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1 Introduction

Semiclassical quantisation conditions provide the most direct link between the old quantum
theory of Bohr and Sommerfeld on the one hand and wave mechanics on the other hand.
Unlike other semiclassical tools, like trace formulae or the Van Vleck-Gutzwiller propagator
[M, they do not only express quantum mechanical objects in terms of classical properties
but also employ exactly the same formulation as was used by the old quantum theory,
namely action quantisation.

Before the advent of quantum mechanics quantisation of a system was done by deter-
mining action integrals within the classical theory and setting these equal to an integer
multiple of Planck’s constant h = 27h, i.e. one required

%pdx:%rhn (1.1)

with integer n. This condition, originally put forward by Bohr [J] in order to understand
the hydrogen spectrum, was first understood as the quantisation rule for one degree of
freedom.

Around 1915 there was an ongoing discussion how this condition should be translated
to more than one degree of freedom, see e.g. [B, i, B| and the introduction of [f]. Epstein [H]
proposed to use that set of coordinates in which the problem separates if such coordinates
exist. For each degree of freedom there would then be a condition of the form ([L.1), i.e.

%pj dl’j = 27Thnj (12)

with integers n;, j numbering the degrees of freedom and (p;, ;) being a pair of canonically
conjugate variables in that particular set of coordinates. Epstein’s point of view was
assumed by Sommerfeld who successfully applied this prescription treating many problems
in spectroscopy [B].

Shortly after, Einstein || pointed out that separability of the equations of motion is
not a necessary condition for action quantisation but that merely integrability (in the sense
of Liouville and Arnold B, f]) is required: If there are sufficiently many integrals of motion
with pairwise commuting Poisson brackets then the phase space foliates into invariant tori

on which the line integral
¢
/ pdx (1.3)

i

is locally path-independent. The quantisation conditions can then be written in the form

7{ pdx = 2nhn; (1.4)
C.

J

where {Cy,...,C4} denotes a basis of non-contractible loops on a given torus. This for-
mulation has the advantage over Epstein’s version of being independent of the coordinate
system.



Soon after the old quantum theory had been replaced by matrix and wave mechanics
the old quantisation conditions were rederived and modified by Wentzel [L0], Kramers [[LT],
Brillouin [[2] and Jeffreys [[J] in a short-wavelength approximation, the so-called WKB or
JWKB method. It was shown that depending on the character of the motion the quantum
numbers may have to be shifted by a small number, leading e.g. to half-integer quantum
numbers for oscillations but integer quantum numbers for rotations. Again the treatment
was first for one-dimensional and then for separable systems. A complete derivation of
the quantisation conditions from the Schrédinger equation that takes into account both
the abstract integrability condition used by Einstein and the small shift of the quantum
numbers is due to Keller |[[4]. He proved the semiclassical quantisation conditions

_ M
féjpdw = 27h (nj + ) (1.5)

which are now known as Einstein-Brillouin-Keller (EBK) or torus quantisation. The num-
ber p1; € Zy denotes the Maslov index, see e.g. [, [[{], a topological invariant of the cycle
C;. In one dimension it counts the number of turning points encountered along the loop.
A good overview on theses topics is given in [[[7].

The discussion so far was only for non-relativistic quantum mechanics, i.e the semi-
classical approximation for the Schrédinger equation. In 1916 Sommerfeld applied the
quantisation conditions ([3) also in a relativistic context [B]. His aim was to find small
corrections to the hydrogen spectrum which he expected to be due to relativistic effects.
The success was overwhelming, the so-called Sommerfeld fine structure formula agreed
excellently with the experimental data. More than ten years later [I§, [[9] it was found
that the energy levels of the hydrogen atom, when calculated using the Dirac equation, the
correct relativistic wave equation for the electron, are identical to the levels determined
by Sommerfeld. The Dirac equation, however, does not only take into account relativistic
effects but also the half-integer spin of the electron. The fine structure accounted for by
the Sommerfeld formula is to a large extent due to spin-orbit coupling, an effect that was
unknown at the time Sommerfeld did his calculations. In fact, even the property of spin
itself was yet to be discovered. This seeming paradox has to be explained by a semiclassical
analysis of the Dirac equation.

Early semiclassical approaches to the Dirac equation are due to Pauli [20] and Rubinow
and Keller |PT]. These will be discussed in section Bl The subtleties connected with such
an approach are related to the fact that the Dirac equation is a partial differential equation
for a spinor and not just for a scalar wave function. Therefore these problems should be
discussed in the more general context of semiclassical (or short wavelength) approximations
to multicomponent wave equations. It was observed by Yabana and Horiuchi [BZ| that the
occurrence of geometrical or Berry phases |3, B4| plays an important role in this context.
Kuratsuji and Iida [RF, PG|, using path integral methods, suggested that the symplectic
structure of phase space should be deformed such that it includes the contribution of
geometric phases. A review of these results is given in [B7]. A general method for the
semiclassical quantisation of multi-component wave equation was derived by Littlejohn and



Flynn [P§, B7|. Their results hold whenever the principal Weyl symbol of the Hamiltonian,
which is a matrix valued function on classical phase, has non-degenerate eigenvalues. Thus
it does not apply to the Dirac equation, in which case these eigenvalues have a multiplicity
of two as will be shown in section [J. In such a situation the geometrical phases that
appear in the semiclassical expressions are not simple U(1)-phases any longer but are
themselves matrix-valued and thus in general non-Abelian. It was shown by Emmrich and
Weinstein [29] that in this case integrability of the dynamics generated by the classical
ray Hamiltonians (the eigenvalues of the principal Weyl symbol) is no longer sufficient to
guarantee the existence of global semiclassical wave functions and thus of semiclassical
quantisation conditions.

In this article we derive semiclassical quantisation conditions from the Dirac equation,
the relativistic wave equation for particles with spin %, and from the Pauli equation, de-
scribing particles with arbitrary spin in a non-relativistic context. We show how to resolve
the problems mentioned in the context with the occurrence of non-Abelian Berry phases
by developing a generalisation of the notion of integrability that not only includes the
dynamics of the ray Hamiltonians but imposes an additional condition. In this way we
effectively reduce the non-Abelian phases to U(1)-phases. The latter enter the semiclas-
sical quantisation conditions by a correction which is of the same order as the Maslov
contribution in ([[.5§). This correction represents the influence of the spin degree of freedom
and can be given a clear physical interpretation in terms of classical spin precession. By
applying the method to the relativistic Kepler problem we shed some light on the success
of Sommerfeld’s fine structure formula. A brief account of some of these results was given
in [BO].

The paper is organised as follows. In section P we outline the derivation of EBK-
quantisation for later reference, thereby emphasising the role of integrability. Section [
deals with the determination of semiclassical wave functions for the Dirac equation. In
section {f we generalise the concept of integrability to the case of group extensions and the
skew product of classical translational dynamics and classical spin precession. Based on
this characterisation we then derive explicit semiclassical quantisation conditions for the
Dirac equation in section fl. In section f§ we show how these results translate to the Pauli
equation with arbitrary spin. Before we treat some special examples in sections § and
(among which is Sommerfeld’s theory of fine structure) we derive general formulae which
facilitate the semiclassical quantisation of spherically symmetric systems in section []. We
conclude with a summary in section [J. Some important formulae for Weyl quantisation
are listed in appendix [A].

2 EBK quantisation

In this section we briefly summarise the main steps in the derivation of the EBK quantisa-
tion rules. We do so in order to introduce some notation and for later reference such that
we can explicitly compare to this basic situation when treating systems with spin. This is,
however, not intended to be a complete review of EBK quantisation and we thus refer the



reader seeking a comprehensive introduction to EBK quantisation to the literature, e.g.

L4, 17].

We want to find an asymptotic solution of the stationary Schrodinger equation,

Hy(z) = By(z), (2.1)

where ¢ € L*(RY) and H shall be a Weyl operator (some facts on Weyl quantisation are
summarised in appendix [A]) with symbol

H(p,z) = Hy(p,x) + hH,(p,z) + (R*), h—0. (2.2)

The leading order term Hy in the semiclassical limit & — 0 is known as the principal symbol
of H and H; is called the sub-principal symbol. For simplicity we will choose H; = 0 for
the rest of this section. For the familiar Hamiltonian

.\ h2
H=—-—A+V 2.3
A+ V() (23)
describing a particle of mass m moving under the influence of the external potential V()
the Weyl symbol reads

2
H(p.) = Ho(p,) = 3+ V() (2.4)
m
and we can write H = H(:v, z).

For the wave function 1) one tries the WKB ansatz

Ywis(T) =) (?)k ay(x) er5@ (2.5)

k>0

Inserting into (R.1) yields in leading orders in 7, cf. appendix [,

[H(%8.2) — Elag + | [H(%5.2) ~ Ea, -
' 2.6
FI(%H) (%5, @) (Vato) + 5 [Va(pH) (WS, )] ao } + () = 0.

