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Abstract. The semi-classical correspondence relations are derived from Moshinsky’s
equations for the exact unitary representation of an arbitrary canonical transformation.
The correspondence relations are shown to be exact in the case of a linear canonical

transformation.

1. Introduction

Semi-classical mechanics, i.e. classical-limit quantum mechanics, has proved to be a
source of great insight into the dynamics of a variety of physical phenomena—as, for
instance, molecular scattering processes (Miller 1974, 1975). Beyond these appli-
cations semi-classical mechanics is an interesting field of theoretical physics in its own
right (Berry and Mount 1972). At the very heart of this theory are the general
correspondence relations as, for instance, derived by Miller (1974): the unitary
representations of a canonical transformation in the semi-classical limit. The method of
Miller consists of evaluating certain integral representations of quantum-mechanical
matrix elements in the limit #— 0, i.e. by applying the method of stationary phase.

The purpose of the present paper is to show that one can arrive at the same results in
a quite different way. The starting point of our proof is the work of Moshinsky er al
(Moshinsky and Quesne 1971, Mello and Moshinsky 1975, Kramer et al 1978). In
these papers a system of partial differential equations is derived for the unitary matrix
elements representing, in quantum mechanics, a given canonical transformation of
classical mechanics. Our work consists of solving these equations in the limit 4> 0. We
show that the semi-classical solution of the Moshinsky equations yields the well known
correspondence relations.

In § 2 we describe briefly the derivation of Moshinsky’s equations, extending his
coordinate representation to momenturmn and mixed coordinate-momentum represen-
tations. Planck’s constant # is retained explicitly in our formulae (and not set equal to
1). We are well aware of the numerous and profound mathematical problems which are
contained in the formal arguments of § 2: unique definition of quantum operators,
existence, spectra and other mathematical properties (Leaf 1969). These questions are
not the subject of our paper. We essentially adopt Dirac’s point of view (Dirac 1958;
see also the work of Moshinsky e al cited above).

Section 3 deals with the semi-classical solution of Moshinsky’s equations. For this
purpose we introduce the amplitude and phase of the unitary matrix elements and
derive a coupled system of partial differential equations for both quantities. These
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equations are solved in the limit #-»0. The phase turns out to be the generating
function of the canonical transformation. To be precise, one obtains that type of
generating function (Goldstein 1959) which corresponds to the chosen basis of the
unitary representation. The amplitude turns out to be the related van Vleck deter-
minant (van Vleck 1928). This is Miller’s result (Miller 1974).

In § 4 we consider a linear canonical transformation. We find the semi-classical
correspondence relations to be exact in this case.

2. Unitary representations of a canonical transformation

For the sake of simplicity we confine ourselves to the consideration of a one-dimen-
sional system. The position of this system in phase-space is described by a canonically
conjugate pair of variables (g, p). The corresponding quantum-mechanical operators
(4, p) satisfy the commutator relation

4, pl1=ih. (2.1)

Alternatively, the phase-space position of the system may also be described by a
conjugate pair (Q, P) arising from (g, p) by a canonical transformation:

Q=¢lq,p) P=h(q,p) (2.2)
with the Poisson bracket

{Q, Plor={g hlep=1. (2.3)
The quantum operators (Q, P) corresponding to (Q, P) are given by

Q=34 p) P=h(4, p) (2.4)
satisfying

[0, P]=it. (2.5)

According to Dirac (1958) we now assume the existence of a unitary transformation U
such that

Q=Uu4Uu” P=UpU". (2.6)
With U = U™" we deduce from equations (2.4) and (2.6)

g(g,pU=U4 (2.7a)

h(g, pyU = Up. (2.7b)

A unitary representation of the canonical transformation (2.2) is defined as a matrix
representation of the operator U in the basis of the orthonormalised eigenstates of
(4, p):

dlay=qlq) plp)=plp). (2.8)
There are four possibilities:

(q|lU1Qy=(qlQ) (2.9a)

(q|U|P)={(q|P) (2.9b)

(plUIQY=(plQ) (2.9¢)

(p|U|P)=(p|P) (2.9d)
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where
0)=U|Q) |P) = U|P) (2.10)

are the eigenstates of the transformed operators (&, P) belonging to the eigenvalues

(Q, P):
0|Q)=0l0) B|P)=P|P). 2.11)

The symbols |) and |) distinguish between eigenstates of the old and the new operators
respectively.

