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Abstract

In this thesis we critically investigate the remarkable claim made by March—
Russell, Preskill and Wilczek, that it is possible to have Aharonov-Bohm
scattering in a model with a global gauge invariance only. A systematic
analysis of the model shows that the arguments in favour of the claim cannot
be maintained. We are not able though, to arive at a definite result in the
corresponding kinematical regime (small k) but do succeed in calculating a
non-trivial cross section in the other (high k) regime. A discussion of and
comparison with other results is also presented.
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CHAPTER 1

INTRODUCTION

The Aharonov—Bohm effect is a well-known concept in local gauge theories.
It is a purely quantum mechanical effect since its description needs the vector
potential or gauge connection, while in classical electrodynamics all observ-
able effects can be described in terms of the field strengths alone.

Since this effect is actually a manifestation of the holonomy of the connec-
tion, it was long thought it could only occur in local gauge theories. However
this view has been challenged in a recent paper of March—Russell, Preskill
and Wilczek where they introduced a Klein—Gordon model, with only a global
U(1) symmetry which breaks down to its discrete subgroup Zs by conden-
sation of a charged scalar field A. This A field couples to another scalar field
n carrying half the A charge. In the trivial case this condensation causes
a mass splitting between the real and imaginary components of the 7 field.
But in the presence of a vortex configuration these two components will scat-
ter off the global vortex. March—Russell et al. claim that this will yield an
Aharonov—Bohm cross section, which would be caused by the so-called “in-
ternal frame dragging”: in a vortex configuration there is a mixing between
the real and imaginary components, which can be removed by redefining the
fields; the 7 field acquires a non single valued phase factor and the internal
frame of its two components is dragged along when they circulate the vortex.
The objective of this thesis is to have a closer look at the model and to see
whether the Aharonov—Bohm effect really does occur in this model.

It is clear that to get a full understanding of the effect, it is necessary to
have a good knowledge of the conventional Aharonov—Bohm effect. That is
why we will start with a discussion of this effect in Chapter 2. The Aharonov—
Bohm effect can be considered as an example of Berry’s phase: a very general
phenomenon occurring whenever there is a non-trivial connection along a
noncontractable loop in space. So in Chapter 3 we discuss as an interesting
intermezzo Berry’s phase and consider the Aharonov—Bohm effect from that
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perspective. In Chapter 4 we will introduce the model of March—Russell et
al. and derive the field equations, which correspond to a set of coupled Klein—
Gordon equations. As we are interested in the non-relativistic description of
the system we derive a Schrodinger system from the field equations. This
derivation involves some subtleties which were not appreciated by previous
authors, but which turn out to lead to deviations from the calculations of the
cross section presented in the existing literature. The obtained Schrodinger
equation will be used to calculate the correct cross section up to second order
in the relevant parameter related to the energy splitting. This will be done
in Chapter 5. We conclude with a discussion of our results in comparison
with those of previous papers.

We will use the same conventions as used in the literature: We will keep A
and ¢ until the third Chapter and we will use Gaussian units and the metric
Diag(1, —1,—1,—1).

Dankwoord

Na anderhalf jaar met zware tijden en fijne momenten is het dan eindelijk
zo ver: de scriptie is af. Maar voordat de jonge onderzoeker door regen
en wind op weg zal gaan naar een volgend doel, wil hij eerst nog een paar
mensen bedanken. Allereest natuurlijk zijn begeleider Prof. Sander Bais: De
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veel beter op, door precies de nog onduidelijke punten naar voren te brengen.
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CHAPTER 2

THE AHARONOV-BOHM EFFECT

In this Chapter we discuss the Aharonov—Bohm effect which demonstrates
that it is not possible to describe all electromagnetic phenomena in terms
of the field strength only. This effect is observed for example in an electron
double slit experiment. In the next Chapter where we will discuss Berry’s
phase we will meet a different form of the same effect.

2.1 A double slit experiment

We consider the double slit experiment sketched in figure 2.1. The magnetic
field B in the centre is confined to a narrow tube such that the electrons
move in a field-free region.

This implies that classically one
would not expect to see any effect,
since fields interact only locally. It
turns out however that there is a
quantum mechanical effect. Due to
the vector potential A the electron B
interference pattern on the screen
on the right shifts over a distance
proportional to the magnetic flux.
The way to see this is as follows. Free particles in a magnetic field are
described by the Schrodinger equation:

Figure 2.1: The Aharonov—-Bohm effect

h? ie \° 0

—(V+—A = ih— 2.1

2m ( * he ) v=i 8151/] (2.1)
where —e is the electron charge. ,

This Hamiltonian is obtained from the free Hamiltonian H = 2- by the min-
imal substitution rule, which replaces the partial derivative by the covariant

3
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derivative:

e
0, — D, =0, — 1%/1” (2.2)
or equivalently — in our case where there is no scalar potential V' — p is

replaced by:
p—p+ ZA (2.3)

See appendix A for more details. In regions where the field B=V A A =0
we can write A as the gradient of a function f, so locally we have a pure
gauge and we can gauge away the potential:

A—>A=A-Vf (2.4a)
Y — g = ey (2.4D)

There is a problem however: because the region where A is curlless — R?\ {0}
— is non-simply connected, we cannot find a globally acceptable f: take the
following A in cylindrical coordinates:

1
A=-A,p (2.5)
T
with A, a constant equal to the flux ® divided by 27. If we want to write
this as the gradient of a function f:

®
Vi=A = %* e = f(%p)_/o A@dgp’:A@go (2-6>

For non-zero flux we obtain using Stokes’ theorem:
F2m) — £(0) = %A ‘dr =B £0 2.7)

So f(p) is not single-valued and in general neither will be e (¢/")f  But
that means that we would have to consider the non-single-valued solutions
1" of the Schrédinger equation, and such solutions are not admissible. To
sum up we have two choices: a vector potential in our Hamiltonian or a
non-single-valued wavefunction.

We can look at the problem in a semi-classical way however and split the
wavefunction ¢ into two parts ¥p, and 90, Where 1y, is the part going
on the upper side of the flux tube and 1, the part going on the lower side.
Each part now stays in a simply connected region and in both regions we can
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gauge away the vector potential to get a free Hamiltonian. On the screen on
the right where they “meet” we have:

Yupp = €1 Jeud y (2.8a)
i = €M) Jor oty (2.8b)
and therefore
1/) = ¢upp + wlow
= (e_i(e/ﬁc) fe A'drlwo,upp + 1/}0,10W> ei(e/ﬁﬁ) fClOVIVX.dr/ (2~9)

The interference pattern is produced by [¢]?, so the only effect of the gauge
potential is to change the relative phases of the two parts of the wavefunction
and this phase shift depends only on the loop integral of the vector potential
A which is equal to the flux ®. Notice that this also means that the energy
does not depend on A unless it is time dependent.

2.2 The Aharonov—Bohm cross section

This method of splitting the wavefunction in two parts is a semi-classical ap-
proximation since we ignore the effects of diffraction. Aharonov and Bohm
in their original paper [1] also solve the problem without splitting the wave-
function in two parts. The energy of a plane wave with wavenumber k is
equal to % so the wave equation for ¢ in the presence of a vector potential

1S
2 2
[a +1£+i<£+ia) + K

oz ror 2\ 9y v=0 (2.10)

where 27 = (e/hc)®.
If we make a mode expansion like

=Y e"F,(r) (2.11)

m=—00

and integrate out ¢ over [0, 27] using the relation

2
/ M = 278, (2.12)
0
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we see that F),(r) satisfies a Bessel equation of order m + «:
72 10 (m+a)?
or?  ror 72

For each (m + «) there are two independent solutions: the Bessel functions

Im+ta(kr) and J_(y4q)(kr). So the general solution of (2.10) is

oo

=Y € [amImralkr) + by _(mia) (k7)) (2.14)

m=—0o0

+ K| Fou(r) =0 (2.13)

where a,, and b,, are arbitrary constants.

