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Abstract

We obtained the coherent states for the hydrogen atom by transforming the
problem onto the four oscillators in the parametric time at the classical level and
quantizing these oscillators. We showed that for the coherent states the mean val-
ues of the physical position of the electron satisfy the Keplerian ellipsis and the
dispersions of them oscillate in the parametric time.

1. Introduction

In 1926 Schrodinger constructed the coherent states for the harmonic oscillator [1]. These
states satisfy the following properties:

They are the eigenstates of the lowering operator of the harmonic oscillator and the
evolution of the eigenvalues are the same with the evolution of the classical dynamical
variables.

They are the minimum uncertainties states without any dispersion during the evolu-
tion of the system in time.

Schrédinger also addressed the problem of the construction of the coherent states for
the hydrogen atom.

There are two group of attempts to solve this problem. In the first group the authors
tried to express the coherent states for the hydrogen atom as the superpositions of the
stationary eigenfunctions of it. In this approach they discussed the evolution of the
system in the physical time [2].

In the second group first Nieto and Simmons developed a general method for the
constructions of the coherent states for different potentials [3]. Later Bhaumik et al.

*Talk presented in Regional Conference on Mathematical Physics IX held at Feza Gilirsey Institute,
Istanbul, August 1999.
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discussed the constructionof the coherent states for hydrogen atom [4]. In this paper they
transformed the time independent three dimensional hydrogen atom system onto the time
independent four oscillator system by using the Kustaanheimo-Stiefel transformation [5-6]
and constructed the coherent states by using the SO(4) symmetry of the system. Before
Duru and Kleinert also used the same transformation for the path integral quantization
of the hydrogen atom and they pointed out that the four oscillator system evolute in a
new parametric time instead of the physical time [7]. In 1988 Gerry discussed the same
problem by considering evolution of the system in the parametric time [8]. Recently
Toyoda and Wakayama also discussed the same problem by considering the SU(2) x SU(2)
symmetry of the four oscillators [9].

Since the hydrogen atom has three degrees of freedom and the four oscillators system
have the four degrees of freedom the authors of the references 4,8,9 eliminated the extra
degree of the freedom by taking the conjugate momentum of this degree of freedom as
zero. As a coincidence this condition gives the right energy spectra for the hydrogen
atom, but it does not give the right wave functions.

In this work we discussed the solution this long standing problem by transforming the
classical Kepler problem of to the four oscillators.Since the holomorphic coordinates are
the classical analogue of the rising and lowering operators of the harmonic oscillators, we
express the classical dynamics in terms of the holomorphic coordinates and quantize the
system. Here we quantize the system by using the Schrédinger quantization and derive
the coherent state wave functions in terms of the four oscillator states and the hydrogen
wave functions in parabolic ccordinates. We also evaluate the expectation values and the
dispersions of the physical position of the particle [10].

2. Classical Coulomb Problem
Lagrangian of the electron in the Coulomb potential is given in the Cartan form as

—2

df 1 5 €
a  2m? T ()

L(Z,pit)=p (1)
We add the free particle Lagrangian for a new degree of the freedom and this does not
change the dynamics of the electron. Then the Lagrangian become

L(f,u,ﬁ,m;t)=ﬁ-2—f+p4-%—ﬁ(p2+pi)+% (2)
We define four vectors x4 and pa such that
x4 = (T,z4)
pa = (7.pa) (3)

The trajectories are parametrized in terms of the time t. We can parametrize the dy-
namics of the electron in a new time parameter s. Then the time ¢ is also function of s.
The new Lagrangian is
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dz a p?q e2 dt
£ t,po;s) =pa- — — | == - = _ 4
(anpAa ,» P03 5) pA dt <2m + (|f|) f(S) Do ds f(S) ( )
Lagrangians (4), (2) and have the same set of equations. We choose f (s) as
& f) =17 )
Then £ becomes
dx g dt .
oy, dTa _(EPa e 6
£(anpAatap075) pA dt pOdS ( 2m +e plel ( )

Equation (6) is the Lagrangian of the electron in a 4 + 1 dimensional curved space
under the potential [— (po |Z’|) + €?] . This system is mapped onto the four harmonic
oscillators under the Kustaanheimo-Stiefel transformation:

dzy + idx B —1/2 ( d€y €+ E4dEB
( dies + id, > =2(=2mpo) ( 455 Ea— €5 d ép > (7)

