + 2γ2H2

)
L1 − γ22(2L1)3

• I3 = p22 + γ1Q
(1,0)p2 + γ2Q

(2,0)p22 + γ3
(
Q(3,0)p32 +Q(2,1)p22p1 +Q(1,2)p2p

2
1

)
= p22 + γ1q2p2 + γ2(q21 + q22)p22 + γ3

(
q32p

3
2 + (q31 + 3q1q

2
2)p22p1 − q32p2p21

)
H3 = I3 + I ′3 − γ2 C2 {L2,L3} = −

(
γ21 + 2γ2H3

)
L1 −

(
γ22 − 2γ1γ3

)
(2L1)3 − 3

2γ
2
3(2L1)5

• I4 = p22 + γ1Q
(1,0)p2 + γ2Q

(2,0)p22 + γ3
(
Q(3,0)p32 +Q(2,1)p22p1 +Q(1,2)p2p

2
1

)
+γ4

(
Q(4,0)p42 +Q(3,1)p32p1 +Q(2,2)p22p

2
1

)
= p22 + γ1q2p2 + γ2(q21 + q22)p22 + γ3

(
q32p

3
2 + (q31 + 3q1q

2
2)p22p1 − q32p2p21

)
+γ4

(
(q42 − q41)p42 + 4(q31q2 + q1q

3
2)p32p1 + (q41 − q42)p22p

2
1

)
H4 = I4 + I ′4 − γ2 C2 + γ4 C4

{L2,L3} = −
(
γ21 + 2γ2H4

)
L1 −

(
γ22 − 2γ1γ3 − 2γ4H4

)
(2L1)3 − 3

2

(
γ23 − 2γ2γ4

)
(2L1)5 − 2γ24(2L1)7

• I5 = p22 + γ1Q
(1,0)p2 + γ2Q

(2,0)p22 + γ3
(
Q(3,0)p32 +Q(2,1)p22p1 +Q(1,2)p2p

2
1

)
+γ4

(
Q(4,0)p42 +Q(3,1)p32p1 +Q(2,2)p22p

2
1

)
+γ5

(
Q(5,0)p52 +Q(4,1)p42p1 +Q(3,2)p32p

2
1 +Q(2,3)p22p

3
1 +Q(1,4)p2p

4
1

)
= p22 + γ1q2p2 + γ2(q21 + q22)p22 + γ3

(
q32p

3
2 + (q31 + 3q1q

2
2)p22p1 − q32p2p21

)
+γ4

(
(q42 − q41)p42 + 4(q31q2 + q1q

3
2)p32p1 + (q41 − q42)p22p

2
1

)
+γ5

(
q52p

5
2 + (5q1q

4
2 − q51)p42p1 + (5q41q2 + 10q21q

3
2 − q52)p32p

2
1 + (q51 − 5q1q

4
2)p22p

3
1 + q52p2p

4
1

)
H5 = I5 + I ′5 − γ2 C2 + γ4 C4

{L2,L3} = −
(
γ21 + 2γ2H5

)
L1 −

(
γ22 − 2γ1γ3 − 2γ4H5

)
(2L1)3 − 3

2

(
γ23 − 2γ2γ4 + 2γ1γ5

)
(2L1)5

−2
(
γ24 − 2γ3γ5

)
(2L1)7 − 5

2 γ
2
5(2L1)9

• I6 = p22 + γ1Q
(1,0)p2 + γ2Q

(2,0)p22 + γ3
(
Q(3,0)p32 +Q(2,1)p22p1 +Q(1,2)p2p

2
1

)
+γ4

(
Q(4,0)p42 +Q(3,1)p32p1 +Q(2,2)p22p

2
1

)
+γ5

(
Q(5,0)p52 +Q(4,1)p42p1 +Q(3,2)p32p

2
1 +Q(2,3)p22p

3
1 +Q(1,4)p2p

4
1

)
+γ6

(
Q(6,0)p62 +Q(5,1)p52p1 +Q(4,2)p42p

2
1 +Q(3,3)p32p

3
1 +Q(2,4)p22p

4
1

)
= p22 + γ1q2p2 + γ2(q21 + q22)p22 + γ3

(
q32p

3
2 + (q31 + 3q1q

2
2)p22p1 − q32p2p21

)
+γ4

(
(q42 − q41)p42 + 4(q31q2 + q1q

3
2)p32p1 + (q41 − q42)p22p

2
1

)
+γ5

(
q52p

5
2 + (5q1q

4
2 − q51)p42p1 + (5q41q2 + 10q21q

3
2 − q52)p32p

2
1 + (q51 − 5q1q

4
2)p22p

3
1 + q52p2p

4
1

)
+γ6

(
(q61 + q62)p62 − 6(q51q2 − q1q52)p52p1 +

(
15(q41q

2
2 + q21q

4
2)− q61 − q62

)
p42p

2
1

+6(q51q2 − q1q52)p32p
3
1 + (q61 + q62)p22p

4
1

)
H6 = I6 + I ′6 − γ2 C2 + γ4 C4 − γ6 C6

{L2,L3} = −
(
γ21 + 2γ2H6

)
L1 −

(
γ22 − 2γ1γ3 − 2γ4H6

)
(2L1)3 − 3

2

(
γ23 − 2γ2γ4 + 2γ1γ5 + 2γ6H6

)
(2L1)5

−2
(
γ24 − 2γ3γ5 + 2γ2γ6

)
(2L1)7 − 5

2

(
γ25 − 2γ4γ6

)
(2L1)9 − 3γ26(2L1)11
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5 Superintegrable perturbations of the classical Zernike system

So far, we have proven the superintegrability property of the Hamiltonian HN (3.5) on E2 in Theo-
rem 2 and, then, established a natural interpretation of these results on S2 and H2 in Proposition 3.
Let us now focus on the original classical Zernike system.

The proper Zernike systemHZk (2.1) arises by settingN = 2 inHN (3.5) such that the coefficient
γ1 is a pure imaginary number while γ2 is real [32]. In this section let us set

γ1 = 2iω, ω ∈ R, γ2 = −κ, κ ∈ R. (5.1)