We now establish partial differential equations for the matrix elements (2.9). For
example, starting from the operator equations (2.7) one obtains for (q|Q)

[g(q,? %)—Q](quFO (2.12a)
h q,ii ROLE (ql@)=0. (2.125)
iadq/ i4Q

These equations have been given by Moshinsky et al (Moshinsky and Quesne 1971,
Mello and Moshinsky 1975, Kramer et al 1978). In a quite similar way we obtain such
equations for the other three matrix elements:

o 2)-2 Sam-
(ot 2)-rfamo
:g(—?%,p>—0](17|0)=0 (2.14a)
224 ot
FRIETT
(-5 35.2)-Ptelpr=0. (2.158)

As an example we sketch the derivation of equation (2.134). Making use of the
identities

J‘ la’y dq'(q'| =J lp"y dp(p'|=1 (2.16)
we have from equation (2.7a)
[ (alga. 9l daa'iU1Py= [ (@l dppalP) 217)
With
PPN hoNe,
<c1\g(q,p)»q>-g(q,i aq)é(q q’). (2.18)
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and
<p’1cilP>=—f—l—a-6(p’—P) (2.19)
iap
as well as the second of equations (2.10) we finally obtain equation (2.13a). The proof
of the other equations runs in a quite analogous manner.

Moshinsky et al discuss exact solutions of the equations (2.12) for a variety of
canonical transformations, i.e. the functions g and 4. Our aim is to derive the solution
of equations (2.12)-(2.15) in the limit #— 0 for arbitrary g and A (fulfilling condition
(2.3)).

2. The semi-classical limit of a unitary representation

To calculate the matrix elements (2.9) from equations (2.12)-(2.15) we make the ansatz

(qlQ)=ai(q, Q) exx:(%bl(q, Q)) (3.1a)
i
(alP)= ax(q, P) exp( 204, P)) (3.18)
i
(pIQ@) = as(p, Q) exp(5 b3(p, Q) (3.10)
(pIP) = au(p, P) exp( 3b.(p, P)) (3.1d)

with amplitude functions a, and phase functions b, to be determined. Making use of
the transformation (Dirac 1958)

RN SRR g
we obtain from (2.12)-(2.15) the equations
[¢(e} +52 0 @)-0aa. 01=0 (3:3a)
[h(af o+ 5@ @) +] 54220 )]asta @)= (3.3b)
o0} 3o+ 52@P) - 5520 P)]asta, P1=0 (3.40)
(a2 ;+%(q, P))~P|axa P)=0 (3.46)
&(-% £-520.015) - QJastp @) =0 (3.50)
(-3 5-220.0.0) 1 S 2w o|an =0 G
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[e(-5 2-2tn. ) - PlanP=0 G
[#(=% =-525. Pr.p) = Plastr. P =0. (3.66)

So far no special assumptions have been made. We now turn to the semi-classical limit.
As a consequence, we assume that the a, and b, do not depend on #. In addition, we
apply the expansion (van Vleck 1928)