The momenta are transformed as

. 1/2 X
( Pzy — Wy > _ (_2mp0)+ / ( §alPey + & 123 > (8)
Py = Py Eal> +1ep> \ —€BPes + Eapey
We define the complex spinors ¢ and &' as
_( ¢a
= ( €5
&= (&4 .¢5) (9)
Then the Lagrangian becomes
d¢ det dt
£ =p= — 4+ (—p,)—— H 10
pgds-l-pgds-i-( po)ds (10)
Where the Hamiltonian H is
(—2mpo)'/? t 2
HZT(pgpgf‘f‘gg)—@ (11)
H is the Hamiltonian of the four harmonic oscillators with the frequency w =

(—=po/ 2m)1/ ? We define the classical analogue of the rising and lowering operators of the
harmonic oscillators. These are the holomorphic coordinates a and a':
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| satip,.

a= —= N LA

V2 §B +Zp£B

£ +ip,.

B

1
L o - o * -

a = \/5 (gA Zpgj“ )§A ZpgA agB ZpragB Zpg»é) (12)

a and a' have four components. Then the Lagrangian is

£_

_5 —a

L (dal ~— ida
ds ds

> + (—=po) % — (waTa - 62) (13)

The difference of the Lagrangians(10) and (13) is only a total derivative. Here (wafa — €?)
is the energy functional or the Hamiltonian of the four oscillators in the proper time
parameter s. It is a constant and the value of it is zero. Then

2me?
’ (cﬂcz)2 (
3. Quantization of the Classical System
The Hamiltonian of the four oscillators system is
H=uw(a'a+2) (15)

where a' and @ are the canonical conjugate variables and they satisfy the commutation
relations

las,al| = 0 (16)
Then the eigenstates of @ are
o) = ¢ [0) (17)
where « is the complex eigenvalue. The evolution of this state is given by
[a(s) = e et o) (18)
or

| a (S)) _ e—iw(&f a+2) s+afa |O> (19)
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The eigenstate |«) can expanded in terms of the oscillator states |n) as

niy n2 N3 QN4

la) = Z Q4 Py P |ny ny ns n4g) (20)

n1! no! n3! ny!
mni,n2,m3,ng 1 2 3 4

Where the state |ninangng) defined as

()" () )" )" N

\/nl! TLQ! TL3! TL4!

|n1n2n3n4) =

Then « (s) becomes
a(s) =e “a (22)

This is the same with the evolution of a (s) in the classical dynamics of the system. Then

| (s)) s

o (s)) = S [t ()™ [or— ()]"2 [B+ (]2 [B ()]™* |

- \/nl!ngln3!n4!
n1,Mn2,1n3,M4

e 2% Iy ng n3 ng) (23)
We express |«) in terms of |, £*). First we express |ninansng) in terms of the |£, £*) . The
ground state |0) is the eigenstate of a:
)0y =0 (24)

or

5 (e 5 ) e m =0 (25)

V2 ag/f

and

el Glaea

The solution of these spinor equations is

<€a 5* |0> = e_(gjx Eat+Eg €B)/2 (27)

o f> (€.6°10) = 0 (26)

Then (&,£* [n1 na n3 ng) is

< &,6%Ing ng ng na) =

[%(&‘/\/ﬁ_ ﬁ)r [ (5“/\/_ 65A/\/‘)}n2x
[ (53/\/_ 853/\/_)r[ (53/\/_ agb/\/‘)}mx

e~ (Eagat £5E€B)/2 (28)
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Then (¢ , &7 |a) becomes

(€€l a) =
—(£%ea + g*BgB)/2+£A(a1*1ra2)+£j;(a1+11a2)+£,4(51 —Wz)-*—ij;(51+1152)—(af+a%++5f+55) (29)
We expand (¢ , ¢ |a) as
T — (aya)"2(ay /a )12 9im,, argéa 2|maz|
<§ ,5 |a> %,mn \/(nn-‘:—mn)!(nn—mn)!e |§A|
2|miz| ( 2) (B+B-)"34 (B4 /B) ™34
xL
nia—|miz| |§A| n34,zm34 \/(n34+m34)!(n34—m34)!
2 2 2| | 2
xe2imasoretn |ep il Al (jeg)?) (30)
where the numbers n;; and m;; are defined as
ni; = (ni +n;)/2
mij = (n; —n;)/2 (31)

Since the Kustaanheimo-Stiefel transformation is double valued, the coherent states are
symmetric under the transformation ¢ — —¢ or & — —a and 8 — —(. Then (¢ ,¢T|a)
becomes

TN — (aya)"2(ay/a)™2  9imi,argéa 2lmazl
<£ ,g |a> n1§112 \/(nn-‘:—mn)!(nn—mn)!e |§A|

gl (al) s 1+<—1Y“2+"34]1/2 (BB)"34 (54 /6-)"3

niz—|miz| - 2 \/(n34+m34)!(n34—m34)!
27 2 2| | 2
it fep Pl L2l (l6sl?) (32)
This gives the condition
ni2 + n3g = 2n (33)