Lee Page [2] has solved the problem of a free charged particle moving in a
magnetic field and he finds a solution which is finite in the origin. Since we
can shrink the size of the core to zero, our solution should also be finite in
the origin and therefore negative noninteger order Bessel functions are not
allowed since they diverge in the origin (see appendix C). So the general
solution reduces to:

Y=Y anJimsa(kr)e™ (2.15)

To calculate a scattering cross section we only need the large r behaviour

of the solution. For general  Aharonov and Bohm find the following expres-
sion:
eirk ' efirr/4efi<p/2
Wors sin o o (o/2) (2.16)
where ¢ is the azimuthal position coordinate and k is the wave vector of a
wave moving to the left: k-r = —krcosp.
This 1 seems to be non-single-valued but that is due to the fact that it is
only valid for ¢ # 7. For ¢ = m we would need the exact solution. In general
this involves unsolvable integrals; they can be evaluated for the simple cases
a=mnand o = n + % and then it turns out that the solution is indeed
single-valued.

The first term on the right-hand side of (2.16) represents the incoming
wave and this is exactly the wavefunction we got in our semi-classical descrip-
tion where we ignored the effect of diffraction. The second term in (2.16) is
the lowest order term in the large r expansion of the scattered wave. From
this term the differential scattering cross section can be easily obtained in
the following way. If we write ¢ as

w — efi[agofr-k} +

irk f(p)
\/F

Viot = in + € (2.17)
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which defines the scattering amplitude f(p), then the differential cross sec-
tion is given by (see for example Gasiorowicz [3] Chapter 24)

dU 2
R 2.1
=1 (2.15)
So for equation (2.16) we find
sin Tav 1 : )
_ —in/4 —ip/2
= e e 2.19
do sin’mo 1
dQ 27k cos?(p/2)
B sinma 1 (2.20)

2rk  sin®(0/2)

where 6 is the scattering angle. It is measured with respect to the incoming
wave vector which makes an angle 7 with the positive z-axis.

We see that in the cases where « is an integer, i.e. the cases where we don’t
see a shift in the interference pattern, we have a zero differential scattering
cross section. In other cases we have a scattering cross section which is
sharply peaked in the forward direction 6 = 0.



CHAPTER 3

BERRY’S PHASE

In this Chapter we will discuss the quantum geometric phase, also called
Berry’s phase [4]. Since the adiabatic theorem is a very important aspect of
this phase we will start with a discussion of it, following Messiah [5] Chap-
ter 17. Then in the next paragraph we will explain why there is a geometric
phase factor at all and derive an expression for it in terms of the energy
eigenstates. In the last paragraph we will discuss two examples: first the
prototype of a Berry’s phase experiment, a spin in a slowly changing mag-
netic field, because this is also a good example for the concept of holonomy
and finally we will treat the Aharonov-Bohm effect in a Berry context.

3.1 The adiabatic theorem

Consider a system in external field, for example an atom in an magnetic field.
We are interested in the resulting change in the system when the external
field is slowly changed. Suppose that the changing starts at time ¢, with
Hamiltonian H, and ends at time t; with Hamiltonian H;. It is then useful
to define:

T:=t —t and s:=(t—ty)/T
So that we can parameterize H by s in a T’ independent way with
HO)=H, and H(l)=H
And we will write the evolution operator U(t, ty) as
U(t,to) = Ur(s)

Finally we denote the eigenvalues of the Hamiltonian H by &, and their
corresponding projection operators by P,. For the Adiabatic Theorem to
hold we need a few restrictions.
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(i) The functions ,(s) and P,(s) must be continuous functions of s.

(4) The eigenvalues must be “non-crossing”, i.e. e,(s) # &, (s) for all
s,n,n’, and the eigenstates form a complete basis.

o . . 2
(iii) The derivatives 42 4Ln

the whole interval [0, 1]

are well-defined and piece-wise continuous for

Now the Adiabatic Theorem, valid in the limit T" — oo, predicts that if the
system is initially in an eigenstate of the Hamiltonian H, then at every later
time t =ty + sT" it will be in an eigenstate of the corresponding Hamiltonian
H(s). We can write this in a more compact way as:

For all n Ur(s) satisfies the condition:

Jim Ur(s)Pa(0) = Po(s) lim Ur(s) (3.1)

It is easy to see that the two forms are equivalent: Consider an eigen-
state |n(0)). This state evolves into Ur(s)|n(0)) at a later time. Since
P,(s)|n(s)) = |n(s)) we have

Ur(s) [n(0)) = Ur(s)Pn(0) [n(0)) (3:2)
Now if equation (3.1) holds this will be — in the limit 7" — co — equal to
Fr(5)Ur(s) [n(0)) (3:3)

But that means that Ur(s) [n(0)) must be an eigenstate of P,(s) with eigen-
value 1, i.e. an eigenstate of the Hamiltonian H(s). Reversing this argument
it follows that if Ur(s) [n(0)) is an eigenstate of the Hamiltonian H(s) equa-
tion (3.1) must be fulfilled.

We will not discuss the rather involved proof of the theorem since it does
not give much more insight and because we are really only interested in the
result itself. See Messiah [5] Chapter 17 for the complete proof.

3.2 Why we need a geometric phase

Suppose we have a Hamiltonian H(R) which depends on an external param-
eter R, for example a magnetic field, then the eigenstates and therefore the
Hilbert space will also depend on R. Suppose for every R we have a local
basis |n; R) for the Hilbert space. All these bases will be isomorphic but in
general not equal. So if R is not constant in time then a solution to the
Schrodinger equation
d
() = i () = HORG) (o) (3.4)
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should be expanded in the basis [n; R(¢)) and not in the basis |n; R(0)). But
this is a difficulty since we do not know how the bases for different R are
connected, that is we seem to be unable to express the state [i(t)) in the
initial state |1(0)). We do know however that if we start in an eigenstate
|n; R(0)) then according to the Adiabatic Theorem the system will — at a
later time — be described by a ket ' |n; R(t)) where « is an unknown phase
factor, which must be included since a quantum mechanical state is only
defined up to a phase factor. Of course in the normal quantum mechanical
case of a time independent R we can integrate the Schrodinger equation
and find that « is equal to the familiar dynamical phase factor —FE, /h. So
perhaps in the case of non constant R(t) we could take

? 1 ! / /
a = —ﬁ/() dt' B, (R(t)) (3.5)
that is
(1)) = ek fo P RED [ R (1)) (3.6)

We will show now that this cannot be true.