4 2 20) (s ) ) (e ) o

where g’ means the partial derivative of the function g with respect to its second
argument. Performing the expansion (3.7) in equations (3.3)-(3.6) and ordering the
terms according to powers of # we get, as 7> 0, two equations from each of the
equations (3.3)-(3.6)—one from the terms proportional to #° and the other from the
terms proportional to #':

e(a50@@)-0 (3.80)
%[g( % T O))al(q, 0)] (3.86)
h(q,%—q‘(q,O)) Zg(q,o)— (3.8¢)
%[h’(q,%(q,@))al(q,Q)]+585611( Q=0 (3.84)
(0. 52 @ P)) - 520 P)=0 (390)
%[g'(q, %j(q, P))aila, P)] - Sakiq. P)=0 (3.95)
h(q,é[-)—z-(q,P)) P=0 (3.9¢)
%[h( @ %j(q, P))aita )] =0 (3.94)
g(—%b—"’-(p,O),p>—Q=0 (3.10a)
a—i;[g'(—a—l—’i(p, Q). p)al(p, @] =0 (3.108)
W(-5206.Q).p)+ 2205, @) =0 (3.100)
é%[ ’(—a—b}-(p, Q), p)as(p, O)]———as(p, Q)=0 (3.10d)
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g(~%(p, P),p)—%%(p, P)=0 (3.11a)
2] e(-540. 2. p)al(p, P)) + Spak(p Py =0 (3.116)
h(—%%(p,P),p)——P=0 (3.11¢)
Z[W(-52 P p)altp. P)] =0 (3.114)

Let us at first consider equations (3.8). From (3.8a) and (3.8¢) together with the
equations (2.2) we get

_b

p= 2q (g, Q) {3.12a)
_ b

P= aQ(q’ Q). (3.12b)

From these relations we conclude that the phase function b;(q, Q) is a generating
function of the F; type (Goldstein 1959) of the canonical transformation (2.2):

bi(g, Q)= Fi(q, Q). (3.13)

Moreover, one easily verifies that equation (3.85) as well as equation (3.84) are solved
by van Vleck’s determinant (van Vleck 1928, Schiller 1962):

ai(q o>=(§§;—(§—’09—))1/2. (3.14)
Similarly, the equations (3.9)-(3.11) can be solved. We obtain

=S2P) (3.15a)

=%(q, P) (3.15b)
q= —%%(p, Q) (3.16a)
P=—%(P, Q) (3.160)
q =—%l:f(p, P) (3.17a)
Q=%bﬁ(p, P). (3.17b)

Consequently the phase functions b1(g, P), bs(p, Q), bs(p, P) are generating functions
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of the F,, Fa, and F, type (Goldstein 1959) respectively:

bZ(qa P)=F2(Q» -P) (3.18)

bs(p, Q) = Fi(p, Q) (3.19)

ba(p, P) = Fi(p, P). (3.20)

Moreover, we get
as(q, P)= (8—————2F2(q’ P))m (3.21)
249, aq aP .

_(3°Fs(p, QN2

as(p, Q)= (——ap L ) (3.22)
_ (3Fa(p, PN\

ay(p, P) = (———ap = ) (3.23)

Formulae (3.1) together with the expressions (3.13), (3.14) and (3.18)—(3.23) define the
semi-classical solution of equations (2.12)-(2.15)—up to a constant factor ¢. The
modulus of ¢, i.e. the normalisation of the matrix elements (2.9), follows from the
unitarity of U, which implies the conditions:

(q'|Q)q|Q)*dQ =6(q'—q) (3.24a)
(q'|P)Xq|P)*dP=8(q'—q) (3.245)

(p'|QXplQ)*dQ =8(p'~p) (3.24¢)

[ 1Py 4P =505~ p) (3.244)

These equations are satisfied in the limit #- 0 by the above semi-classical solutions
provided one chooses a normalisation factor of |¢|= (27#h)""? in each case (see the
appendix). So we get the final result

(qlQ)= %;‘2’% 1/2exp(%F1(q, O)) (3.254a)
(q|P)= % - exp(;i;Fz(q, P)) (3.25b)
(plQ)= ;;F;(a——i—’% - exP(;il‘Fs(P, Q)) (3.25¢)
(p|P)= %;% " exp(';z‘ﬂ(p, P)). (3.25d)

These are the famous (Miller 1974) correspondence relations for the unitary represen-
tation of a canonical transformation in the semi-classical limit. A constant phase factor
of modulus one remains undetermined in our derivation. In principal, one can fix the
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phase of the four matrix elements (3.25) in a consistent way if one makes use of the fact
that the generating functions are connected by Legendre transformations (Goldstein
1959, Miller 1974).