Then HZk (2.1) becomes
HZk = p2 + 2iω(q · p)− κ(q · p)2. (5.2)

Thus HZk can be seen as superposition of a linear momentum-dependent imaginary potential and
a real quadratic one on E2, or as a single linear momentum-dependent imaginary potential on S2

(κ > 0) and H2 (κ < 0) with kinetic energy given by p2 − κ(q · p)2. Hence on these curved spaces
(q1, q2) can be thought as projective coordinates. Recall that the problem of dealing with such
imaginary potential was already analyzed and solved in [32]. In fact, if we apply the canonical
transformation (2.16) to (5.2) with the identification (5.1) we obtain a real Hamiltonian (2.17)
reading as

HZk = Tκ + Uκ(ρ), Tκ = p2ρ +
p2φ

S2
κ(ρ)

, Uκ(ρ) = ω2 T2
κ(ρ), (5.3)

reproducing the isotropic 1 : 1 curved (Higgs) oscillator on S2 and H2 with frequency ω as discussed
after Proposition 1. Since HZk determines a superintegrable system, all bounded trajectories are
periodic and, in this case, correspond to ellipses, that is, to a Lissajous 1 : 1 curve [32, 42, 57]. Such
trajectories can be drawn directly from the expression (5.3) or by considering their real part from
(5.2).

From this viewpoint, if we add some γN -potentials with N ≥ 3 to HZk either in the form HN
(3.5) or in (3.32), we obtain imaginary and real superintegrable perturbations of HZk. For instance,
if we consider a single γ3-potential, we find from (5.2) a cubic superintegrable perturbation given
by

H3 = HZk + γ3(q · p)3, (5.4)

while from (5.3) adopts the following more cumbersome expression

H3 = HZk + iγ3 ω
3 T6

κ(ρ)− γ3
(
3ω2 T5

κ(ρ)pρ + 3iωT4
κ(ρ)p2ρ − T3

κ(ρ)p3ρ
)
. (5.5)

The central potential determined by T6
κ(ρ) is real whenever γ3 is a pure imaginary number. In

this case, if one compute the real part of the trajectories either from (5.4) or from (5.5), one finds
bounded trajectories which ‘deform’ the ellipses associated with the initial Zernike system. Some
of them are drawn in Fig. 1 with κ = +1 for some imaginary values of γ3 in the projective plane
(q1, q2) (so on the sphere). Similar trajectories arises for κ = −1 (thus on H2).

Likewise, we can consider a quartic perturbation with γ3 = 0 and γ4 6= 0, that is,

H4 = HZk + γ4(q · p)4, (5.6)

which in geodesic polar variables turns out to be

H4 = HZk + γ4 ω
4 T8

κ(ρ) + γ4
(
4iω3 T7

κ(ρ)pρ − 6ω2 T6
κ(ρ)p2ρ − 4iωT5

κ(ρ)p3ρ + T4
κ(ρ)p4ρ

)
. (5.7)
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Then the central potential associated with T8
κ(ρ) is real if γ4 ∈ R. The real part of the corresponding

trajectories with κ = +1 are shown in Fig. 2 for some real values of γ4 in the projective plane (q1, q2).
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γ3 = 0 γ3 = -10 ⅈ γ3 = -20 ⅈ γ3 = -30 ⅈ

Figure 1: Plots of the real part of trajectories from the cubic perturbation of the Zernike system H3 (5.4)
with κ = +1.
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γ4 = 0 γ4 = -50 γ4 = -100 γ4 = -150

Figure 2: Plots of the real part of trajectories from the quartic perturbation of the Zernike system H4 (5.6)
with κ = +1.