At every time |n; R(%)) is an eigenstate of H(R(t)) with the eigenvalue
E,(R(t)). The ket [1(t)) is also an eigenstate of H(R(t)) with eigenvalue
E,(R(t)) but in addition it also satisfies the Schrodinger equation. Therefore
we have the following two relations:

H(R(1)) [n; R(1)) = En(R(1)) [n; R(?)) (3.7)
iﬁ% (1)) = HR()) [ (1)) = En(R(1)) [(2)) (3.8)

Taking the total derivative of (3.6) leads to:

i (1)) = e H BB | B (R(1)) s (D) + i s R(E)

dt
it qgr ’ d
= En(R(1)) [1h(t)) + ihe o 4" En(RE ))& In; R(t)) (3.9)
Now using equation (3.8) we get the equality
d
—|n;R(t)) = 1
L R(1) = 0 (3.10)

But the eigenstates |n; R(t)) only depend on ¢ through R, so we get

%‘H;R@» —R- Vg | R(t) =0 (3.11)
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Since we have not specified the path R(t) yet, the direction of R(t) is arbi-
trary and we must conclude that

Vr [n: R()) = 0 (3.12)

which would imply that |n; R(¢)) does not depend on R, which is obviously
incorrect.

So the phase factor cannot be the dynamical phase factor (3.5). It is
practical however to extract it by writing « as T',(t) + 7, (t) where T',(¢) is
the dynamical phase. Therefore the state |¢(t)) is equal to:

(t)) = &™) |n: R(t)) (3.13)

Our goal is now to find an expression for this extra phase ~y(¢) and in partic-
ular in the case that R(¢) makes a complete loop returning at time 7" to its
initial value R(0). The accompanying phase change 7, (T') is called Berry’s
phase. Let us now start by again taking the total time derivative of the ket

[¥(t))

d d .
E . iH— |n- i(Tn(®)+7n ()
[ W ( dt%( )) |n; R(t)) + lﬁdt \n,R(t))] e

En.(R(1)) [9(t)) — { w(t) [ R(E)) — i% n; R(t)>] Bl (Tn (D+7n (1))
(3.14)

So after using (3.8) again we get

0(t) s R(E) =35 s R(E) (3.15)

Taking the inner product with the bra (n; R(t)| on both sides we obtain an
expression for 4, (t)

d

pm In; R(t)) (3.16)

n(t) =1 (n; R(H)] —
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Notice that 4, (t) - and therefore 7, (t) - is real:
20mAn(t) = 2Re (n: R(?)| % In; R(1))
= (i R(0) 3 I R() + (: R()| 3 I RO
— (RO, 1 R) + (5 (RO b Reo)
= 4 (RO s R() =0 3.17)

so indeed 7, (t) is a good phase factor.
By integrating equation (3.16) we can now write the expression for 7, (t)

) =1 [ d RO i R

R(t)
_ 1/ dR - (n; R| Vg |n: R) (3.18)

R(0)

where equation (3.11) was used to obtain the last equality.
Finally by putting R(t) = R(T") = R(0) we obtain Berry’s phase:

(€)= § AR+ (0 R Vi B) (3.19)

c
In general this will not be zero since the integrand is not a total derivative.
It will be useful to use Stokes’s theorem, combined with the vector identity

VA (fVyg) =V [fAVg, to write 7,(C) as a surface integral over the surface
S with boundary 05 = C-

(€)= if{CdR- (n;R| Vg |n; R)
:i/ds-(vRMn;Ry Vi n:R))
S
:i/SdS-[(VR<n;R|)/\(VR|n§R>)]

— - / dS - V,(R) (3.20)
S

The fact that a quantum mechanical state is defined upon a phase factor
makes it clear that the relevant quantities are the equivalent classes

[In;R)] ={g[n;R) g € U(1)} (3.21)
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So our geometry is a U(1) line bundle over the parameter space and fixing
the phase of |n;R) for each point R amounts to choosing a section. The
connection which prescribes how to parallel transport a state through this
line bundle is given by the integrand of equation (3.19)! and is called Berry’s
connection (see Barry Simon [6] and Nakahara [7] Chapter 10). Therefore
Berry’s phase — since it is the integral of a connection — is a holonomy and
the two form V,, is a curvature — Berry’s curvature — since it is the exterior
derivative of the connection. In the case of the Aharonov—Bohm effect Berry’s
connection will be (almost) equal to the electromagnetic connection while
Berry’s curvature or field strength V,, will be equal to the magnetic field.

3.3 Examples

In this section the two best-known examples of Berry’s phase experiments
will be discussed: A particle with spin in a slowly changing magnetic field
and of course the Aharonov—Bohm effect.

3.3.1 A spin in a magnetic field

Consider a particle with spin in a slowly changing external magnetic field B.
The Hamiltonian describing the system is given by the potential energy

H=-M-B (3.22)

where M is the magnetic moment. For a particle with only spin angular
momentum M is equal to

a9
M= —S 3.23
2mc ( )
where g is the gyromagnetic constant (= 2 for an electron) and S is the spin
operator with eigenvalues between —sh and sh.
So the Hamiltonian can be written as

49
—-—S-B 3.24
2mc ( )
Now assume the spin of the particle is initially in the direction of the mag-
netic field B. Quantum mechanically this means that the ket describing the
particle’s state is an eigenstate of the spin operator component in that direc-
tion and therefore it is an eigenstate of the Hamiltonian (3.24). According to

!'Notice that indeed it transforms as a connection: under a gauge transformation
[n;R) — ) |n: R) it transforms as (n; R| Vg [n;R) — (n;R| Vg |n;R) +iVRu(R)
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the Adiabatic Theorem it will stay in an energy eigenstate since the magnetic
field and therefore the Hamiltonian are slowly changing. To calculate Berry’s
phase we need V,,(B), which boils down to determining how the eigenstates
change under a change in B. But for a given dS the change in B is small
and we can take all B to be close to a certain basepoint. So we need to know
|n; B). Since the experiment is spherically symmetric we can call the direc-
tion of the basepoint By the z-direction and therefore |n; B) will be close to
|s,). Now we can obtain |n; B) by starting out with the eigenstate of S, and
then rotating it into the right direction. The spin operator component in the
rotated direction and the corresponding eigenstate can be written as

|s.) — |n;B) =Uls.) (3.25)
S, — Sg=US. U (3.26)

n denotes the eigenvalues of a spin component in general direction while
s, denotes the eigenvalues of the z-component of the spin. Of course the
numerical values of n and s, are equal.

Equation (3.26) can easily be derived by multiplying the equation

from the left with U and by putting U~'U between S, and the ket. We see
that S transforms in the adjoint representation, which is of course obvious
since the spin rotations are generated by the spin operators and the genera-
tors of a group always transform in the adjoint representation. We will write
the rotation operator U(c) as

Ula) = e #®8 (3.28)

where the rotation is around the axis a over an angle |cx|.
z-axis This definition is in agreement with the
commutation relation

i

We have seen that we can take all B close
to the z-direction and therefore we can
take |a| to be small. Let us now first find
an expression for a. Suppose we want to
rotate a vector ro with length r into a
vector r. Then the rotation axis a can be found from the relations (see

X-axis

Figure 3.1: How to rotate a vector
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figure 3.1)
TAr & (3.30)
ot ol ‘
Irg Ar| = r?sin(|af) (3.31)
and therefore
_TAr o« (3.32)
r2sin(|al) o] '
Assuming |a| to be small this relation simplifies to
rg /AT
=5 (3.33)

So if we want to express the eigenstates of the spin in the direction of the
magnetic field B in terms of the eigenstates of S, we find the following
expression for a:

(0,0,B)AB 1
B2 B
It will be easier however to substitute B by B, which may be done because

|a| is small and therefore B, = B cos(|a|) =~ B. We find U(a) and |n; B) to
be:

o =

(—By, By, 0) (3.34)

U() = e #(PeSu=ByS2)/ B (3.35)

|n; B) = o~ n(BeSu=ByS)/ Bz | y (3.36)