4. Linear canonical transformations

As an example we consider a linear canonical transformation (Moshinsky and Quesne
1971)

Q=Aq+Bp 4.1a)

P=Cq+Dp (4.1b)
with constants A, B, C, D. The canonicity condition (2.3) demands

AD-BC=1 {4.2)

i.e. the equations (4.1) describe an orthogonal transformation of phase space. For this
canonical transformation the semi-classical unitary representation of the preceding
section is exact. Owing to the linearity of the functions g (and ) the linear expansion
(3.7) without the term O(#?) is exact, hence equations (3.8)-(3.11) are an exact
consequence of equations (3.2)-(3.6). Therefore, the correspondence relations (3.25)
are exact solutions of equations (2.12)-(2.15) in this case. With

Fi(q, Q)= —%(qu -2¢qQ +DQ?) B#0 (4.3a)
Fz(q,P)——-—-(Cq —2qP - BP?) D#0 (4.3b)
Fi(p, Q)= EIZ(BpZ—ZpQ -CQ% A#Q (4.3¢)
Fu(p, P)= 2C(Dp —2pP+AP?) C#0 (4.3d)
formulae (3.25) yield
(lQ) =|2mhB| 2 exp(—%(flq ~2¢Q+DQ )) (4.4)
(q|P)=|2vthl_1/2exp( 2hD(Cq —2qP- BPZ)) (4.4b)
(plQ) =[27h A exp( 5 (Bp? - 200 - CQY) (4.40)
(p|P)=2mhC| exp(zhC(Dp ~2pP+AP )) (4.4d)

These matrix elements are exact unitary representations of the linear canonical
transformation (4.1). This can easily be verified by insertion into equations (2.12)-
(2.15) and (3.24). Concerning the phases, we refer the reader to the end of § 3.
Equation (4.4a) has been derived and discussed by Moshinsky and Quesne (1971).



Alternative approach to correspondence relations 1173
5. Conclusions

The correspondence relations are the central result of semi-classical mechanics. We
therefore find it desirable to establish these important relations from different starting
points. In this paper we have given a new approach to the correspondence relations.
The significance of our method is based on the existence of equations (2.12)-(2.15) for
the exact unitary representation of an arbitrary canonical transformation. The solution
of these equations in the limit # » 0 may provide new arguments in the discussion on the
range of validity of semi-classical mechanics.

Appendix

The matrix element (q|Q) is given semi-classically by

2 1/2 .
%%”5@) exp(+Fila, Q) (A1)

h
with the factor ¢ to be determined. Insertion into the unitarity condition (3.24a) leads
to

o I (aszq', Q) ¥Fi(q, Q
aq' 0Q 49 9Q

In the limit #->0 the integrand only contributes to the integral at q'=gq, so we
approximate the exponent linearly:

<q|Q)=c<

1/2 .
)) eXP(%(E(CI', Q)-Fi(q, Q)) dQ=6(q -q). (A2)

F,
Fi(q, Q)= Fi(g, Q) =%(—1—(q, Q)q'~9)=p(4, Q)@ ~q). (A.3)

With this approximation equation (A.2) becomes

ICIZJ;—Z((;, Q) CXP(%P(% O)(q’—q)) dQ

=lef [ exp(5 p(a’ ~a)) dp =600’ ~a); (A4)

hence |c|=(27#)"""?. A similar procedure leads to the same normalisation factor for
the matrix elements (q|P), {p|Q) and (p|P). The phase of ¢ cannot be deduced from the
unitarity condition (3.24).
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