This equation is easily confirmed for the particular Hamiltonian (P-3) by direct computa-
tion, but it also holds for arbitrary (semiclassical) Weyl operators, see appendix [Al. The
strategy of the WKB method is now to satisfy eq. (R.4) separately order by order in . In
leading order one finds the Hamilton-Jacobi equation

H(V,S, )= E (2.7)

of classical mechanics with the (principal) symbol H(p,x) acting as the classical Hamil-
tonian. From standard Hamilton-Jacobi theory, see e.g. [B, B, one thus concludes that
the phase S(x) of the WKB ansatz becomes the classical action generating the dynamics
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with Hamiltonian H(p, x): If (P(t), X (t)) is a solution of Hamilton’s equations of motion
then V,S(X(¢t)) = P(t). A solution of the Hamilton-Jacobi equation (B.7) can thus be
obtained by integration along solutions of Hamilton’s equations of motion in the following
way. Denote by y an arbitrary point in configuration space and by & a momentum satisfy-
ing H(&,y) = E. Let ¢ be the (Hamiltonian) flow generated by the classical Hamiltonian
H(p,x),ie ¢4 (& y)=: (P(t),X(t)) denotes the point reached at time ¢ on the trajectory
starting at (£,vy). Then we have

S(w)—S(y):/Ot [%S(X(t’))] dt’:/OtVa,S(X(t’))X(t’) dt’:/ydeX (2.8)

where in the last expression integration is along the trajectory ¢% (€, y). Finally the action
reads

S(x) = S(y) + / "pax, (2.9)

where S(y) is the arbitrarily chosen value of S at the point y. Given a solution (2.9) of the
Hamilton-Jacobi equation the next-to-leading order equation deriving from (£.f) reduces
to

(N H)(VS, )] (Vaas) + % V(Y H) (VS @) ao = 0. (2.10)

This is known as the transport equation for the leading order amplitude ag(x). Due to
Hamilton’s equations of motion the first term can now be interpreted as a time derivative
along the the trajectory ¢%; (&, y) which we shall denote by % or simply by a dot,

da
o = (%) (VS )] (Vea) (2.11)

The solution of (R.10) is locally given by

ap(x) =1/ det g—z , (2.12)

see e.g. [[4, [[. Together with (B.9) one has thus found an approximate solution

Ywks(x) ~ 4/ det g—z exp <%S(’y) + %/y PdX) (2.13)

of the Schrédinger equation for points @ in a neighbourhood of y that are visited along a
a solution of Hamilton’s equations of motion starting at y.

However, one still needs to find a way to integrate the Hamilton-Jacobi equation along
paths transversal to ¢%,. Furthermore, the approximation (E.I3) breaks down at points
where ¢4, (€, y) touches a caustic and thus g—z becomes singular. For one degree of freedom
these points are given by the turning points. In order to address both these problems one
has to know more about the classical phase space structure. For arbitrary Hamiltonians one
can in general not proceed far beyond this point as was already pointed out by Einstein

a
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[ in the context of the old quantum theory. Instead one has to invoke the concept of
integrability.

Following Liouville [§] we say that a Hamiltonian is integrable if there are d constants
of motion Ay := H, A, ..., Ay which are in involution, i.e. whose Poisson brackets vanish
pairwise. A complete proof of the consequences of this definition is due to Arnold whose
version [, chapter 10] we shall quote here.

Theorem 1. (Liouville-Arnold) Suppose that we are given d functions in involution on a
d-dimensional symplectic manifold

Al,...,Ad, {Aj,Ak}EO, j,]{izl,,d (214)
Consider a level set of the functions A;,
Ma:{(p>w)|AJ(p>w):a]> ]:1a>d} (215)

Assume that the d functions A; are independent on Mg, (i.e. the d 1-forms dA; are linearly
independent at each point of My). Then

1. Mg is a smooth manifold, invariant under the phase flow with Hamiltonian function
H == Al.

2. If the manifold M, is compact and connected, then it is diffeomorphic to the d-
dimensional torus

T = {(9;,...,94) mod 27}. (2.16)
3. The phase flow with Hamiltonian function H determines a conditionally periodic
motion on Mg, i.e. in angular coordinates ¥ = (0;,...,94) we have
dy
prial T =w(a). (2.17)

4. The canonical equations with Hamiltonian function H can be integrated by quadra-
tures.

We refrain from providing a proof of the theorem here but refer the reader to Arnold’s
book [B. Instead we remark on some aspects which are relevant for the following sections.

In order to prove property 2 one first shows that the conditions (2:I4) imply that the
flows ¢§ generated by the observables A;, j =1,...,d, commute on M,, i.e.

dlogy =¢hodl Vik=1,..d. (2.18)

this yields a transitive action of R on M,. In the following we will refer to M, as a
Liouville-Arnold torus.

In general the coordinates ¥ and the observables A are not canonically conjugate.
However, (locally) there exists a mapping A — I such that (I,4) form a set of canonically
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conjugate variables. The new constants of motion I(A) are called action variables and
the explicit construction of action and angle variables (I,4) is the desired integration of
of Hamilton’s equations of motion by quadratures. The Hamiltonian expressed in the new
variables becomes a function H(I) of the action variables only and thus the frequencies in
(B17) are given by w = VrH(I).

Theorem [[] can be used in order to derive the EBK quantisation conditions as follows.
Since the flows ¢ commute we can define the action S(z) analogously to (E.9) by integra-
tion along the flow lines of ¢, . .., ¢l instead of ¢! = ¢t;. To this end define the multi-time

flow
2t = g0 o), (2.19)

where due to (B-I§) the ordering is unimportant. Since ®* is a transitive action of R? on a
Liouville-Arnold torus, for any « in a small neighbourhood of y there is a unique ¢t € R?
such that

(€, y) = (p,x) (2.20)

with some momentum p. The rapidly oscillating phase of the WKB wave function is then
given by

S(z) = S(y) +/dex (2.21)

where integration is along ®*(¢,vy). Since the flows gb;, 7 =1,...,d, commute this is not
in conflict with the requirement of S solving the Hamilton-Jacobi equation (R.7). This
answers the question of how to integrate transversal to ¢;.

One still has to solve the problem of ay = {/det g—z becoming singular for certain values

of t. To overcome this difficulty one has to glue together various local solutions of the form
(B.13). Here the crucial observation is that whenever an eigenvalue of 2—2 changes sign

(causing g—g to become singular) this results in a phase jump of the wave function by —7.
For a closed curve C the number of times this happens along C is a topological invariant of
C, its Maslov index p, see [, [[§]. On a d-torus T¢ let us choose a set of basis cycles {C;},
J = 1,...,d, such that along C; the angle ¥, increases by 27. and all other angles ¥,
remain constant. See figure [I] for an illustration of this basis for a 2-torus. Then every
closed curve on T is a linear combination of the basis cycles C;.

All we have to do now in order to get a globally well-defined WKB wave function is to
make sure that {wkgp(x) returns to its initial value when we follow its value along C;. In
other words the phase change along a loop has to be an integer multiple of 27, i.e.

1
—%PdX—,U/jz:27TTLj, anZ. (222)
B e, 2

These are the quantisation conditions ([[.J). Since the action variables I are given by

1
I, =— PdX 2.23
=% (2.23)



Figure 1: Sketch of a basis {C1,C2} of loops on a two-torus T2,

the EBK energies read
En=TH (h(n+ %)) (2.24)

where H is the Hamiltonian transformed to action and angle variables and p; denotes the
Maslov index of the basis cycle C;. Further restrictions on the values which the integers n
may assume usually arise from the possible values the action variables I can take in the
particular problem of classical mechanics, cf. the examples given below.

3 The semiclassical wave function for the Dirac equation

In this section we review the determination of semiclassical wave functions for the Dirac
equation and introduce the relevant notation for the following sections.

The first steps towards a semiclassical wave function for the Dirac equation were un-
dertaken by Pauli [R0]. He inserted an ansatz similar to (2.3) into the Dirac equation and
found that the phase function S has to solve a relativistic Hamilton-Jacobi equation. He
then solved the analogue of the transport equation (R.I() for a particular case but did not
derive a general expression like (2:17). The problem was taken up again many years later
by Rubinow and Keller [2T| who proceeded one step further. They showed that the solution
of the transport equation can be related to the Thomas precession |B2, B3|, see also |B4], of a
classical spin vector. However, also in this work no general quantisation conditions similar
to ([L.3) were given. As we will see in the following sections their construction is com-
plicated by the occurrence of non-Abelian Berry phases for which additional integrability
conditions are needed.

We also list some related literature which we will, however, not directly refer to in
the following: Semiclassical approximations to the radial Dirac equation were studied in



[BY, BA, Bl The semiclassical time evolution of the Dirac equation was examined in [B§].
Semiclassical quantisation of subspectra of the Dirac Hamiltonian based on the complex
germ method was discussed in |B9, f0]. The time evolution of semiclassical Wigner functions
for the Dirac equation is addressed in [[]].

We briefly repeat the basic steps in the derivation of semiclassical wave functions for
the Dirac equation. For details we refer the reader to [2I] or to [E3] where the notation is
similar to that used here.

