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Abstract

A class of generalized coherent states is constructed for a polynomial su(2)
algebra in a group-free manner. As a special case, the coherent states for the
cubic su(2) algebra are discussed. The states so constructed reduce to the usual
SU (2) coherent states in the linear limit.

PACS numbers: 03.65.—w, 02.30.1k

1. Introduction

In the present paper, we construct a class of coherent states for a polynomial su(2) algebra by
minimally generalizing the usual SU (2) coherent states. The polynomial su(2) algebra is a
deformed algebra whose generators obey the following relations,

[Jo, Jo] = +J 4, [Jy, J_1=W(Jp) (1)

where W(Jy) is a polynomial in Jo. This algebra accommodates the quadratic and the cubic
algebra as special cases. The cubic algebra was first considered by Higgs [1] and by Leeman [2]
in dealing with the harmonic oscillator and the Kepler problem on a two-dimensional sphere,
while the quadratic algebra was first analyzed by Sklyanin [3] in conjunction with the quantum
group. The cubic algebra, in particular, has appeared in various areas of study including the
identical particle symmetry in two dimensions [4], the Calogero model [5], multiphoton
processes [6, 8], quantum dot problems [7] and others. In recent years, considerable attention
has been given to the construction of coherent states for such nonlinearly deformed algebra.
In [9], Cannata, Junker and Trost constructed coherent states for the quadratic su (1, 1) algebra
stemming from supersymmetric quantum mechanics by demanding them to be eigenstates of
the noncompact operator in much the same way that Barut and Girardello [10] constructed the
SU(1, 1) coherent states. In [8], Sunilkumar et al proposed a general framework for finding
coherent states of polynomially deformed algebras including the quadratic and cubic algebras,
and used the procedure to construct the polynomially deformed su(1, 1) coherent states for
quantum optics.

In this paper, we first construct a class of Perelomov-like coherent states for a nonlinearly
deformed su(2) algebra of Bonatos, Danskaloyannis and Kolokotronis [13]. Since an analogue
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of the usual exponential map from su(2) to SU(2) can hardly be found, Perelomov’s group-
theoretic procedure [11] is not immediately applicable in construction of the coherent states
for the nonlinearly deformed su(2) algebra. The approaches taken in [9, 8] are also unsuited
to our purposes. Thus, giving up the group-theoretic procedure as Klauder [14] advocated
in constructing the hydrogen atom coherent states, we generalize minimally the usual SU (2)
coherent states [12]. Then we choose the structure function of the algebra so that the deformed
algebra is specified to be a polynomial su(2) algebra of odd degree 2p — 1 which includes
the cubic su(2) coherent states (p = 2) as a special case. We also show that the cubic SU (2)
coherent states reduce smoothly to the usual SU (2) coherent states when an appropriate linear
limit is taken.

2. Polynomial su(2) algebra

In [13], Bonatsos, Daskaloyannis and Kolokotronis proposed a deformed su(2) algebra,
denoted by su¢(2), which has representations similar to those of the usual su(2). In their
deformation, the three generators {Jo, J, J_} of the algebra obey

[Jo, Jul = +J 4, [Jo, T 1= (Jo(Jo+ 1) — D(Jo(Jo—1)). (2

It is important to assume that the structure function @ (x) is an increasing function of x defined
for x > —1/4. If x is an operator, it is operator-valued. The Casimir operator of su¢(2) is

C=J J,+d(Jo(Jo+ 1) =J,J_ +0(Jo(Jy—1)). 3)
On the basis {|j, m)} that diagonalizes Joand C simultaneously such that

Cljm) =@ G+ W)ljm)  Jolj.m)=ml|j,m), )
we have

Joljom)y =@ +1) — @mGm+1)]j, m+1) (5)

J_ljom) =@ (j+1) — mm — 1)|j, m—1) (6)
with

2j=0,1,2,..., |m| < j. (7

In the present paper, we consider a special case of su¢(2) with a structure function given
by a homogeneous polynomial of degree p,

P
O(x) = apx” (a1 > 0,a, #0) (8)
r=1

where o, are real constants. Since the structure function ® (x) when acting on the state | j, m)
is required to be an increasing function of x = j(j + 1), the following condition must be
satisfied,

P
> relj(j+ DI > 0. ©))
r=1
Here we must note that if o, < O then j has a maximum value jmax. This implies that the
representation space becomes finite dimensional for a given negative value of «,.
Substitution of (8) into (2) leads to the polynomial su(2) algebra of odd degree
2p —1(p =1,2,3,...); namely,

4 r
o Jel=+7s,  Undd=2) ady) (Jo+ D Jo— D (10)

r=1 s=1
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which we denote by su;,_1(2). Here, p = 1 and p = 2 correspond to the usual su(2) and
the cubic su(2) case, respectively; that is, su;(2) = su(2) and su3(2) = suc,(2). Note that
if the structure function is chosen to be a polynomial in x = J o(f o + 1) of degree p, then the
deformation is given by a polynomial in J of degree 2p — 1. Therefore, the quadratic algebra
cannot be derived from suq¢(2).