And we can calculate Vg |n; B):

Vg |n;B) = e—%<Bwsy—BySw>/Bzh;Bl2(sty, —B.S,,B,S, — B,S.)|s.) (3.37)

z

Again using the fact that | is small, and therefore B, > B,, B,, we see
that the z-component of (3.37) is much smaller than its x and y-components.
By also putting back B instead of B, equation (3.37) reduces to:

Ve |n;B) = ef%<BerBySz>/Bzﬁ%(sy, —S,,0)s.) (3.38)
We are now able to calculate the outer product (3.20)

V.(B) = —i(VB (n; B|) A (VB |n; B))

1
= _W <Sz| (O, O, —SySa; + Sajsy) |Sz>

1
= ——5 (8:]25: [s2)

= Sy (3.39)
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we have used here the commutation relation for the spin operators:
i
h

Since we look at B near the z-axis, dS is equal to zdS and we find a total
Berry phase equal to

n
%@a_zh@@s_éﬁﬂs

n
= [ —B%dQ
|5

= nQ(S) (3.41)

(S, 8] = 5. (3.40)

We see that we have obtained the important result that Berry’s phase for
a spin in a slowly changing magnetic field is equal to the enclosed solid
angle times the spin eigenvalue n of the state. Notice that the phase change
depends neither on the total spin s nor on the size of the magnetic field B.

It is instructive to look some more at the special case of s = % In that
case the Hamiltonian is equal to

(3.42)

HZKO“BZ( B. Bx_lBy)

B, +1iB, -B,
where kK = —ZLWZ.

The eigenvalues of this Hamiltonian are +x|B|. By introducing spherical
coordinates:

B, = Bsinflcosy (3.43a)
B, = Bsinfsing (3.43Db)
B, = Bcos# (3.43c)
it can be written as:
cosf e ¥sind
H=nrB (ei“’ sinf —cosf ) (3.44)

It is now easy to show that the following ket is an eigenstate with eigenvalue
+rB:
_ [ cos(6/2)
B = () (3.45)

However for # = 0 and ¢ = 7 the angle ¢ can have all values between 0 and
2m. The point # = 0 is no problem since the lower component of the state is
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zero. At the point § = 7 it is not though and the state is ill defined. But we
can find another state:
i e % cos(0/2)
. — 1 . —
B = e )y = (7 (3.46)
This state is multi valued for # = 0 but single valued for # = 7. So for every

6 we can find a single valued solution to the Schrodinger equation. Using the

expression for the gradient in spherical coordinates:
or ~ 10T , 1 0T
T=—B+—=—0+———0
Ve 0B +Bc98 +Bsin98<,0¢

it is now straightforward to calculate Berry’s connection (n; B| Vg |n; B):

(3.47)

1 5
Ay =—-(1—cosf A4
N 2( o8 )Bsin0 (3.482)
1 @
Ag=—=(1 0 .48b
s 2( eos >Bsin9 (3.48b)
which exactly equal to the gauge field for a Dirac magnetic monopole of
strength ¢ = % except that here B plays the role of the radial coordinate

r. See Dirac [8] and Wu & Yang [9]. The reason for this is of course that
the magnetic monopole as well as a spin in a changing magnetic field are
described by a U(1) line bundle over R?*\{0} = S?. Berry’s phase for this
experiment is therefore proportional to the holonomy in the monopole field,
i.e. to the flux through the enclosed solid angle, just as we found in our
general calculation above.

3.3.2 The Aharonov—Bohm effect in a Berry context

Let us consider an electron at a position r with charge —e confined to a box
at a position R. The energy of the electron depends only on the relative
position r — R, i.e. the system is translation invariant. The Hamiltonian H
therefore is equal to

H=H(p,r —R) (3.49)
and the wavefunctions
(r| n) = ¢n(r—R) (3.50)

If we put the box next to a flux tube we have seen in Chapter 2 that we must
replace p by p + ¢A. The states now become dependent on R. Locally we
can express the inner product (r| n; R) in terms of the ¢, (r — R) in (3.50):

(r| n;R) = ¢/ Jo d"AGDy, (p _ R) (3.51)
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These functions are not single-valued but we will only need their derivatives,
that is, for a given R we need to know %, only in a small neighbourhood
around this R.

In this case we will not calculate V,, to determine Berry’s phase but use
the contour integral form (3.19). So we want to calculate

(n;R| Vg [n; R)

The way to do this is to insert the identity

1 - / & ) (3.52)

Since these states |r) do not depend on R we can pull Vg through and obtain
the following expression

/ &*r (n:R| 1) Vi (r] n: R) (3.53)

OoX

If we now use equation (3.51) we find

R Vi R = [ @ il R) | LAGR) + Vo ifr - R)

BOX fLC

— I AR) ¢ / A i~ R)Vai,(r —R) - (354)

Berry in his original paper says that the second term vanishes (because of the
normalization of the 1,) but we find that this is only true after integrating
over the closed loop in R. To see this use the normalization of ,,:

/ & (r — R)un(r — R) = /}R e - R -R) =1 (3.59)

OoX

to derive

0= Vn / Er e, = / Er [V Rt + (VYD) ) (3.56)

and therefore

[ viVai, =5 [ @ @iVai, - (Vi) @50)
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Now take the contour integral:

. 3 * _ ) 3 .
fgst /d r Y, Ve, /SdS VR/\/d r (Y Vrtn)
1
T2 /Sds ' / &*r Ve AU VRt = (VRY7) tn] (3.58)

1 5 . . _
= 5 Lds . /d r [(van) A (VR¢n) - (VR¢n) A (Van)] =0

So by integrating equation (3.54) we find the following Berry phase:

T (C) = ij{ dR - (n;R| Vg |n;R)
c

q q

=7 CdR-A(R) = ﬁcq) (3.59)
This is of course again the well-known Aharonov-Bohm phase factor. Note
that we do have single-valued wavefunctions since this phase turns up after
moving the box around the flux line which must take some time. So in this
case the wavefunction can have more than one phase at the same place but not
at the same time as well, while globally gauging away the vector potential in
the Aharonov—Bohm experiment of Chapter 2 leads to a wavefunction having
more than one phase at the same place and time.

Notice also that in the experiment described above we need slow mo-
tion around the flux line since otherwise a centrifugal force would appear,
although the Aharonov-Bohm effect itself does not depend on the time in
which a complete loop is made.



CHAPTER 4

A GLOBAL ANALOGUE OF THE A-B EFFECT

We will now start with the main subject: A Klein—-Gordon model with a
only a global U(1) symmetry group breaking down to a discrete subgroup
Z.5. This model was first introduced by March—Russell, Preskill and Wilczek
[10] to show that local gauge theories are not the only theories in which
Aharonov—Bohm like scattering effects occur. We will start with a discussion
of the model. Then we will talk about the non-relativistic interpretation of
the complex and the real Klein—Gordon equation since the Aharonov—Bohm
effect should appear in the small &k limit, i.e. in a non-relativistic limit. We
will end this Chapter with a derivation of the Schrodinger equation which
follows from this non-relativistic limit. From now on we will take h = ¢ = 1.