The aim is to find asymptotic solutions to the stationary Dirac equation

HpU(z) = BV (x) (3.1)

with Dirac Hamiltonian
~ h 6 2
Hp = cax TV - EA(a:) + pmc’ + ep(x) (3.2)

in the semiclassical limit i — 0. The wave function is now a four-spinor, ¥ € L?(R3) @ C*,
and the 4 x 4 matrices a and [ are given by

(09 o5 5)

where each entry is to be understood as a 2 x 2 matrix. The Pauli matrices o are given

by
01 0 —i 1 0
"1:<1 o)’ "2:<1 0)’ "3:<0 —1) (34)

and 1,, denotes the n x n unit matrix. The Dirac equation describes a particle of mass
m and charge e moving under the influence of the external electro-magnetic potentials
(¢(x), A(x)), i.e. we have fixed a frame of reference in which the potentials are static.

We now modify the semiclassical ansatz (2.9) such that the amplitudes ax () take values
in C* but the phase S(z) is kept scalar. Inserting this ansatz into the Dirac equation (B1))
yields

[Hp(VeS, @) — Elag + — {HDVS z) — Ela; + ca(Vpao) } + (B*) =0, (3.5)

where Hp(p, x) denotes the Weyl symbol of the Dirac Hamiltonian (B.7),

[ m+ep(x) o(cp—cAlx))
Hp(p.x) = (o- (cp—eA(x)) mc* —ep(x) ) : (3.6)

When comparing (B-5)) with (B-6)) notice that ca = V, Hp. Since the leading order equation

[Hp (Y8, ) — Elag =0 (3.7)
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is a matrix equation it implies the necessary condition that the expression in square brackets
has an eigenvalue which vanishes identically, i.e.

H*(V,S,z) = E, (3.8)

where the eigenvalues

H:(p,x) = ed(x) £ \/(cp — eA(x))? + m2cA (3.9)

of Hp act as classical Hamiltonians for our problem. In the following we will use the
notation S* indicating which of the two Hamilton-Jacobi equations (B:8) is solved by
the respective phase function; the solution itself is again given by (2.9) where now the
integration is along the flow lines of ¢%... Each of the eigenvalues (B.9) has a multiplicity
of two and the corresponding eigenvectors can be chosen as the columns of the 4 x 2
matrices Vi,

B 1 £ + mc?
Vi(p,z) = 2e(e + mc?) (U(CP - 6A(w)>> 7

3.10
1 o(cp—eA(x)) (3.10)

V— (pa CL') = _ 2 )

2e(e + mc?) (€ +mc?)
where we have introduced the abbreviation

e(p,x) = /(cp — eA(x))2 + m2ct. (3.11)

With this choice the eigenvectors are orthonormal and complete, i.e.
V:Ii(p>w) Vi(p>w) :]]-2a V:;L(p>w) V:I:(paa:) :07 (3 12)

and V—l—(pa iL‘)V_I(p, w) + V—(pa w)V—T(p> w) = ]-4 .

Now S*(z) solving one of the Hamilton-Jacobi equations (B.§) is not sufficient in order to
satisfy eq. (B.7). Instead we also need aZ (z) to be of the form

ag (z) = Vi(VS, ) b*(x) (3.13)

with the still unknown function b* () taking values in C2
An equation for b* can be obtained from the next-to-leading order equation deriving
from (B) by inserting (B-I3) and multiplying with VJ(V,S, ) from the left yielding

VIS, 2)aV (VS8 x) (V) + V(WS 2)a(V,V)(V,S, )] bF = 0. (3.14)

After some algebra one arrives at

(GH*) (%S, )] (Vab*) + © [Va(VpH)(VaS*, )] b* + Lo B (V,S*, @) b* = 0
2 o 2 (3.15)

with BE(p,z) = :F%B(:c) + ep — eA(z)] x E(z).

(e +mc?)
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Here we have introduced the electric and magnetic fields
E(x)=—-V¢(x) and B(x)=V x A(x). (3.16)

Equation (BI7) is of the same form as the scalar transport equation (P:I0) except for the
extra term SoB” b*. Thus we can exploit our knowledge of how to solve (B-I0) by making

the ansatz
b (@) =y Jdet 2 u () (3.17)
ox

leaving us with the spin transport equation
it + %aBi(Va,Si, z)ut =0 (3.18)

for the C%-valued function u* (), where the dot denotes a derivative along the Hamiltonian

flow ¢4+, cf. eq. (BIT).

Given an initial value u*(y) at a point y its value at a point «, which is connected to
y by the trajectory ¢, (&, y), is given by

ut (@) = de (&, y,t) u™(y), (3.19)

where d.(€,y,t) is a 2 X 2 matrix. We have explicitly indicated the dependence of di on
the initial point in phase space (£, y) where we start the integration and the time ¢ until
which we proceed. Clearly, d4 also has to solve a spin transport equation,

d:l:(€7y7t) + %UBi( l}{i(éuy)) d:l:(évyvt) = 07 d:l:(éuyuo) =1,. (320)

Since the coefficient 1oB™ takes values in the Lie algebra su(2) it follows that d1 (€, y,0) €
SU(2). More precisely, the matrix valued function dy is an SU(2)-valued cocycle of the
flow ¢t; as one easily verifies the composition law

d:l:(€> Y, 1+ t/) = di(qﬁ%{i (5) y)> t,) d:l:(€> Y, t) : (321)

Accordingly we can define the skew product flow |3

Yi: RYxR? x SU(2) — R?x R?x SU(2)

B.2.9) > (s (p,@), dulp. 2, t)g) (3-22)

which preserves the product of Liouville measure on phase space R? x R? and Haar mea-
sure on SU(2), see [E3]. Since the cocycle dy takes values in the group G = SU(2) this
construction is also known as a group extension or, more precisely as an SU(2)-extension.

At this point the spin degree of freedom is still described on a quantum mechanical
level in the sense that it is represented by elements of C? which are evolved in time by an
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SU(2)-valued propagator. It is, however, possible to switch to a purely classical description.
To this end consider the adjoint representation of SU(2) defined by

Ad, : su(2) — su(2)

3.23
7 — ng_l. ( )

Since an element of the Lie algebra su(2) can be written as a linear combination of the
Pauli matrices, Z = zo, z € R?, expanding also the right hand side of (B.23) in this basis,
9Zg~ = ((9)z) 0o, provides us with a rotation matrix ¢(g). The map ¢ : SU(2) — SO(3)
is two-to-one and known as the covering map. Anticipating classical spin as a vector of
constant length let us consider sy € S% < R3. On easily verifies that s = ¢(d(&,y,t)) so
solves

5 =B (056 y)) x s (3.24)

i.e. the equation of Thomas precession [BZ, B3|, which has thus been derived from the Dirac
equation [P1, {4, [, E]. Classical spin precession (B.24) and the Hamiltonian flow ¢}, .
can now be combined into the classical skew product |

Vi iRI'x R x §? — R?x R x §?

(p,x,s) +— (Cbth(j:(p, w)a¢(di(p,w,t))s) . (3.25)

As opposed to Y this is a symplectic flow conserving the product of Liouville measure on
the phase space R? x R? of the translational degrees of freedom and the surface element
on the sphere S? which acts as the phase space for the spin degree of freedom. As we will
see below the properties of Y}, determine the semiclassical solutions of the Dirac equation
as the properties of ¢’ determine that of the Schrédinger equation.

Collecting the results of the previous paragraphs, so far we have obtained the following
expression for the semiclassical wave function for the Dirac equation,

U () ~ |/ det g’_z h 5@V, (V5% @) du (€, 9, 1) u* (y) (3.26)

The new ingredients as compared to (R.I3) are the projection matrices V. selecting either
positive or negative kinetic energies and the spinor part d.(&,y,t)u*(y). We can now
explain why (B.24) does not immediately lead to a generalisation of the EBK quantisation
conditions (B.27). Assume that the Hamiltonian flow generated by either H™(p,x) or

H~(p, x) is integrable in the sense of Theorem [. Then we know that the factors 4/det g—z

and ex5* @ can be defined globally by the construction described in the preceeding section.
This also applies to the projection matrix V.. which simply has to be evaluated along the
respective path of integration; in particular, for a closed path also the value of V. returns
to its initial value thus not contributing to the quantisation conditions.

In contrast, integrating the spin transport equation (B20) along a closed path C; will
yield an SU(2) matrix d;. Thus the initial and final values of the semiclassical wave function
(B-29) would not just differ by a phase factor but by an SU(2) transformation which would
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have to be compensated for in order to turn Wy (x) into a globally single-valued object.
Even worse, integration along a different loop Cj; (which we still have to define, so far we
are only able to integrate (B-20)) along the flow lines of ¢%,.) will in general yield a different
SU(2) matrix dy; which need not commute with the first one. This can make it impossible
to find a globally well-defined semiclassical solution as was pointed out by Emmrich and
Weinstein in a general setting [B9]. From the point of view of physics this is not surprising.
We know that in order to be able to use EBK quantisation the corresponding classical
system has to be integrable. Now we are dealing with a system that has an additional
degree of freedom, namely spin. So far, however, we have not imposed any condition on
the spin dynamics but we have only required the Hamiltonian flow ¢%,. to be integrable.
In the following section we will show how the notion of integrability can be extended to
skew products of the form (B:22) or (B:25) and prove a generalisation of Theorem [I.