From the expression (3.32) one can easily check that central potential Uκ(ρ) with γ1 given by
(5.1) and with a single parameter γN 6= 0 (N ≥ 3) is a real potential according to the parity of
N : γN must be a pure imaginary number when N is odd, while γN ∈ R when N is even. For
these cases, it can be obtained that the real part of the trajectory is bounded. We illustrate this
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fact by drawing the fifth-order perturbation of the Zernike system in Fig. 3 and the sixth-order
perturbation in Fig. 4 with κ = +1 and again in the projective plane (q1, q2).
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Figure 3: Plots of the real part of trajectories from the fifth-order perturbation of the Zernike system
obtained from H5 (3.5) under the identification (5.1) with κ = +1 and with a single term γ5 6= 0.
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Figure 4: Plots of the real part of trajectories from the sixth-order perturbation of the Zernike system
obtained from H6 (3.5) under the identification (5.1) with κ = +1 and with a single term γ6 6= 0.

The superintegrable properties for the four particular perturbations of the Zernike system here
considered can be extracted straightforwardly from the general results presented in Table 2 since
this covers the cases with N ≤ 6. Obviously, one can always construct superpositions of different
higher-order perturbations of the Zernike system.

21



6 Conclusions and outlook

Throughout this work we have constructed a new class of higher-order superintegrable momentum-
dependent Hamiltonians summarized in Theorem 2, which allows for an arbitrary superposition of
potentials beyond the linear and quadratic momentum-dependent ones. Moreover, these systems
have not only been interpreted on the 2D Euclidean plane E2 but also on the sphere S2 and
the hyperbolic plane H2 in Proposition 3. The corresponding higher-order momentum-dependent
constants of the motion have been explicitly written and some algebraic properties have also been
studied, such as the relationship among the constants of the motion in Proposition 2 and the Racah
algebra in Section 4.

It is worth recalling that the cornerstone of our construction is based in the superintegrable
classical Zernike system [32] described in Theorem 1 together with its underlying Poisson sl(2,R)-
coalgebra symmetry, presented in Section 2.2, which holds for HN (2.31) for any N . From the
latter property, four open problems naturally arise which could be faced in order to generalize HN
and the results of Theorem 2:

• If we consider arbitrary real parameters λi (i = 1, 2) in the symplectic realization (2.27), we
obtain a new integrable Hamiltonian Hλ,N generalizing the superintegrable HN (2.31) via a
superposition with a potential Wλ(q1, q2) as

Hλ,N = HN +Wλ(q1, q2) = p2 +
N∑
n=1

γn(q · p)n +
λ1
q21

+
λ2
q22
, (6.1)

which is always endowed with the constant of the motion given by C(2) (2.28). In E2, with
(q1, q2) identified with Cartesian coordinates, the λi-terms are ‘centrifugal’ (or Rosochatius–
Winternitz) potentials such that they provide centrifugal barriers when both constants are
positive so restricting the trajectories to some quadrants in the Euclidean plane. In geodesic
polar variables (2.16) the additional potential Wλ becomes

Wλ(ρ, φ) =
λ1

S2
κ(ρ) cos2 φ

+
λ2

S2
κ(ρ) sin2 φ

, (6.2)

which can be interpreted as two noncentral 1 : 1 isotropic curved oscillators on S2 or as cen-
trifugal barriers on H2 when both λi > 0 [42].

• The sl(2,R)-coalgebra symmetry [28, 30] directly leads to the following quasi-maximally su-
perintegrable generalization of the Hamiltonian (2.31) in arbitrary dimension d:

H(d)
λ,N = J

(d)
+ +

N∑
n=1

γn

(
J
(d)
3

)n
=

d∑
i=1

p2i +
N∑
n=1

γn

(
d∑
i=1

qipi

)n
+

d∑
i=1

λi
q2i
, d ≥ 2, (6.3)

which, by construction, is endowed with (2d−3) functionally independent ‘universal’ constants
of the motion [28, 30, 44, 45] and can be further interpreted on either Ed, Sd or Hd.

• The Hamiltonian H(d)
λ,N (6.3) can also be generalized to spaces of nonconstant curvature

through (non-deformed) Poisson sl(2,R)-coalgebra spaces following [61] which would allow
several possibilities for a generalized momentum-dependent potential.
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• And, finally, the last possible generalization is to consider Poisson–Hopf algebra deformations
of sl(2,R) [28, 62, 63] which convey an additional quantum deformation parameter q = ez

giving rise to a deformed classical Hamiltonian H(d)
z,λ,N such that limz→0H(d)

z,λ,N = H(d)
λ,N . In

this case, the deformation parameter z would determine superintegrable perturbations of the
initial (underformed) Hamiltonian (6.3).