4.1 The Model

Consider a model with a global U (1) symmetry describing two complex scalar
fields n and A, where the charge of the n field is minus half the charge of the
A field, i.e. symmetry transformations are of the form

A — e\ (4.1a)

n — e /2y (4.1b)

with a a real constant.
Then in general one would expect an interaction term in the invariant La-
grangian density of the form:

AL = —g\p* + hec. (4.2)

20
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where ¢ is the (real) coupling constant.
Suppose the A field has a potential term of a form leading to a non-zero
vacuum expectation value:

Vi =G (A2 —0?)’ (4.3)

where G and v are positive real constants.
The 7 field has only a mass term and no further self interaction:

Vy = m?[n|? (4.4)

The full Lagrangian density will then be

L = 0,md*n* —m?n*> + 0, "\ — G (|A\]> — v2)2 —g (A + )\*77*2) (4.5)

which gives the Euler—Lagrange equations
D" N+ G (AP =) A+ gn =0 (4.6a)

9,0"n +m*n + 29\ n* =0 (4.6Db)

and their complex conjugates.

We are interested in what happens when the A field condenses. First consider
the trivial case where! <\(r,p)> = v, i.e. the vacuum expectation value is
constant in space and time. Equation (4.6a) then gives us <n> = 0, which
shows that in order to study the effective theory for the low lying states, we
should make the expansion

A=v+o0 +ioy (4.7a)
n=p1+1p2 (4.7b)
where all fields appearing at the right hand side are real.
Since the oy field corresponds to the broken generator this will be a massless

Goldstone boson as can also be seen by writing out the V) potential in terms
of o1 and o9. The second equation (4.6b) now reduces to the pair

9,0"p1 + (m* +T)py =0 (4.8a)
9,0"py + (m* —=T)py =0 (4.8b)

"We will work in cylindrical coordinates with a trivial z dependence, so in fact we
consider the theory on the plane R?
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where I' = 2gv. We have neglected higher order terms like pyo; etc.

So we see that the symmetry breaking leads to a mass splitting between the
real and imaginary components of the complex scalar field . We will write
the different masses as:

pr=vm?2+4T (4.9a)
pe = vVm?—T (4.9b)

Now consider the case where the vacuum expectation value of A is no
longer constant in space but corresponds to a vortex configuration:

<\(r, p)> = ve'” (4.10)

where ¢ is the polar angle and <A(r, ¢)> is single-valued as it should be.
In this case the n Euler-Lagrange equation (4.6b) acquires a ¢ dependent
mixing between the real and imaginary parts of . We can resolve this point
by redefining the 7 field and absorbing half of the phase factor into it:

n=e ¥/% (4.11)

which — by taking the real and imaginary parts of this equation — can also

be written as:
() = (el e (2) i

The Euler-Lagrange equation for 7 in terms of this new 7 now reads:
20 2) + m2i + Ti* =0 (4.13)

So we see the condensation of the A field again gives rise to a mass splitting
between the real and imaginary components of the 7 field, but there are two
other important consequences: the 77 field has to be non single valued and
furthermore we get a change in our terms containing spatial derivatives:

ewm@w = eitp/2a¢(eii¢/2ﬁ) = (0, — )1 (4.14)
Notice that the expression on the right hand side of this equation just looks
as if the field 7 is coupled to a background effective local gauge field A, =
(0,2 Q7" (where Q = ¢7%/? and ¢ = 3) equal to the Aharonov-Bohm
gauge potential (2.5), in spite of the fact that there is of course no local
gauge field present in our theory.
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Using the expression for V2 in cylindrical coordinates

10 0 1 0° 0?

- g 4 -2 2 4.1
?"87“+87"2+7"28902+022 (4.15)

we can write out the ¢ dependence of (In = (92 — V?)n in terms of :
| . 1 i 1
ip/2 2 —ip/2 ~ ~ ~ 2~
and therefore we get two extra terms corresponding to ¢?A? and 2igA - V

respectively, where A = %4,5 and ¢ = % In terms of p; and py we find

A = 22, i.e. the second Pauli matrix and therefore these extra terms read:

_ 1 0 0 19
4r2 r2=e
(7 ) (Lo %)

If we now look again at equation (4.6a), the Euler-Lagrange equation for
A, we see that by inserting the vacuum \ = vel¥ we get:

—oV2e? + gel?<ij*?> =0 (4.17)
and therefore?
v
<> =+— 4.18
] e (4.18)

So actually we should write
_ w o
n=x—+p+ips (4.19)
gr

i.e. we should not expand around 0. Notice however that in the other Euler—
Lagrange equation there is no reference to v or g but only to the product
[' = 2gv. So we can make the quotient v/g arbitrarily small and therefore
again expand around 0. In fact this is even necessary since the 7 expectation
value is only a solution of the 77 Euler-Lagrange equation if it is zero.

The Euler-Lagrange equation for p; and py we obtained equals:

7 —V2+ 1 + 2 —%0 f1
—2 (M) = T 20 ’ 4.20
t (Pz 720, Vit s+ ) \p2 (4:20)

So we must solve two coupled Klein—Gordon equations for two real fields.
But first let us look at the interpretation.

2Notice that the £ comes from the unbroken discrete subgroup Zs
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4.2 The interpretation of the non-relativistic
Klein—Gordon equation

We started out with a relativistic Lagrange density: A Klein—Gordon La-
grange density with interaction terms. The only context where such a theory
can be fully described is Quantum Field Theory. However in a non-relativistic
limit we can also give the solutions a one-particle Schrédinger interpretation.
In this section we will first discuss how this works for complex solutions and
then for real solutions.

4.2.1 The complex Klein—(ordon equation

First consider complex solutions 7 to the free Klein—-Gordon equation:
O+m*)n=0 (4.21)

We then have two complex degrees of freedom: 7 and 0;n. A Schrodinger
wavefunction has only one complex degree of freedom so the solution to the
Klein—Gordon equation cannot describe one particle, but must describe two
particles. If we solve the equation by separation of variables we see that
indeed we find two different solutions:

nE(r,t) = NellknTFEnt) (4.22)

where E, = /m?+ k2. So we have found positive and negative energy
eigenstates.

Let us now derive the conserved norm. Multiply equation (4.21) from the
left by n* and multiply the complex conjugate equation from the left by 7.
Taking the difference leads to:

0 =n"0n—n0n* = n*0n (4.23)

Integrating this over entire space and using the spatial boundary condition
Nleo = 0 we get a conserved norm:

—

/ d®r n*ign = constant (4.24)
3 ot

Calculating its value for the two solutions n* we find +22FEL3|N|?, i.e. the
1~ solution has negative norm. In normal classical quantum mechanics the
norm of a wavefunction is a probability density but it is clear that this
cannot be true for the Klein-Gordon solutions. It turns out however that
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the negative energy states should be interpreted as positive energy anti-
particles. The norm therefore — since it is negative for anti-particles and
positive for particles — can be interpreted as a charge (not necessarily as
an electrical but rather as a “particle number”) density and its conservation
as charge conservation. So we see that only the total amount of charge is
conserved, not the number of particles. A quantum mechanical system with
a non constant number of particles however can only be fully described in
a second quantized system, i.e. by a quantum field theory. So we cannot
expect our first quantized treatment of the Klein—-Gordon equation to be
completely successful but some important aspects of the full theory can be
reliably studied, especially at low energies where no real particle creation can
occur and this will also be the domain we are interested in.

A nice example which can be found in Gross [11] Chapter 4 is pair creation
described by a Coulomb interaction term

0F — (0, +iqV)? = 07 +2iqV O, — ¢*V

Consider a high Coulomb barrier (i.e. potential energy greater than mass) in
the right half of space and no potential in the left part (for simplicity only
one dimension is used). One would not expect to see particles propagate in
the right half. Anti-particles however do not see a potential barrier but a
potential well since they have negative charge. Indeed the solutions show
that a particle incoming from the left bounces of the barrier while creating a
particle-anti-particle pair, from which the particle travels to the left and the
anti-particle travels to the right.