4 Integrability of skew products

From the point of view of semiclassics the crucial aspect in the characterisation of integrable
systems by Theorem [l is the geometrical description of the invariant manifolds which is
a consequence of the existence of commuting flows ¢!, ..., ¢%. Therefore, one has to find
a generalisation of the condition (R.I4). We will show that in this sense the following
definition provides a good generalisation of the notion of integrability.

Definition 2. The skew product Y, is called integrable, if

(i) the underlying Hamiltonian flow ¢, is integrable in the sense of Liouville and Arnold
(Theorem[d), i.e. besides the Hamiltonian H*(p, x) =: Ai(p, x) there are d—1 more
independent integrals of motion, As(p, @), ..., Aq(p, x) with

{4;, A} =0 Vjk=1...,d (4.1)
and
1) the flows @5, ..., can also be extended to skew products Y., on X X
(i1) the fl & L [so b ded k d Y; R? x R? x S?
(Vi = Yal) with fields Bj(p,x), i.e
Yaj(p,z, s) = (¢;(p, @), ¢(d;(p, z,1))s) (4.2)
. i
d](p,a:,t)+§O'BJ(¢§(p,a:))d](p,ac,t) =0, dj(p,.’IZ,O) =1, (43)
fulfilling
{Aj,Bk}—F{Bj,Ak}—B]XBk:O VJ,]{Zzl,,d (44)

In view of what was said above let us first show that this is indeed a good definition by
the following lemma.
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Lemma 3. Two skew products Yd§ and Y2, of the type (E2)) commute if and only if the
corresponding base flows (b; and @, commute and if the fields B; and By, fulfil

{Aj, Bk} + {Bj, Ak} — Bj X Bk =0. (45)

PROOF: Since the two skew products can only commute if the corresponding base flows
commute it remains to show that

o (dj(9h(p, ), 1) p(di(p, 2, 1)) s = o (di(0] (p, @), 1)) @(d;(p, z, 1)) 8 (4.6)
for all (p,z,s) € R? x R? x S% and all t,¢’ € R, or equivalently

o(d;(}(p, ), 1)) e(d(p, ., 1)) = o(du(¢" (p, ®), 1)) 0(d;(p, x.t')) (4.7)

for all (p,z) € R? x R? and all ¢,#' € R. Moreover, since ¢ is a double covering, (f3) is
also equivalent to

dJ(QSIIfc(pa CB), t,) dk(p> z, t) |:dk(¢§/ (pa CB), t) dj(pa T, t,)} - ==+1,. (48)

However, due to

) -1
4i(64(p. @), ) dilp, 2 1) [du(o] (p.@) ) dylp.@t)] | =4La.  (49)
=0
we conclude that
@ < Alt)=o0, (4.10)
where the difference A(¢,t') is defined by
A(t> t,) = d](QSi;(p? w)a t/) dk(pa €T, t) - dk(¢§/(p> w)> t) dj(p> T, t/) . (411)
It is easy to see that A(f,0) = A(0,#') =0V ¢, and thus
2
At,t t+ @ +1%), it : 4.12
(1.0) = B 0.0+ (24 1), 10 (112)
The relevant second derivative is given by
A 0 i .
W(Qo) = 5 [—ﬁo'Bj(st(P,w))dk(P,w t)]t .,
0 )
- [——a{Ak, B} (p.x) + 1 (oB,(p. >) T, o) (1.13

- {—%U{AJ, B} (p,x) + %(aBk(p, x)) %(UBj(Pa w))}
= la'[{Bj, Ay +{A,, By} — B; x Bk} (p, ),
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which already proves one half of Lemma [J: If the skew products KI? and Yél}i commute
then ({.3) holds. For the reverse direction notice that ([.5) now implies

At t)y = (2 +t?), tt' —=0. (4.14)
Dividing the time intervals ¢ and ¢’ into N subintervals of length ¢ = ¢/N and ¢ = t'/N,
respectively, we can rewrite the first term in ([-T]]) as follows,
dj(di(p, ). t') di(p, . 1)
= d](ﬁbi © QS;I(pa 213), t'— 5/) d](¢§c(pa 213), 5,) dk(%_a(P, w)a 52 dk(pa iL‘,t - E) (4 15)
—:(x)
(%) = di(¢ " 0 & (P, ), €) di (0" (P, ®), ') + (£ + 7).

Repeating this procedure N? times yields

At,t) = N* (e + &%) = N*(1/N*) = (1), N — oo, (4.16)
i.e. A(t,t') vanishes which proves Lemma [ O

Having thus established a reasonable generalisation of the notion of integrability we
can now state the main result of this section.

Theorem 4. If the skew product flow Y}, is integrable, the combined phase space R? x

R? x S? can be decomposed into invariant bundles Ty — T? over Liouville-Arnold tori
T with typical fibre S*. The bundles can be embedded in T x S? such that the fibres are
characterised by the latitude with respect to a local direction n(p,x), i.e.

To={(p,x,s) € T x S?| «(s, n(p,x)) = 0} . (4.17)

As we have seen above, integrability of Y} also implies similar properties of Y. Let
us therefore state the following proposition for group extensions, the proof of which will
facilitate the proof of Theorem [.

Proposition 5. Let ¢! be an integrable Hamiltonian flow in the sense of Theorem []. A
group extension Y! of ¢} with group G = U(n) or a subgroup thereof,

Vi: RExRIxG — RIxRIxG

p2g) — (6(pa).dpzt)g) . (4.18)

d(p,x,t) + M(¢(p,x)) d(p,x,t) =0, d(p,z,0)=1,, M: R'xR'—g, (419

where g is the Lie-albegra of G, is called integrable if the flows ¢, ..., ¢4 can also be
extended to G-extensions Yy, ..., Y} with

Then (E19) defines a connection in the trivial principal bundle T¢ x G whose holonomy
group is an Abelian subgroup of G.
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We remark that in the case of G = SU(2) the matrices M; take the form
1
My(p.2) = LoB,(p. ) (121)

thus reducing condition (f.20) to (£4).

PROOF OF PROPOSITION [:  First notice that condition (f.20) ensures the commutativity
of the G-extensions Y/, ..., Y}. This can be seen by repeating the proof of Lemma [ where
in the definition ([L.IT) of the difference A(¢,#') the matrices d; and dj take values in G,
see ([19). Then equation (f.12) is still valid and (E.13) reads

O*A
otot'

The following steps up to (f.16) can be adopted identically.
Now define the multi-time flow

Y=Y/ 0.0V, (4.23)
where due to commutativity of the flows Y{*, ..., Ydt‘i ordering is irrelevant. Explicitly we
have

Yt(p, x,g) = (( ﬁld 0---0 gb?)(p, x), d(p,x,t) g) with (4.24)
d(p> T, t) L= dd <(¢Zi:f ©---0 ¢§1)(p7 w)a td) o 'dl(pa watl)g . (425)

Consider a Liouville-Arnold torus T¢ which is invariant under the restriction of Y?* to
R? x R?. The multi-time cocycle ([E25) then defines a connection in T¢ x G. In order to
determine the holonomy of this connection choose a basis {C;} of closed loops on T? as
described in section B With each loop C; we can associate a unique (minimal) tuple ¢,
such that

d*(p,x), t€[0,(t)s], k=1,...,d (4.26)
topologically describes C; for any (p,x) € T?. We denote the cocycle d(p, x, t;) associated
with C; by d;(p, ), i.e.

Y (p,z.9) = (p,x,d;j(p,2) g) - (4.27)

We immediately see that due to the commutativity of the skew products Yf the cocycles
d;(p, ) commute thus generating the Abelian subgroup

d
g = H[dj(p, )", ne Zd} (4.28)

j=1

H(p,w) = {g ed

of G. In order to see how two such groups, say Hp4) and Hy o), are related, recall that
for any two points (p,«) and (p’,«’) on a Liouville-Arnold torus there exists a d-tuple ¢
such that

o'(p,x) = (p, ). (4.29)
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Again due to commutativity we have the equality

Y4 =Y toY¥oY? (4.30)
implying
dij(p,x) =d(p',z',—t)d;(p’, ') d(p’, 2, t). (4.31)
Moreover,
Y toYi=id = d(p,x,—t)=[dp, x t)"* (4.32)
and thus
H(P'vm') = gH(p@)g_l v 9= d(p/7 wlv t) ) (433)

i.e. the subgroups Hy ) at different points are obtained by conjugation with a group
element g € G. Thus H, ) and H(y 5 are isomorphic and we have identified the Abelian
group (:2§) as the holonomy group of the connection defined by (E.I9). O
PROOF OF THEOREM [: Applying Proposition [ to the SU(2)-extension (B.29), with each
point (p, x) on a Liouville-Arnold torus is associated an Abelian subgroup H, z) of SU(2).
Abelian subgroups of SU(2) are either one-parameter subgroups or discrete subgroups
thereof, i.e. we can associate with each point (p,z) € T? a one-parameter subgroup of
SU(2). The latter can be parametrised as