3. Coherent states for polynomial su(2)

In constructing coherent states for a deformed su(2) algebra, the standard group theoretical
method is not immediately applicable because of the lack of the corresponding Lie group.
Since the polynomial su(2) algebra (10) reduces to the usual su(2) when p = 1, we adopt
a simple guiding principle that the set of the constructed coherent states for sus,_;(2) will
reduce to the usual set of SU(2) coherent states in the linear limit (p = 1).

Coherent states for sue(2). First let us construct a set of coherent states for the deformed
algebra suqg(2). As is in the case of su(2), the lowest state | j, —j)(m = —j) is taken as the
fiducial state:

J_lj,—j)=0. (11)

Operating on the fiducial state with the generator J, of the deformed algebra, we construct
the following states,

1j:§) = Ng ' (1§De" 1, = j). (12)
where N (|&]) is the normalization factor and £ € C. These states are similar in form to the
usual SU (2) coherent states. However, here J, is an operator satisfying the deformed algebra
su(2) rather than the linear su(2) algebra. Thus e*/+ is not meant to be a representative of
the coset space associated with the usual SU(2) group since no Lie group can be formed by
the exponential map of the deformed algebra.

As is evident from (5) that J,|j, j) = 0, the states (12) can be expressed as

2j é-njn
17, €) = Ng' (€D Y =1 =)- (13)
n=0 '
Again from (5) it follows for 0 <n < 2j(—j < m < j) that
Tilj, =iy = VIkallj, —j +n) (14)
where
kyn =@ +1) =@ —n)(j —n+1)). (15)

In the above, we have used the factorial notation of &, to signify
Hence the states (13) tak_e the form,
5
17, &) =N¢1<|s|>ZJ—VZ‘;“]’s"|j, —j+n) (17)
or "

1j,€) = Ny (|§|)Z y—— f’”),s”’ﬂ m). (18)

m=—j
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The normalization factor is determined by

2j

kn ! 2n
Ni(En =Y % (19)
n=0 :

As has been assumed, the structure function @ (x) is an increasing function of x. Hence k, > 0
for 0 < n < 2j. Thus Ni(|§ |) has no zeros and the states (17) are all normalized to unity.
Furthermore, from Schwarz’s inequality, it is obvious that the inner product of two states obeys

2j
kn ! k &/\Nn
Ui EL E) = INa(EDN (EDT % <. 20)
n=0 :

The inner product is not generally zero even when & # &',
The states (17) may admit the resolution of unity

flLE)dm(S,E*)(j,EI =1 2n

provided that the following measure can be found,

1
duo (€, §7) = T—No(IEDpe (I1%) dIEI” do. (22)
Here we let £ = |£]e(0 < ¢ < 27), and seek a weight function pe (|€]?) satisfying
o) \ _ (n')Z
/O po(H)t" dt = Ak (23)

In this regard, we consider the set of states constructed above as a formal set of coherent
states for suq(2) with a structure function @ (x) unspecified. To make them as those for the
polynomial algebra, we have to calculate [k, ]! explicitly for the chosen structure function (8).

Coherent states for sus,_1(2). Substitution of the structure function (8) into (15) yields

kn =nQ2j+1—n)x, o
where
P r
o= Y e lj G+ DIIG = m G —n+ D 25)
r=1 s=1
The generalized factorial of (2j + 1 — n) signifies
. o . . 2))! 2
Rj—n+1l=QHQ2j—1)Qj—2)---Qj—n+1) = —2"  —p | o6
(2j —n)! n

Thus the states (17) can be cast into the form,

2% o\
|j,s>=N,,1(|s|)Z< ]> VU E" .~ +n) 27)
n

n=0
with the normalization,

2 &l 2'] 2n
Ny (ED =) ) il (28)

n=0
The set of states thus obtained in (27) with the factor yx, specified by (25) is indeed a set
of coherent states for su;,_;(2). Apparently the usual SU(2) coherent states are obtained
from (27) if x, = 1 for all n. Hence y, is the very factor that characterizes the nonlinear
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deformation of the SU (2) coherent states. Here it will be referred to as the deformation factor
or the x factor in short.

The deformation factor y, is an inhomogeneous polynomial in # of degree 2p — 2, which
may be factorized, with o, # 0, in the form,

n=0ap(n—a)n—ax)---(n—ay->) (29)
where a;’s are the roots of x,, = 0 with respect to n. Accordingly, the generalized factorial of
Xn 18 given by

2p-2
Dol =i xn=o) [0 —ann (30)
i=1
where (a), is the Pochhammer symbol defined by
I'(a+n)
(a),=aa+1)a+2)---(a+n—1) = ——, (a)g = 1.
I'(a)
The factorial [2j — n + 1]! given in (26) may also be put in an alternative form,
[2j — L+n]l = @)Q2j — D@j —2)---Q2j —n+1) = (=1)"(~2)),. 31)
As a result, the factor [k,]! becomes
[kn]! = (=Dl (=2))n (1 — a1)u(1 — @)y -+ (1 — @2p-2)n- (32)

With this, the normalization factor (19) for the polynomial algebra is expressed in terms of
Pochhammer’s generalized hypergeometric function,

N2ED = op1Fo(=2j. 1 —a, L —ay, ..., 1 —azp_0; —a,p €], (33)
which is of course a polynomial in |£|? of degree 2 as (—2j), = I'(=2j +n)/T'(=2j) =0
for n > 2j. In this way the normalization of each coherent state is given in closed form.
Similarly, the inner product of two distinct coherent states is given by

(J.£1J. €)Y = N, 2(1€D 2p-1 Fo(=2j, 1 —ar, 1 —ag, ..., 1 —azp2; —ap&*E") (34)
which is not generally zero for & # &’. The set of these states is overcomplete.