The interpretation of the complex Klein—Gordon field becomes even more
clear if we transform the single — second order in time — linear differential
equation into two coupled first order linear differential equations, that is if
we transform the scalar Klein—-Gordon equation into a two component vector
Schrédinger equation (see Gross [11] and Feshbach and Villars [12]). As we
already mentioned, the solution 7 and its time derivative 9, are independent
variables. It is easier however to take two different linear combinations of
them. For example:

1
Ox = Tom (m £id;)n (4.25)
And therefore:
1
n = \/ﬁ (o4 +0-) (4.26a)
2
10y = ' (94 —¢-) (4.26b)
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Taking the time derivative of equation (4.25), using the Klein—Gordon equa-
tion for the second time-derivative and using the expressions of 1 and 9;n we
find two coupled first order differential equations for ¢:

. m) (m+E & (¢>>
O = ; ) 4.27
1 <¢ < - —(m+ f—m)> o (4.27)

2m

The conserved norm (4.24) now reduces to

/ &r (|64 — [6_|?) = constant (4.28)
I3

If we write ¢ = (?’) and introduce ¢ = ¢’y we can write this as

/ d3r ¢p¢ (4.29)
I3

which shows a striking resemblance to the Dirac norm (in d = 2 we have that
7 equals the third Pauli matrix o3).

Any other combination ¢ = « [8n £ i9;n] could have been taken as well.
We will use this freedom to diagonalize the Hamiltonian. First we will show
that we can find a solution by taking o = 1 and then we will look what
restrictions we should impose on general a by substituting ¢+ — a¢. First
let us write  and i0;n in terms of ¢.:

1= 3876 +60) (4.302)
0 = 5(64 — ) (4.30b)

Now differentiating ¢+ and using the Klein—-Gordon equation we find:
10,0+ = fi0m £ (~0;n)
1
=3 861 = 6-) £ (- V2 +m)57 (6. + - )]
1
=3 [B£(=V?+m?)p] o
: (4.31)
5 [BE (V2 w257 o

So the Hamiltonian will be diagonal if and only if

B=(-V*+m?)p! (4.32)
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that is if
F=-V:+m? (4.33)

Equation (4.31) now reduces to the Schrodinger equation i0;¢+ = £8¢+ so
if we want the ¢, to describe positive energy states we see that we should
take

B=+vV-V2+m? (4.34)

and we find:

a(0)- (T ) () () s

while
o+ =V-=V2+m2n+tiom (4.36)

Notice that the conserved norm is of the form [d (J¢4|> —|¢o-|?) =
[ d3r ¢To3¢ if and only if o3H is hermitian:

10, / dPr ¢plozp = / d*r ¢lo3i0,0 — (10,0) 036
= / dPr plosHo — (Hp) o3¢
= / dr ¢l[osH — Hlos]¢
= / d*r ¢'[osH — (03H) )¢ (4.37)

Of course this is the case for the ¢ in relation (4.36), but what if we make
the substitution ¢4 = ap4:

0,0 gy = Ha gy (4.38)
and therefore
10,0 = aHa ‘¢ = Ho, (4.39)
If 031{[ must be hermitian we find:

osaHa ™' = aosHa ' = (aosHa ™)
= (e Yl o3Hal (4.40)
——

(ah)!
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and therefore:
osHola = afaos H (4.41)

So we see agy is also a good solution if o3H and therefore also H itself
commutes with afa.

In a nonrelativistic limit the particles should decouple since we do not
expect to see any signs of pair creation/annihilation in a low energy limit.
We can find the nonrelativistic limit by assuming that the quantities |p| and
T := E — m are much smaller than the mass m. Now look for a solution of
the form

¢ = (223) o iPt (4.42)

That is look for the influence of anti-particles on a particle. By using the
two-component Schrédinger equation we find

p? p>
Ty, = — - 4.43
X1= 50X + oy X2 (4.43a)
v v 4.43b
2m + T)ys = ———x1 — 2 .
(2m +T)x2 o X1 7 9 X2 ( )
and therefore
T p p?
) __ 4.44
( o+ 4m2) X2 = =1 5X1 (4.44)
So we see that ys is of order 1/m? times x;. The first equation (4.43a) now
reduces to
2 4
p P
Tx1=|——=— 4.45
X <2m 8m3) X (4.45)

That is we are left with an ordinary Schrodinger equation for the x; field
and we have even found the lowest order correction term to it. The x, field
which describes anti-particles is indeed much smaller and has only influence
on the correction terms. If we would have taken e™#! as time dependence
for the fields we had found exactly the same equations. Only the roles of x;
and o would have been interchanged.

Finally we can look at Coulomb scattering from a central potential V' = %
in the two-component description in second order perturbation theory (see
Gross [11] Chapter 4). The first order term matrix element gives us the
familiar Coulomb differential cross section

do 20F 2
o <4k2 sin(<p/2)) (4.46)
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&1 B
tz tl

Figure 4.1: The two second order Coulomb scattering Feynman diagrams

The second order element gives us scattering with intermediate propagating
states: one diagram with a positive energy state and one with a negative en-
ergy state as propagator. It can be shown that mathematically we can turn
around the direction of motion of the negative energy state and therefore
that we can also look at a diagram where the negative energy propagator is
travelling backwards in time. If we interpret it as a positive energy antipar-
ticle travelling forward in time however we see that at time ¢; a particle-
antiparticle pair is created from which the particle will be the outgoing state
while at the later time ¢y the antiparticle annihilates the incoming particle.
This is of course the Feynman prescription: negative energy states travel-
ling backwards in time are positive energy antiparticles travelling forwards
in time. The two diagrams with — respectively — a particle and an anti-
particle propagator are drawn in figure 4.1.

4.2.2 The real Klein—Gordon equation

We will now look for real solutions p of the free Klein-Gordon equation.
Since we have a differential equation which is second order in time we have
two real degrees of freedom. So a real Klein—Gordon field can be transformed
into one Schrodinger field. For example take

¥ = a[Bp+i0p] (4.47)

with 3 real. We can again solve this by first taking a = 1 and then look for
restrictions to be imposed on general a.. First write p and i0;p in terms of v

and ¥*:

p=5f () (4.482)

0 = 5 (6~ ") (4.48D)
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Notice that these equations look exactly the same as the complex Klein—
Gordon expressions if we make the following substitutions:

UV oy (4.49a)
(R (4.49b)
n<ep (4.49¢)

Therefore we can immediately write down the Schrodinger equation:

00 =3 [8+ (~V2 4+ m?) 5]
% [_ﬁ‘i‘ (_vQ + m2) 671} w*

(4.50)

We do not want mixing between the wavefunction and its complex conjugate
since this leads to decaying and growing states. So we again find:

B =-V?+m? (4.51)
and we find two possible Schrédinger equations:
i) = £V—VZ + m2 ¢ (4.52)

for v = £/ —=V?2 4+ m? p + i0,p respectively.

We see that we have to choose between only positive energy solutions or
only negative energy solutions, but the two choices are equivalent. This is a
consequence of the fact that a real Klein-Gordon equation describes particles
which are their own anti-particles. So we can describe them as particles —
i.e. as positive energy solutions — and as anti-particles — i.e. as negative
energy solutions.