H,, = {g € SU(2) ’g = e_i%”"',oz € [0,4%)} (4.34)

with a direction characterised by the unit vector n € S? < R3. By means of the covering
map ¢, see definition below (B.23), this construction uniquely determines a one-parameter
subgroup of SO(3), ¢(Hn(p)), at each point (p,x) of a Liouville-Arnold torus. This fact
in turn allows for a construction of invariant manifolds of Y;}. Consider a point (p, x) € T¢
and a spin vector s € S? —+ R®. Transporting s along a path on T? by means of the
multi-time flow

Yzl = Y[tlzld -0 Y[tlil : (pa T, S) = (( zld ©---0 ¢§1)(p> w)a Qp(d(p> T, t)) 8) (435)

gives rise to rotations ¢(d(p, ,t)) of s. The rotation associated with a closed path C; is
given by the rotation matrix ¢(d;(p,x)) € p(Hp(pa)) C SO(3). Thus whenever the path
on the Liouville-Arnold torus is closed the spin vector s returns to a point on the circle
©(Hp(p,z))s, which is a parallel of latitude with respect to the axis n(p, ). Corresponding
circles at different points (p’, ') are obtained as follows, see figure f|. The one-parameter
subgroups at different points of the torus are related by conjugation with d(p,x,t), see
(E37). However, from the definition of the covering map ¢, see below (B.23), it follows
that

Hyp o) = 0(p, @, 1) Hnfp) [0(p, 2,1)] 7" = Hyapatym (4.36)

On the other hand from

Yh(p,x,t) = (p', ', o(d(p, x, t))s) (4.37)
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(PXx) A n(P.X)

n(p

Figure 2: Illustration of the invariant manifolds 7g, see (.17). At different points of the Liouville-
Arnold torus T? spin vectors are restricted to parallels of latitude with different axes n; the angle
<(s,n(p,x)) = <(s',n(p’,x')) is conserved

we see that by moving from (p, x) to (p/, &) the spin vector s is rotated in the same way
as is the axis m. Therefore the angle

0 := <(s,n(p,x)) (4.38)

is conserved by Y? and thus by Y, and the bundles 7y, see (£.17), are invariant, concluding
the proof of Theorem . O

5 Quantisation and spin rotation angles

With the novel notion of integrability for skew products at hand we can now return to the
semiclassical wave function (B.2€) of the Dirac equation. We have already seen that except
for the spin transporter d.(&,y,t) all terms in the local expression (B.2§) can be given
a global meaning provided that the classical translational dynamics is integrable. In the
case of the Schodinger equation, this observation led to the EBK quantisation conditions
in a straightforward way, see section P We will now show that this is also the case for the
Dirac equation if the skew product flow Y, is integrable in the sense of Definition J.
Theorem [ provides us with a method for integrating the spin transport equation not
only along the flow lines of ¢%,. but also along those of the flows ¢%, ..., ¢}, which are
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defined in the Theorem [[. The resulting spin transporter is defined on the whole Liouville-
Arnold torus and given by the multi-time cocycle d(p, x, t), see (.2]), for a point (p,x)
which is reached from (&, y) by ®*(&,y) = (p, x). For a closed path C; the initial and final
values of the spin part u® of the semiclassical wave function are still related by the SU(2)
transformation d;(&,y). However, provided that the skew product Y}, is integrable we
know that the matrices d;(&,y) for different loops C; commute. Therefore we can choose
u® to be a simultaneous eigenvector of these SU(2)-matrices which effectively reduces the
SU(2)-holonomy to a simple phase, i.e. a U(1)-holonomy.
Introducing the local axis n(€,y), see Theorem H, we have

di(€,y) = e 2TmEY), (5.1)

where ¢ is the angle by which a classical spin vector is rotated about the axis n(£, y) when
transported along Cj; note that «; has to measured modulo 47. The spin part u*(y) of
the wave function (B.24) is chosen to be an eigenvector of on (&, y) with eigenvalue either
+1 or —1. Thus the phase shift resulting from spin transport is given by e¥%/2. Together
with the contribution from the classical action and the Maslov phase, cf. (.29), the total
phase shift suffered by the wave function when going through the cycle C; is

% PdX — —,u] IF — (5.2)

Requiring this to be be an integer multiple of 27 in order to obtain a single valued wave
function yields the novel quantisation conditions

Hj @
72 PdX = 2rh (n; + Hom %) (5.3)
where we have introduced the spin quantum number m, = £3. Equation (53) is our
central result replacing the EBK quantisation condition ([.J) in the case of relativistic
particles with spin % If the classical Hamiltonian H*(p, x) expressed in action and angle
variables (I,9), see (:23), is given by H(I) then the semiclassical eigenvalues resulting
from (5.3) read
EE —F<h<n+ﬁ+mg>) : (5.4)
s 4 “om
So far we have only employed the flows de resulting from the “Hamiltonians” A; =
H#* Ay, ..., Ay complemented with fields B,(p, ). For practical purposes it is helpful to
directly make use of the flows ¢'}j generated by the action variables I in the semiclassical
quantisation process. To this end these flows have to be extended to skew products on
R? x R? x S? by some suitable fields B 1;- Transport along a basis cycle C; is then given by
Yi” and the relevant SU(2) transformation d; = exp(—iajon/2) is given by the cocycle of
just one flow instead of the a linear combination of the d flows. Since

e = @5 oo gt (5.5)
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where w are the fundamental frequencies, see (B.I7), we have to require that

Vi, =Yooyt (5.6)

C

yielding the consistency condition

d
= ijB[j . (57)
j=1

We will illustrate these remarks when applying the method to explicit examples in sections

0-8

6 Non-relativistic limit: The Pauli equation

In this section we show that the semiclassical quantisation scheme developed in the pre-
ceding sections for the Dirac equation carries over to the Pauli equation. The latter arises
as a non-relativistic approximation to the Dirac equation but can also be generalised to
describe particles with spin s € Ny/2 other than s = % We show that also in the case
with s # % the semiclassical analysis of the Pauli equation gives rise to a skew product
on R? x R? x S? which can then be quantised along the same lines as in the case of the
Dirac equation. We keep the presentation short relying heavily on our treatment of the
Dirac equation in the preceding sections; details on the semiclassical analysis of the Pauli
equation with arbitrary spin can be found in [{g].

The Pauli equation for a spin—% particle can be obtained from the Dirac equation (B.]))
in the non-relativistic limit ¢ — oo, see e.g. [£q, E§]. With the representation (B.3) of the
matrices a and 3 and writing the Dirac spinor as U7 = (¢, xT) with ¥, y € L*(R?) @ C?

one finds the following equation for the upper two components,

Hpi(x) = By () (6.1)

with Pauli Hamiltonian

- n? (h ? e h
Hp = 5 (IV — —A( )) +ep(x) — %B(:c) 50 (6.2)
Let us generalise our discussion to Pauli Hamiltonians
Hp = HS + Edﬂ's(O')B, (63)

where Hg is a Schrodinger Hamiltonian with Weyl symbol H (p, ), dr,(o) denotes the 25+
1 dimensional (derived) irreducible representation of su(2) and B is the Weyl quantisation
of the classical vector valued function B(p, ) on phase space. The wave function ¢ has
now 2s + 1 components, i.e ¢ € L*(R%) @ C?**!. The special case (f.3) is recovered by
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the choices d = 3, s = 3, H(p, ) = 5 (p — %A(:I;))2 + e¢(x) and B(p,x) = —=B(x).
Spin-orbit coupling can, e.g., be described by

By(p,x) = f(r)L, (6.4)

where L = x X p is orbital angular momentum and f is an arbitrary function of the radial
coordinate r = |x|.
As in (R.5) we make the ansatz

v@) =) (E)k aj(x) e+ 5 (6.5)

k>0

with scalar S, and aj, taking values in C***™'. Upon inserting (f.5) into the Pauli equation
(B.1) with Hamiltonian (6.3), in leading order we find the Hamilton-Jacobi equation

H(V,S,z)=F (6.6)

and in next-to-leading order we obtain the transport equation

(Vo H ) (ViS, x)] (Veao) + % (Ve (VpH ) (VS )] ag + %dﬂ's(d)B(VwS, x)ag=0. (6.7)

ap(x) = 4/ det g—z u(x) (6.8)

leaves us with the spin transport equation

As below (B.17) the ansatz

() + %dﬁs(a)B(Va,S, 2)u(a) = 0. (6.9)

Integration along a trajectory with ¢, (&€, y) = (p, x) yields

u(@) = mo(d(§, ¥, 1)) u(y) , (6.10)

where 7, denotes the 2s + 1 dimensional unitary irreducible representation of SU(2) and d
solves the spin transport equation

A& 9,0+ SoB(0h(E v) i€ y.0) =0, d(€,y,0)=1a, (6.11)

in SU(2). Thus the covering map ¢ : SU(2) — SO(3) still relates spin transport to classical
spin precession,

s=B(¢(&y) xs, s8R, (6.12)
and we identify the skew product flow
Yi(p,z, s) = (¢5(p, ). p(d(p, z,1))s) (6.13)
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as the classical system corresponding to the Pauli equation with Hamiltonian (5-3). If Y
is integrable in the sense of Definition [J we can use the same construction as in section fj to
define a semiclassical wave function associated with a Liouville-Arnold torus T¢. Locally

we have
i) ~ et 2 5 7 (d(E, , 1) u(y). (6.14)

and the initial and final values of u after transport along along a basis cycle C; are related
by 7s(d;(€,y)). As in (B-]) we obtain

d;(€,y) = e 2% THEY) (6.15)

where the axis n is specified by Theorem Y and the angle «; is the rotation angle for a
classical spin vector. The representation matrix m,(d;(&,y)) has eigenvalues exp(—imsa;),
ms = —s,—s + 1,...,s, see e.g. [EY. Upon choosing n(&,y) to be an eigenvector of
ms(d;(&,y)) the total phase change of experienced by 5. along a cycle C; is given by

1
—% PdX — iz,uj — M0 (6.16)
h Je, 2

thus resulting in the semiclassical quantisation conditions

g Q;
PdX =2 h( M 8-), 6.17
72 wh(n; + 1 +m o (6.17)

with n € Z% and my = —s,—s +1,...,s.