The crucial point to solve any of the above four problems is to obtain the corresponding gener-
alized counterpart of the constant of the motion IN (3.6), since both the coalgebra and deformed
coalgebra symmetries ensure the existence of (2d − 3) functionally independent constants of the
motion. Clearly, these tasks are by no means trivial.

In contrast to the previous (open) discussion, it might be straightforward to apply the results of
Theorem 2 and Proposition 3 to the three (1+1)D Lorentzian spacetimes of constant curvature, i.e.,
the Minkowskian and (anti-)de Sitter spacetimes. The procedure requires to incorporate a second
‘contraction’ parameter, say κ2, beyond the curvature of the space κ ≡ κ1, depending on the speed
of light c as κ2 = −1/c2 [41, 59], which could be performed by analytic continuation. Therefore,
the ‘additional’ constant of the motion IN (3.6) would formally hold but now in a Riemannian–
Lorentzian form, so that no further cumbersome computations would be needed. For instance,
under this approach the Zernike system written as the natural Hamiltonian given in Proposition 1
in geodesic polar variables (2.17), with γ1 = 2iω, turns out to be

HZk,κ1,κ2 = Tκ1,κ2 + Uκ1(ρ), Tκ1,κ2 = p2ρ +
p2φ

κ2 S2
κ(ρ)

, Uκ1(ρ) = ω2 T2
κ1(ρ), (6.4)

where Tκ1,κ2 is the kinetic energy on the curved space and Uκ1(ρ) is the 1 : 1 isotropic curved
oscillator. Hence, for κ2 = +1 (c = i) the results here presented for the three Riemannian spaces
of constant curvature would be recovered, meanwhile for κ2 < 0 (c finite), new results concerning
Lorentzian spacetimes would be obtained. We recall that the Hamiltonian (6.4) has been deeply
studied in [64] in (2+1)-dimensions (see also [65] for the specific anti-de Sitter case).

To conclude, we would like to comment on what, in our opinion, is the main open problem
of this work, which is precisely to obtain the quantum analogue of the superintegrable classical
Hamiltonian HN (2.31). Let us consider the usual quantum position q̂ and momenta p̂ operators,
with canonical Lie brackets and differential representation given by

[q̂i, p̂j ] = i~δij , q̂iψ(q) = qiψ(q), p̂iψ(q) = −i~
∂ψ(q)

∂qi
. (6.5)

From them, we quantize the two-particle symplectic realization (2.27) (with λi = 0) in the form

Ĵ
(2)
− = q̂21 + q̂22 ≡ q̂2, Ĵ

(2)
+ = p̂21 + p̂22 ≡ p̂2, Ĵ

(2)
3 = q̂1p̂1 + q̂2p̂2 ≡ q̂ · p̂ . (6.6)

These operators close on a Lie algebra isomorphic to gl(2):[
Ĵ
(2)
3 , Ĵ

(2)
±
]

= ±2i~Ĵ (2)
± ,

[
Ĵ
(2)
− , Ĵ

(2)
+

]
= 4i~Ĵ (2)

3 + 4~2Id, (6.7)

where Id is the identity operator. Then we propose that the quantization of HN (2.31) is defined
by the following quantum Hamiltonian

ĤN = Ĵ
(2)
+ +

N∑
n=1

γn

(
Ĵ
(2)
3

)n
= p̂2 +

N∑
n=1

γn(q̂ · p̂)n, (6.8)
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that is,

ĤNψ(q) = −~2
(
∂2ψ(q)

∂q21
+
∂2ψ(q)

∂q22

)
+

N∑
n=1

γn(−i~)n
(
q1

∂

∂q1
+ q2

∂

∂q2

)n
ψ(q) . (6.9)

Thus ĤN is now endowed with a Lie gl(2)-coalgebra symmetry (instead of a Poisson sl(2,R)-
coalgebra one). We stress that such a ‘direct’ quantization does not work on the constant of the
motion IN (3.6) since serious ordering problems arise, so that additional terms must be added in
order to obtain the quantum analogue of IN and thus proving quantum superintegrability of (6.8).

Work on the above research lines is currently in progress.
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[7] J. F. Cariñena, J. Fernández-Núñez, and M. F. Rañada. Singular Lagrangians affine in velocities. J.
Phys. A: Math. Gen. 36:3789–3808, 2003. doi:10.1088/0305-4470/36/13/311.

[8] G. Puccaco. On integrable Hamiltonians with velocity dependent potentials. Celestial Mech. Dyn.
Astr. 90:109–123, 2004. doi.org/10.1007/s10569-004-1586-y.
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