In this case H is hermitian itself (i.e. without a o3) and we get the usual
Schrédinger conserved norm [ d3r |¢|>. H must stay hermitian if we sub-
stitute ¢ = atp. Of course this again leads to the restriction that afa must
commute with H = +v/—V2 +m?2.

Notice that it is not possible to derive a conserved norm for real Klein—
Gordon fields like we did for complex Klein—Gordon fields. This is a direct
result of the fact that the real Klein—-Gordon Lagrangian only has a discrete
symmetry and not the continuous U(1) symmetry. However we have seen
that we can reduce the Klein—Gordon equation to a Schrodinger equation
with a hermitian Hamiltonian and therefore with a Schrodinger conserved

norm [ d3r |¢)?.
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4.3 The frame-dragging Hamiltonian

Let us now return to our original problem of the coupled Klein—Gordon
equations (4.20):

—V2 4+ + 12 —%9 p1
—2 () = 1T 20 4.53
t (pz 50, —VPAud+is) \p (4.53)

where we have dropped the tildes on p; and ps.

We will use the results of the previous section to obtain a non-relativistic
Schrodinger equation. Of course now two coupled Schrodinger wavefunctions
are needed. Before we proceed we will first prove an important lemma:
Lemma 4.1 We cannot take the Schrodinger solution ¢/, as a linear combi-
nation of the Klein—-Gordon solution p; and id;p; alone and likewise for s,
but we need combinations of p; and p, to form 1, and 1 if we do not want
terms involving the complex conjugate solutions ¢ ,.

Proof: The most general linear combination v¢; of p; and i0;p; can be written
as:

Y1 = ay [Bipr +10ipi] (4.54)

where o and (3; are some (complex) operators. We will write similar expres-
sion for ¥y with operators as and (s.
p1 and i0;p; can now be expressed in terms of ¢);:

pr= 101+ B [ar e + (o) ] (4.55a)
0,1 = [B7+ (5] [Br e e — (BT (e ) 4] (4.55b)

and likewise for p, and i0;ps.
If we now differentiate ; to ¢ we find only one term containing 5 coming
from 92 p;:

0y =+ = 50, (B2 + 85) (07")"3] (4.56)

So we see we cannot get the complex conjugate fields disappear from the
Schrodinger equation if we take combinations of the form (4.54) which proves
the lemma.

Having terms involving 97, would result in a Hamiltonian which is no
longer hermitian and all kinds of decaying and growing states would have
to be considered. So in the expressions for i), ; we need terms connecting
the two Klein—-Gordon fields. Writing out the equations like we did before
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will give a lot of difficult equations involving many unknown parameters and
therefore we will follow a different approach.
We can always write the Klein—Gordon equation as:

—0n = Kn (4.57)

where 1) can be a vector or a scalar, real or complex and therefore K can be a
matrix or a scalar operator. The free scalar Klein-Gordon K will be —V2+m?
but a more general K like the matrix on the right-hand side of equation (4.53)
is also possible. Now notice that the squares of all the effective Hamiltonians
we have found so far are equal to their corresponding K. Further notice that
every time we wanted the Schrédinger equation diagonal, that is without
mixing between ¢, and ¢_ or between ¢ and ¥*, we could find a splitting of
the form

W= Hp+idp (4.58)

So define a vector ¢ with components ¢, and ¢, and a vector p with compo-
nents p; and po. We can then indeed show that this ¢ satisfies a Schrodinger
equation of the form:

104 = Hi) (4.59)
if only H> = K and 9;H = 0. To prove this differentiate (4.58):

10w = Hidyp + (=07 p)
= Hioip+ Kp
= Hid,p + H?p
= H[i0,p + Hpl
= Hy (4.60)

So we can always find a Schrodinger equation by only looking for a time
independent root of the Klein—-Gordon operator K. Of course it is not always
possible to find a hermitian root. For example in the case of a complex Klein—
Gordon field we cannot take the simple hermitian root

V—=V2+m? 0
0 V=V2 4+ m?
since this would make the two fields ¢4 equal. In the case of two coupled

real Klein—Gordon fields we do not have this problem of making the fields
equal.
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Notice that if we can find a hermitian root or a root which forms a her-
mitian matrix after multiplying with some other matrix (like the third Pauli
matrix) we also have a conserved norm, since every solution to a Schrodinger
equation with such a Hamiltonian, has a conserved norm. So our task now
is to find a hermitian root of the matrix on the right-hand side of equation
(4.53):

—V2+ 1 + 2 — %0,
L0, —Vi 3+

Since the two fields have different masses a linear combination of them cannot
have a definite mass. But we are using a first quantized i.e. a non relativistic
theory and in the limit where the mass splitting and all other energies are
much smaller than the mass m it will turn out that it is no real problem if
the two masses are not equal in the original Klein—-Gordon equation.

One root of a matrix can be found by inserting the matrix in the standard
Taylor expansion V1 + 2 &~ 14 iz — £z + O(2*). Writing our matrix in the
following way:

1 (—V24+T+ 5 —%0
2 _ 472 r2™e

we find the following root:

L (V24T + 5 %0,
H’Vm]l*%( 10, B MR

) +0(m™)  (4.61)

Notice that the order O(m™2) terms are zero.
We see that we have found a hermitian (approximate) root of the Klein—
Gordon operator K. Since

1 1

~
~

(4.62)

1 1
e g f1e L mlEgm om

we could also write the Hamiltonian in the following non-hermitian form:

p+ a- [V + 22 — 5150
~ ( ! 2*“[1 o o S, rom™)  (4.63)
2u0m2 a‘P pa + 2z [_v + m}

which is the form March—Russell et al. [10] find, but according to them p;
and py satisfy the obtained Schrodinger equation instead of their linear com-
binations v, and 5.
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Let us conclude this Chapter with the main results: We have found a
non relativistic Schrodinger equation which describes the two particles upto
order 1/m?, while the wavefunctions of the particles can be derived from the
Klein—Gordon solutions using the relation:

@;) — (H +id,) (;’;) (4.64)

where H is the Hamiltonian of the system given by equation (4.61).



CHAPTER D

CALCULATION OF THE CROSS SECTION

In this Chapter we will calculate the differential scattering cross section for
the “internal frame dragging” Hamiltonian, which we derived in Chapter 4.
We will first look at the solutions for I' = 0, before calculating the cross
section up to second order using a perturbative method.

5.1 The basic equations

Notice that every wavefunction which satisfies the Schrodinger equation also
satisfies the corresponding Klein—-Gordon equation since the Hamiltonian is
time independent and therefore:

—0}p = 10,0y = i0,(Hv) = Hidwp = H*p = K (5.1)

Further note that by taking H = +m(1 + 3K) in equation (4.61) we have
taken a positive root of K so that we should consider only positive en-
ergy solutions. This eliminates half of the solutions to the complex Klein—
Gordon equation and we see that instead of looking for all solutions to the
Schrodinger equation we could equally well look for all complex solutions to
the corresponding Klein—Gordon equation with the condition that their time
dependence is of the form e . Therefore we will look for solutions of the
original coupled pair Klein—-Gordon equations with such a time dependence.
Notice that the solutions we then find are not the the fields p; o but 1,
linear combinations of them. It will be practical to define the operator L as

1 1 1 1
L:—VQ—l—@—i—mZ:—(83+;8T+T—28i)+4—72+m2 (5.2)

35
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Together with the condition that the time dependence of the two fields is of
the form e ! we get the following equations to solve:

2 (1 L+T _Lzago (00
= r =0 5.3
() - () 1) (2 o
The case of I' equals zero can be solved exactly and therefore we will start
with that.