7 Spherically symmetric systems

Before we treat some explicit examples in order to illustrate the novel quantisation con-
ditions (p.3) and (B.I7) we show how to apply them to an important class of integrable
systems, namely spherically symmetric systems.

A spherically symmetric Dirac Hamiltonian has the structure

- h
Hp = ca—V + Bmc® + eg(r), (7.1)
i
where the electrostatic potential ¢ depends only on the radial variable r := |x|. One

easily verifies that the Hamiltonian ([.I]) commutes with all components of total angular
momentum,

A - hf{oc 0 - h
Since one also has .
[Jp, Jpz] =0 (7.3)



. ~2
one can choose the eigenfunctions of Hp to be also simultaneous eigenfunctions of Jp, and
Jps-

Analogously a spherically symmetric Pauli Hamiltonian is of the form

2

Hp = —%A + ep(x) + gdﬂs(d) f(r)L, (7.4)

cf. (B.4), and commutes with all components of total angular momentum

A ~ h
Jp =L+ §d7rs(0') . (7.5)

Again due to

A2 A

[JP> JPZ] =0 (76)
the eigenfunctions of Hp can be chosen such that they are simultaneous eigenfunctions to

the modulus squared ji and the z-component Jp, of total angular momentum.

In the semiclassical limit the Hamiltonians (7.1]) and ([.4) both give rise to skew prod-
ucts Y} on R% x R? x S? with a spherically symmetric classical Hamiltonian H(p,r) and
spin precession with fields of the form

B(p,x) = f(r) L. (7.7)
It is well-known that ¢!, is integrable in the sense of Liouville and Arnold since
{H,L} ={H,M} ={L,M} =0 (7.8)

where L and M are the modulus and z-component of classical orbital angular momentum
L = x x p, respectively. We remark that L(p, x) not being smooth at points where p||x
will not play a role in the follwing since all relevant constructions will stay away from these
points. Thus (.§) holds wherever needed.
In order to show that Y} with field (27) is also integrable we have to extend the flows
L and ¢}, to skew products with fields By and By, fulfilling (£4). To this end consider
the Weyl symbol of the operator J=L+ ga,

h
sz><:c+§a. (7.9)
By straightforward calculation one finds

h L h

Comparing these to the Pauli Hamiltonian ([7.4) suggests that

L
B, = T and By :=e,, (7.11)

24



where e, is the unit vector in z-direction, might be a good choice. As one easily checks the
skew products Y, Y} and Y}, obtained in this way indeed form a set of commuting flows
on R? x R? x S§? and thus Y} is integrable, cf. Theorem [

Spherically symmetric Hamiltonians H (p, ) can be separated in spherical coordinates
(r,6,¢), see e.g. |BI|. Introducing the action variables

]r:%prdrv fezjgpedﬁ and Lz):j{pqugb, (7.12)

where p,, pg and p, denote the canonical momenta conjugate to r, 6 and ¢, respectively,
one always finds
I,=M and Iy=L-—-M. (7.13)

The radial action I, depends on the particular system under investigation and solving
I, = $ p,(E, Iy, 1,)dr for E yields the Hamiltonian H in action and angle variables. It is
a general feature of spherically symmetric systems that H does not depend on I, and Iy
independently but only on the sum L = Iy + I, i.e. H is a function of I, and L.

The motion generated by M = I, is a rotation about the z-axis and thus there is no
turning point in the time evolution of the coordinate ¢ yielding the Maslov index

My = My = 0. (714)

On the other hand the motion generated by I, takes place between two turning points for
the coordinate € and thus

e =2 and accordingly pup =2. (7.15)

In order to find the spin rotation angle a;y; one has to integrate the spin precession equation

§=e,xs (7.16)

over one cycle of ¢,. The latter simply changes the angle variable ¥, conjugate to M
with unit speed and we have
ay = 2rle,| = 2. (7.17)

Similarly ¢} changes ¥, with unit speed and since B, = L/L is constant along such a

cycle we also find
ap =2n|L/L| = 2. (7.18)

Therefore, for any spherically symmetric Dirac or Pauli equation we have semiclassical
quantisation conditions

1
L:h(l—|—§+ms) and M = h(m; + my) (7.19)

with integers [ and m;.
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Classical mechanics imposes the restrictions
L>0 and M<L. (7.20)

Defining the new quantum numbers j := [ + m, and m; := m; + m, after some trivial
algebra one finds that ([(.2() translates to

j>0 and mj=—j,—j+1,...,j. (7.21)
Notice that if s is integer or half-integer, respectively, then so are j and m;. Finally the
semiclassical quantisation conditions for angular momentum read

1

As mentioned at the end of section [ it will now be useful if we also find a field B, which
turns the flow ¢ generated by the action variable I, into a skew product that commutes
with Y} and Y},. To this end we may exploit the relation (5.7). Keeping in mind that H
is a function of I, and L = Iy + I only, i.e. wy = wy = wy, = OH /OL, this yields

. B—WLBL

Wr

B, (7.23)

Since B = f(r)L is parallel to B, = L/L and since L is a constant of motion B, does not
change its direction along the flow line of either ¢%; or ¢f. Therefore

/% Bowif gy
0

Wy

, (7.24)

oy =

where 9, is the angle variable conjugate to I,.. Splitting the integrand into two terms,
B/w, and —w; L/(w,L), the second integration is again trivial. In the first integral we can
make use of dv, /w, = dﬂr/ﬁ‘r = dt, where ¢ is the physical time along a flow line of ¢Y;.
Therefore we have obtained the handy expression

(.ULL

oy = 7{ B(6l(p. @) di — 217 (7.25)

radial

where the remaining integral extends over one cycle of the radial motion, e.g. from peri-
helion to aphelion and back. The missing quantisation condition then reads

1 o
I =2rh(n + = +met ), 7.26
0 (n +2+m27r) (7.26)

where we have inserted p, = 2 for a typical radial motion between perihelion and aphelion.
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8 Example 1:
Harmonic oscillator with spin-orbit coupling

As a first example we discuss the three dimensional isotropic harmonic oscillator with
spin-orbit coupling in a non-relativistic context with arbitrary spin.
The Pauli Hamiltonian
A h? m h -
Hp = —— A+ —w’r? + —dn (o) kL 8.1
P om, + 2 + 92 s( ) ( )

describes an oscillator with frequency w and for the spin-orbit coupling we have chosen a
Thomas term, i.e. the leading order expression of B, see (B:19), in the non-relativistic
limit ¢ — oo with

eE = -V (%w%j) = —mw’z (8.2)
i.e.
Bt L+ (™ (8.3)
- 2mc? ) ’

By comparison with (B7I]) we have x = w?/(2mc?) but we may keep k arbitrary for the rest
of the section. L

One usually determines the eigenvalues of (B-]]) by first observing that besides Jp and
Jp., see ([7), also L and & = [h/2dm,(e)]? commute with Hp and that the spin-orbit
term can be expressed in terms of these conserved quantities, see e.g. [B0].

Obviously, the Hamiltonian (B-I]) defines a spherically symmetric system as discussed in
the preceeding section. Therefore, we immediately have the quantisation conditions ([.22)
for total angular momentum. The semiclassical eigenvalues, however, can even be found in
a more straightforward way than to draw on ([.25). To this end notice that the classical
Hamiltonian H(p,r) = % + Zw?r? transformed to action and angle variables reads

H(I,, L) = w(2l, + L). (8.4)

Semiclassical quantisation with s = 0 yields

E,.. = hw <2n +1+ g) : (8.5)

exhibiting the zero point energy of 3hw/2 of the three independent oscillators in z-, y-
and z-direction. Since H only depends on a linear combination of I, and L the problem
has an even higher degeneracy than general spherically symmetric systems. Thus we may
introduce the new action variable

I =21+ L (8.6)

with corresponding frequency w; = 0H /01, = w. From (BH) we see that without spin [;
has to be quantised as I; = h(2n + [ + %) In order to find the correction from the spin
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contribution we have to extend ¢} to a skew product Y7 that commutes with Y. The
consistency condition (5.4) uniquely determines the relevant field By, since it reduces to
B &
B = wlBl = Bl =—=—L. (87)
w1 w
Integration of the spin precession equation § = B; X s is once more trivial since L is a
constant of motion and we get

2 2rh 1
a1:ﬂ|L\: 7TFL(Z+——|—7nS>. (8.8)
w w 2
Finally, the semiclassical energies read
3 9 1
Enim, = hw 2n+l+§ +msh*k l+§+m8 . (8.9)

For spin s = 7 these are the exact eigenvalues of the Hamiltonian (B]) whereas for s # 3
they are good approximations to the exact eigenvalues if [ is large, i.e. if the action variable
L is large compared to h as required for semiclassical approximations.