We parametrize £4 and £p in the spherical coordinates as

_ 172 ( sin 0/2 et(te) /2
(€a€B) = V1 (—2mpy) ( cos 0/2 ilé=)/2
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where 1) is the angle corresponds to x4 and we sum over the values of all ¥.This is

d
(ga gT |a>§hysical = / _/i<§a gT |a>s (35)
0

This gives

S
<€’ {f |a>physica1 =

2

- - Y — oy /a_\™
(o f) T2 (oo /B f) T2 (W) eime [(—Qmp0)1/2rsin 9} Im|
ni,ns,m

Vil (na+m]) s (na+[m])! 2
Lln?l [(—2mp0)1/2 7 sin? 9/2} LZZ' [(—2mp0)1/2 7 cos” 9/2} (36)

where n7, n and m are the quantum numbers in the parabolic coordinates and these
are defined as
ny =mniz2 — |m12|

N = Ngy — |m12| (37)
m=2 |m12|

This is the expression of the coherent states in terms of the hydrogen wave functions
in parabolic coordinates.

4. Kepler Orbits

To obtain the Kepler orbits for the hydrogen atom we evaluate the expectation values
of 7 and r. The expectation values of 7 is expressed in terms of the ay, a—, 54, f— as

(7) = (~2mpo)” % x A
{(ai + Oé—) [(5+ + 5i) (61 - i62) + (a+ + Oé*_) 63/2} +

(8 +8-) [(as +a%) (2 +iea) + (85 +87) es/2]} (38)

We parametrize a4+ and (4 as

ax (s) = |ax|e

ﬁi (s) — |ﬁi| eiws+iAi (39)
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Then () becomes
(F) = Tcos 2 (ws — D) + bsin2 (ws — ) + ¢
where @, b and € are

d@ = (—2mpo) % [(Jag B + |a—Bi]) €
+cos ¢ (laga_|+ |B+6-]) é3/2]

b= (—2mpo) 2 [(Jas | — |a_By]) &
+sin ¢ (|aga—| + |B10-]) és/2 ]

&= (=2mpo) "% 2 (Jas By | + o) cos ¢ & + 2(|ay B4
~Ja-B]) +singéy + (lasl* + - = |8, = |5-1) é/2]
The unit vectors é; and é, are
€, = é1 cos (A —J) + é sin (A —6)
éy = —é1sin (A — 6) + é cos (A — 9)

The phase angels @, A, § and ¢ are related to the 1 and At by

20 = (Ay + A_ 45, +5.)/2
p=(Ap+A_ -6, -6-)/2

§=04 —6_
A=A, —A_

(40)

(43)

For an elliptic orbit b and ¢ must be perpendicular and parallel to a respectively. For the
satisfaction of the first condition @_Lb we choose ¢ = 0. The condition &||b requires that

2 2 2
o + 18+ = la—fP = [B-[P =0

(44)

This condition is equivalent to ps = 0 or py, = 0 and this is expressed in terms of the

quantum numbers mio and mg4 as

mig2 = —M34
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Then () describes an ellipse. The major axis a and eccentricity e is given by

@ = (~2mpo) 2 [(las 4l 2 #1842 + 15 2) /2]

€ =2(laya_[+[84+6-])/d| (46)

The expectation value of r is

(1) = ke [(ls P + 180 + o + 18- +2) /2] x

1+ cos2(ws—P)] (47)

This gives the value of the a as
1 2 2 2 2, 2 48
o= (losP 4182 + o 416 + (48)

The difference between the |@| and a comes from the quantum corrections.

The dispersions of x1, 2, T3 and r are evaluated in the same way. The results are

3/2
(Ax)f = (Ay)f = \;W (14€ cos 2(ws —P)) — ~
9 9 3/2 a
(Axs); = (Ar); = — (I14+¢€ cos 2(ws—P)) — Dy (49)

5. Conclusion

In this study we derived the coherent states for the hydrogen atom by transforming
the problem onto the four oscillators and quantizing this system. These states are
parametrized by three complex eigenvalues and expressed as the superpositions of the
hydrogen wave functions in elliptic coordinates.

We showed that the expectation values of the position operator and their dispersions
oscillate with the same frequency and the center of the wave packet travel along the
Keplerian ellipse.

The technique developed in here may be applied to the other potentials for which the
quantum mechanical problem can be transformed to the oscillator.
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