Resolution of unity. The coherent states thus constructed for su;,_(2) are able to resolve
unity as

flj,adu,,(s,s*)(j,a =1 (35)
with the measure,
1
diy (€, 6 = SN, (EDp, (€M) diE | dg. (36)

The weight function p, (& ?) is determined by (23). From (26) and (30) follows
0 2p-2
Olp(ZJ)!F(I’l +1) 1‘”_[ Frn+1—a)

k]! = 37
Wl =Tejei-m U ra—a &7
Substitution of this into (30) leads to
—n TT2p—2
* 0 "2 TA —a) T(n+ DT (n+1 — a;)
f pp(O1" di = L——=— s : (38)
0 @2H! [[727°T+1—a)

It turns out that the weight function is given in terms of Meijer’s G-function (see Formula
7.811.4in [15]) as

2p—2 .
o, [ TA —a) ,|—Qj+ D), —ar, —az, ... — a2
G o .39
) 2p-21 | @plEl 0 (39

With the weight function (39) for the measure (36), the resolution of unity (35) can indeed be
achieved.

pp(I&D) =
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4. Coherent states for the cubic algebra

The algebra considered by Higgs for the harmonic oscillator on a sphere S is cubic; namely,
its generators obey the commutation relations,

o, Ju]l = £/, [y, J1=2ado - 4BJ3, (40)

where « and B are positive constants. Certainly this is a special case of the polynomial
algebra (10) with p = 2, @) = « and ay = —pB. The corresponding structure function is
quadratic in x,

®(x) = ax — px°. 41)

In order for this @ (x) to remain as an increasing function, it is necessary to meet the condition,
x = j(j+1) < «/(2B). This condition implies that 2j of (7) has a maximum value
2jmax < ~/Qa/B) +1 — 1 for each fixed value of o/B. The cubic nature (41) is contained
only in the deformation factor; namely,

Xn = —Bln* = (2j+Dn+2j( + D], (42)
which is quadratic in 7. Factorizing the y-factor in the form

Xn =—Bn —a)(n—Db) (43)
with the zeros,

a,b:%[(2j+1):i:\/(2j+1)2—8j(j+l)+4ot/,3]. (44)

Note that the roots a and b are j-dependent. From (27) and (43) immediately follow the
coherent states for the cubic su(2) of the form,

2 (o 12
. — '] n ny s i
1 €) =Ny '(ED D (n ) [(=B)"(1 — @), (1 = b),]'?€" j, —j +n). (45)
n=0
With (43) the normalization factor (28) becomes
N3 (&) = 3Fo(=2j, 1 —a, 1 — b; BIEI). (46)
The resolution of unity is achieved with the weight function,

Tl —a)[(1 —b)

2 —_
P2 (€]7) = —p rej+1)

G3, (—ﬂ|€|2

Next we wish to show that the cubic SU (2) coherent states (45) with « = 1 reduce to the
usual SU(2) coherent states in the limit 8 — 0. For small § the roots (44) of x,, = 0 behave
as

—@2j+1), —a, —b
. @
0 ) 47

1 1
~—, b~——. 48
B 7P .

Thus, in the limit 8 — 0, [x,]! — 1 and
lim N3 (I§1) = 1 Fo(=2): —[§1%) = (1+[6)7. (49)

The cubic coherent states (45) with « = 1 reduce to

2 [ 1/2
|j,s>=(1+|s|2>fz<n’> £"j, —j+n) (50)

n=0
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which are the standard normalized SU (2) coherent states. By the same limiting procedure,
the weight function p,(|&|?) of (47) goes (via Formula 9.348 in [15]) to

1 —2j+1
p1<|5|2)=mGH HE (f) ) = (2j+ D)1 F(2j +2; —|E[%) (51)
or

p1(E1P) = 2j+ DA+ &) 2 (52)

5. Concluding remarks

We have constructed a set of coherent states for a polynomial su(2) algebra based on the
nonlinear algebra su¢(2) of Bonatsos, Daskaloyannis and Kolokotronis. Our discussion has
been limited to the polynomial deformation of odd degree. If the structure function ®(x)
is a polynomial in x = Jo(Jo + 1) (of either even or odd degree), the algebra is always of
a polynomial in J of odd degree. Thus the constructed coherent states contain the usual
SU (2) states and the cubic SU (2) states, but preclude the quadratic SU (2) states. A different
approach is needed to construct coherent states for a polynomial algebra of even degree. If
o = —1, then the polynomial algebra becomes a nonlinear deformation of su(1, 1), whose
coherent states will be discussed elsewhere.
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