At this point a short remark concerning the practical application of conditions (f.3) or
(B-I7) is in order: In general the spin rotation angels v can depend on the action variables
I. If the dependence is simple as in this example (o7 depends on L but not on I, oy, and
ayy are constant) one can recursively apply (B.17) as was done above: First we quantised
L and then used the result when quantising /;. In general, however, one may first have
to solve the quantisation conditions (6.17) for the action variables I before inserting the
result into the Hamiltonian H (I).

9 Example 2:
Sommerfeld’s theory of fine structure revisited

In this section we address the classic problem of Sommerfeld’s theory of fine structure
which was already mentioned in the introduction as a motivating example.
To this end we have to consider the relativistic Kepler problem with classical Hamilto-

nian
2

H(p.r) = —— +/@p? + mc. 9.1)

Solutions of Hamilton’s equations of motion corresponding to bound states are given by
“Rosettenbahnen”, ellipses with moving perihelia. Since (P.]) is spherically symmetric
angular momentum is conserved and the motion takes place in a plane. Introducing polar
coordinates in this plane the orbits can be expressed as

1 e’ E N VAEL2E? + (212 — et)ym2ch < VA2 — et ¢)
cos | ————— ¢ |,

(o) N L2 —et 22 — et

Z:C ;:A =y

9.2)

7
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where for later reference we have defined the constants C, A and . Detailed information on
the classical mechanics of the relativistic Kepler problem can, e.g., be found in Sommerfeld’s
original article || or in his book |pJ]. Transforming the Hamiltonian to action and angle
variables yields

~1/2
H(I, L) =mé |1+ /e . 9.3)
<Ir +/L? - 64/02>
Sommerfeld quantised the system using ([.7) by demanding
I, =hn, and L =Ahl (9.4)

with integers m, and [. Classical mechanics imposes the restrictions /, > 0 and L > 0
yielding n,.,l > 0. Moreover, Sommerfeld excluded [ = 0 because in this case the electron
would collide with the nucleus. Thus he found the energy levels

—-1/2

2
(6%
ESo;nmerfeld — m02 1 + S 5
" 2
(nr + /12— as)

, n, €Ny, [€N, (9.5)

where ag = ¢?/(hc) denotes Sommerfeld’s fine structure constant.
When now quantising the relativistic Kepler problem with spin % using conditions (p.3)
first notice that due to spherical symmetry we have, cf. ([.19),

L:h(l%—%jtms), mszi—%. (9.6)

Since the additional conditions (-20) do not allow the combination [ = 0, m, = —3 (which
would lead to a negative quantum number j) we see that L/h € N, i.e. it assumes the
same values as in Sommerfeld’s prescription (0.4).

In order to quantise the radial action variable I, we also have to calculate the spin
rotation angle a, to which end we can use the general formula ([.25). The field B occurring
in the equation of spin precession can be obtained from B*, see (B-13), by inserting E =
—V(—€?/r) yielding

e2c? 1

B= ele+me) 3

9.7)

where ¢ was defined in equation (B.IT). Without restriction we may choose L|e, for our
calculation leading to

€ 5
L:gr¢ez = B=
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Using £ = H(p,r) = —€?/r + ¢, see (P.1), this expression further simplifies to

62

B= (E +mc)r + e? de:. (9:9)

which is nicely adapted for use in ([-29),

o2 E 4+ mdc?
% Bdtzez % (E+mc2)r(¢)+62d¢:ez % |i1_E_|_mC2—|—€2/’/’(¢) dﬁb

radial radial radial
(9.10)
Changing variables to n = y¢ and inserting (P.2) we get
e, E + mc? e.
= — 11— dp =—(1—-2 9.11
v [ E+mc? +e*C + e?A cos(n)} ¢ Y ( ) (9:11)

radial

where the calculation of the last integral is tedious but elementary. From (0:3) we easily
determine the frequency ratio in the second term of ([:23) to wy/w, = 7! and since we
have chosen L|le, we obtain

= or. (9.12)

I.,=h (nr + % + ms) (9.13)

with integer n, and m, = ﬂ:%. Moreover, classical mechanics demands I, > 0 and thus
I./h € Ny, i.e. the values assumed are again identical to those predicted by Sommerfeld’s
condition (P.4).
Finally we have found the semiclassical energies,
~1/2
2

Qo
2 S
Enim, =mc” |1+

(9.14)

2 Y

<nr+%+m8+\/(l+%+ms)2—a§>

which are identical to those obtained from the exact solution of the Dirac equation (B.])
with potential —e?/r, see e.g. [[d, B0|, as can be most easily checked by introducing the
quantum numbers j and m; of total angular momentum, see below ([.20), and the principal
quantum number n, associated with I := I, + L, by I = hn. Although Sommerfeld’s
formula (P.5) also yields the correct energy levels of the hydrogen atom it predicts the
wrong multiplicities. This problem is rectified by the present treatment as can be checked
straightforwardly. Consider, e.g., the ground state which in (P) is obtained by n, = 0,
[ =1, and thus is non-degenerate. On the other hand in (.14) the same energy is obtained
by choosing either n, = —1, 1 =0, my = %, orn,=0,l=1,mg = —%. Alternatively these
states can be characterised by n =1, j = %, m; = ﬂ:% yielding a multiplicity of 2 as in the
exact quantum spectrum.
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10 Conclusions

In this article we have derived semiclassical quantisation conditions for the Dirac and Pauli
equations. We have shown that spin yields a contribution of the same order of magnitude
as the Maslov correction. The spin contribution is determined by rotation angles for a
classical spin vector that is transported along orbits of the translational dynamics.

The crucial step in the derivation of the semiclassical quantisation conditions was the
generalisation of the notion of integrability to certain skew products and group extensions.
The relevant integrability conditions enabled us to effectively reduce the non-Abelian Berry
phases, appearing in the analysis of multi-component wave equations, to a U(1)-holonomy,
i.e. to an ordinary phase factor. The latter can then be incorporated into the quantisation
conditions.

We remark that our treatment generalises to arbitrary multi-component wave equations
for which the principal symbol of the Hamiltonian has eigenvalues with arbitrary but con-
stant multiplicity. One then has to deal with G-extensions, where G = U(n) or a subgroup
thereof, of the ray dynamics (generated by the eigenvalues of the principal symbol). Propo-
sition [ provides us with the relevant integrability condition which allows for an effective
reduction of the holonomy group GG to an Abelian subgroup H. The spin rotation angles
are then replaced by the eigenphases of some unitary representation matrices of H.

In section § we have applied the novel quantisation conditions to the relativistic Kepler
problem. We have seen that by a freak of nature all relevant spin rotation angles are given
by 27 and thus cancel (or add up to an integer) with the Maslov term. It is this coincidence
due to which Sommerfeld was able to calculate the energy levels of the relativistic hydrogen
atom including spin-orbit coupling 10 years before the Dirac equation was developed.
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A Wigner-Weyl calculus

With a differential operator A one can associate an object on classical phase space, its
Weyl symbol A(p,x), by

(A0) () = (ngh)d /R d /R g (p, s Z) P2 () 4z ) (A1)

If ¥ is a multi-component object, e.g. ¥ € L?(R?) @ C>*1, then A(p,x) is matrix valued.
Reverting this reasoning, one can also associate an operator A with a more general symbol
A(p, ), which does not necessarily correspond to a differential operator, via (A1)). This
procedure is known as Weyl quantisation and certain properties of symbols translate to
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properties of the operators, thus leading to so-called pseudo-differential operators, see e.g.
[62] for an introduction.
If an operator A can be represented by an integral kernel K4(x,y), i.e.

Rd
one obtains its Weyl symbol from

Ap, ) — / Ka(z+ 22— Z)etwaltz, (A.3)
Rd 2 2
Inverting this transformation yields
1 T+Y\ ipa
K _ A p(z—y) dd . A4
A(wvy) (27Th)d /]Rd (p7 9 ) en p ( )
If the symbol A(p,x) has an expansion in powers of A,
Alp.z) =) hAu(p. ), (A.5)
k>0

the corresponding operator A is called a semiclassical Weyl operator. The leading and
subleading terms Ag and A; in the expansion ([A.3) are known as the principal symbol and
the subprincipal symbol, respectively.

Application of a semiclassical Weyl operator to a rapidly oscillating function

Veo(@) = ap(x) @ | ay(z) = i (EL)k ay() . (A.6)

k=0
is governed by the following theorem; the corresponding statement in a slightly different
setting can, e.g., be found in |53, chapter 4.3].

Theorem 6. Applying a semiclassical Weyl operator A with a symbol A(p, x) of the form
(B3) to a wave function of type (A.0) yields in leading orders as h — 0,

(AT, (x) = {AO(VwS(w), x) ap(x) + ? {AO(VwS(w), x)a(x)

+ A (V,S(x), x) ao(m)] + O(h?)} erS®)

Notice that the nesting of brackets in the fourth term on the r.h.s. indicates that the

gradient with respect to p is taken before we set p = V.5, whereas the gradient with

respect to @ is only taken after doing so, i.e.
1924,

Ve (Vo) (VeS (@), )] = ) (VeS(@), @)+ Y

= Op;0z;

9 Ay 928
(VmS(w),w)&Ejaxk x).

(A.8)

For the proof we refer the reader to [53, chapter 4.3].

32



References

[1] M. C. Gutzwiller: Chaos in Classical and Quantum Mechanics, Springer-Verlag, New
York, (1990).

[2] N. Bohr: On the Constitution of Atoms and Molecules. I., Phil. Mag. 26 (1913) 1-24.

[3] M. Planck: Die physikalische Struktur des Phasenraumes, Ann. Phys. (Leipzig) 50
(1916) 385 418.

[4] P.S. Epstein: Zur Theorie des Starkeffektes, Ann. Phys. (Leipzig) 50 (1916) 489-520.

[5] K. Schwarzschild: Zur Quantenhypothese, Sitzungsb. Konigl. Preuss. Akad. Wiss.
(1916) 548-569.

6] A. Sommerfeld: Zur Quantentheorie der Spektrallinien, Ann. Phys. (Leipzig) 51
(1916) 1-94, 125-167.

|7] A. Einstein: Zum Quantensatz von Sommerfeld und Epstein, Verh. Dtsch. Phys. Ges.
19 (1917) 82-92.

|8] J. Liouville: Sur l'intégration des équations différentielles de la Dynamique, J. Math.
Pures Appl. 20 (1855) 137-138.

[9] V. L. Arnold: Mathematical Methods of Classical Mechanics, Springer-Verlag, New
York, (1978).

[10] G. Wentzel: FEine Verallgemeinerung der Quantenbedingungen fir die Zwecke der
Wellenmechanik, Z. Physik 38 (1926) 519-529.

[11] H. A. Kramers: Wellenmechanik und halbzahlige Quantisierung, Z. Physik 39 (1926)
828-840.

[12] L. Brillouin: La mécanique ondulatoire de Schridinger; une méthode générale par
approzimations successives, Compt. Rend. 183 (1926) 24-26.

[13] H. Jeffreys: On certain approzimate solutions of linear differential equations of the
second order, Proc. London Math. Soc. 23 (1925) 428-436.

[14] J. B. Keller: Corrected Bohr-Sommerfeld Quantum Conditions for Nonseparable Sys-
tems, Ann. Phys. (NY) 4 (1958) 180-185.

[15] V. P. Maslov: Théorie des perturbations et méthodes asymptotiques, Dunod, Paris,
(1972).

[16] V. P. Maslov and M. V. Fedoriuk: Semi-Classical Approzimation in Quantum Me-
chanics, D. Reidel, Dodrecht, (1981).

33



[17] J. B. Keller: Semiclassical mechanics, SIAM Rev. 27 (1985) 485-504.

[18] W. Gordon: Die Energieniveaus des Wasserstoffatoms nach der Diracschen Quanten-
theorie des Elektrons, Z. Phys. 48 (1928) 11-14.

[19] C. G. Darwin: The Wave Equations of the Electron, Proc. R. Soc. London Ser. A 118
(1928) 654 680.

[20] W. Pauli: Diracs Wellengleichung des Elektrons und geometrische Optik, Helv. Phys.
Acta 5 (1932) 179-199.

[21] S. I. Rubinow and J. B. Keller: Asymptotic Solution of the Dirac Equation, Phys.
Rev. 131 (1963) 2789-2796.

[22] K. Yabana and H. Horiuchi: Adiabatic Viewpoint for the WKB Treatment of Coupled
Channel System, Prog. Theor. Phys. 75 (1986) 592-618.

[23] M. V. Berry: Quantal phase factors accompanying adiabatic changes, Proc. R. Soc.
London Ser. A 392 (1984) 45-57.

[24] A. Shapere and F. Wilczek: Geometric phases in physics, World Scientific Publishing,
Singapore, (1989).

[25] H. Kuratsuji and S. lida: Effective Action for Adiabatic Process, Prog. Theor. Phys.
74 (1985) 439-445.

[26] H. Kuratsuji and S. lida: Deformation of symplectic structure and anomalous com-
mutators in field theory, Phys. Rev. D 37 (1988) 441-447.

[27] R. G. Littlejohn and W. G. Flynn: Geometric phases in the asymptotic theory of
coupled wave equations, Phys. Rev. A 44 (1991) 5239-5256.

[28] R. G. Littlejohn and W. G. Flynu: Geometric Phases in the Bohr-Sommerfeld Quan-
tization of Multicomponent Wave Fields, Phys. Rev. Lett. 66 (1991) 2839-2842.

[29] C. Emmrich and A. Weinstein: Geometry of the transport equation in multicomponent
WKB approzimations, Commun. Math. Phys. 176 (1996) 701-711.

[30] S. Keppeler: Torus Quantization for Spinning Particles, Phys. Rev. Lett. 89 (2002)
210405.

[31] H. Goldstein: Classical Mechanics, Addison-Wesley, Reading, Massachusetts, 2nd
edn., (1980).

[32] L. H. Thomas: The Motion of the Spinning Electron, Nature 117 (1926) 514.

[33] L. H. Thomas: The Kinematics of an Electron with an Awxis, Philos. Mag. 3 (1927)
1-22.

34



[34] V. Bargman, L. Michel and V. L. Telegdi: Precession of the polarization of particles
moving in a homogeneous electromagnetic field, Phys. Rev. Lett. 2 (1959) 435-436.

[35] R. H. Good: The Generalization of the WKB Method to Radial Wave Equations, Phys.
Rev. 90 (1953) 131-137.

[36] M. Rosen and D. R. Yennie: A Modified WKB Approzimation for Phase Shifts, J.
Math. Phys. 5 (1964) 1505-1515.

[37] P. Lu: Derivation of Sommerfeld-Dirac Fine-Structure Formula by WKB Method,
Phys. Rev. A 1 (1970) 1283-1285.

[38] K. Yajima: The quasiclassical approzimation to Dirac equation. I, J. Fac. Sci. Univ.
Tokyo Sect. IA Math. 29 (1982) 161-194.

[39] V. G. Bagrov, V. V. Belov, A. Y. Trivonov and A. A. Yevseyevich: Quantization of
closed orbits in Dirac Theory by Maslov’s complex germ method, J. Phys. A 27 (1994)
1021-1043.

[40] V. G. Bagrov, V. V. Belov, A. Y. Trivonov and A. A. Yevseyevich: Quasiclassical
spectral series of the Dirac operators corresponding to quantized two-dimensional La-
grangian tori, J. Phys. A 27 (1994) 5273-5306.

[41] H. Spohn: Semiclassical limit of the Dirac equation and spin precession, Ann. Phys.
(NY) 282 (2000) 420-431.

[42] J. Bolte and S. Keppeler: A semiclassical approach to the Dirac equation, Ann. Phys.
(NY) 274 (1999) 125-162.

[43] J. Bolte and S. Keppeler: Semiclassical form factor for chaotic systems with spin 1/2,
J. Phys. A 32 (1999) 8863-8880.

[44] J. Bolte and S. Keppeler: Semiclassical Time Evolution and Trace Formula for Rela-
tivistic Spin-1/2 Particles, Phys. Rev. Lett. 81 (1998) 1987-1991.

[45] J. Bolte, R. Glaser and S. Keppeler: Quantum and classical ergodicity of spinning
particles, Ann. Phys. (NY) 293 (2001) 1-14.

[46] S. Keppeler: Spinning Particles: Semiclassical quantisation and spectral statistics,
PhD thesis, Abteilung Theoretische Physik, Universitit Ulm, (2002).

[47] J. D. Bjorken and S. D. Drell: Relativistic Quantum Mechanics, McGraw-Hill, New
York, St. Louis, San Francisco, (1964).

[48| B. Thaller: The Dirac Equation, Springer-Verlag, Berlin, Heidelberg, (1992).

[49] A. O. Barut and R. Raczka: Theory of group representations and applications, PWN-
Polish Scientific Publishers, Warsaw, (1977).

35



[50] P. Strange: Relativistic Quantum Mechanics with applications in condensed matter
and atomic physics, Cambridge University Press, (1998).

[51] A. Sommerfeld: Atombau und Spektrallinien, vol. 1, Friedr. Viehweg & Sohn GmbH,
Braunschweig, 8th edn., (1969).

[52] G. B. Folland: Harmonic Analysis in Phase Space, no. 122 in Annals of Mathematics
Studies, Princeton University Press, Princeton, (1989).

[53| J. J. Duistermaat: Fourier Integral Operators, Birkhauser, Boston, (1996).

36