5.2 The spectrum for [' =0

We can find the solutions by performing a mode expansion:

Y12 = Z ei(n%)@Rﬁg(T) (5.4)

n=—oo

The factor exp(ip/2) is necessary to account for the boundary condition:
1 and 1y are both equal to this factor times a single valued function. By
putting these solutions into equation (5.3) with I' = 0 and integrating out
the ¢ dependence we get

P~ DRP() = ~iln + ) B (1) (5.5)
P~ DRE() = ifn + HROE) (5.5b)

where L is equal to L with 8(29 replaced by —(n + %)2:

12 (w? — L) = 120> 4+ r0, + r? (w® — m?) — {(n + 1)2 + 1} (5.6)
——— 2 4
=: k2

Inserting the first equation into the second one we find an equation in Rén)
only:

[TQ(w2 - [:)} 2 R;n) =(n+ %)2]%5”) (5.7)

This single fourth order differential equation can of course be reduced to two
second order differential equations by taking the square root of the operators
on both sides:

1

r2(w? — )R = £(n + §)R§") (5.8)
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and therefore
(r202 + 10, + r’k> — )R = 0 (5.9)

This is a Bessel equation® for R\ of order v, which is equal to (n -+ 1) for
the positive root and equal to n for the negative root. For a Bessel equation
of integer order the two independent solutions are the Bessel functions of the
first and second kind Jj,|(kr) and Y}, |(kr). The Bessel functions of the second
kind are not finite near the origin and so only the Jy,/(kr) and Jj,41/(kr)
solutions remain. If we now combine the equations (5.5b) and (5.8) we see

that the most general form for Rg"z) equals:

(gi:D - % C) Tty (kr) + % (_11) Sy (k) (5.10)

where the factors v/2 are included just for practical purposes and where A,
and B, are unknown complex coefficients depending only on n.

We will now show that there is indeed no scattering in the I' = 0 case.
Since we know the wave function solutions we can determine the differential
scattering cross section by taking an incident plane wave and using the well-
known relation

f(p)
ot = Win + sca 511
¢t t w \/; ¢ t ( )
where 1y, is the incident plane wave, while )y, is the scattered (radial)
outgoing wave, proportional to exp(ikr).
The most general incoming plane wave can be written as:

Y = T/ (g) (5.12)

where the factor exp(ip/2) is necessary to account for the multi-valuedness
of the solution and where k is parallel to the negative z-axis as usual.

We can now determine the unknown coefficients A,, and B, by matching
the incoming parts — the terms with r dependence exp(—ikr) — onto each
other. Using the large r behaviour of the Bessel functions

To(kr) ~ \/%cos [l{;r - g(n + %)} (5.13)

1See appendix C
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and the usual expansion

exp(—ikr cos ) = Z e_igwein‘pJ‘m(l{T) (5.14)

n=—oo
the incoming parts now become

iT iT C An iT 1 1 Bn iZT(In|+i 1
o—iEhliE (D) (D) _ ﬁelg<n+u+;> (1) + e 2 (nl+3) ( ) (5.15)

where we have divided out the obvious common factors, and integrated out
the ¢ dependence which removes the summation.
We have found the two equations:

V20 = Azt 4 B ezl (5.16a)
—ivV2D = A3+l _ B i3l (5.16b)

By taking the sum and the difference of these two equations it is clear that
A,, and B,, must be of the form:

A, = Ae7i2In+1l (5.17a)
B, = Be 12" (5.17b)

where A and B are some constants.
The outgoing parts are now equal to

f(p) (?) + ﬁ i (—1)"ee i <g) -

7 Soren () ()] o

where we divided out the common factor exp(ikr)//r .
So f(y) is proportional to:

e}

fle)~ D (=1 (5.19)
= ehle D (1) (&M 4 Qe (5.20)

=0 if and only if @ # (5.21)
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To see that the expression between parentheses is zero write the lower and
upper limits as —N and M. The only terms that remain are of the form
exp(iMp) and exp(—i(N +1)¢). Furthermore note that the differential cross
section actually is a mean over a small interval [p — €/2, ¢ + €/2] around a
certain ¢. But since the exponentials are oscillating very fast, the mean is
zero. A more rigorous proof can be given by first integrating ¢ over the afore
mentioned interval, then taking the limits M and N to infinity, and finally
dividing by € and taking the limit of € to zero. The integration gives a factor
of 1/M or 1/N and therefore the expression is zero in the limit of M and N
to infinity.

We will now look some more at solutions which match onto incoming
plane waves. We have seen that the most general solution can be written as:

IA —i 1 OO i(n —iln
Y = Ee w/2 (1) Z el D)@ =il +1|J\n+1| +

_lBl 2 1 . ing, —iln
ﬂe@/ <_i) S dneeinl g,

_ piker (g2 L (1 kr —itr—py2 L (1
Ae™Te —\/_ ) Be™ e —\/_ .
2 \1 9 \—i
= Ayit + By (5.22)

where we have redefined A and B by extracting factors +i just to make
the expression simpler for general wave vectors where k does not point in
the negative z-direction. We will show that these ¢, form a complete and
orthogonal set of solutions, i.e. a basis of eigenfunctions of the free Hamilto-
nian.

For all k and k' ¢ and ¢y, are orthogonal since the inner-product (Z; )T~
(1%1) vanishes. Furthermore the @Df and 1[)115 are orthonormal with respect to
a Dirac normalization:

d*r [ oo L (1]
| e = [ [ Y (ii)]

- e 1 1
. oFi(0'—p)/2 ik -r
s g ()
o d? !

= 6@ (k - k) (5.23)

where 6 and @' are the angles k and k’ make with the z-axis.
To show that the solutions form a complete set, notice that (il) form a
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orthogonal basis for two component vectors while plane waves form a basis
of eigenfunctions of the free Schrodinger equation. So together they will form
a basis for the solutions to a two component Schrodinger equation. This is
shown directly by the fact that we can form the 2 x 2 identity operator with
them:

[ S ) [ )+ ) [ )]

ko el (1 —i
_ (g —p) /2 k(' —r) L
/(27r)2e ¢ 2(1 1>+

o H(e =) /2 e () 1 ( 1 i)
2

=161 —1) (5.24)
We end this section about the I' = 0 case with an overview of the results:

e For each value of k the Schrodinger equation has two independent so-
lutions.

e For neither of these solutions scattering occurs.

e The solutions that can be matched on an incoming plane wave form a
complete and orthonormal set, i.e. a basis for all solutions to the two
component Schrodinger equation.

5.3 The general case [' # 0, a perturbation
approach

We will now determine the differential scattering cross section in second
order perturbation theory using the S-matrix formalism as described in ap-
pendix B. We will use the I' = 0 Hamiltonian as the unperturbed Hamilto-
nian. So we will split the Hamiltonian (4.61):

H = H,+ H, (5.25)
where
4i2] _ﬁaw
2mr2 m+ ﬁ [—V2 + ﬁ}
o L 1
]l m —+ —(— -+ 4—73) — Uzml@w (526&)
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and

' (1 0 r
H = — = 03— 2
"~ om (0 —1) 79m (5.26b)

The solutions to the unperturbed Hamiltonian are the ¢ of section 5.2.
Since we have shown that these solutions form a complete set, every solution
can be written as a linear combination of them and so they are the only
solutions we have to look at. The results however will be valid only for
k? > T since Hopif = (m + %)@Df and as mentioned in appendix B any
constant multiple of the identity is irrelevant so it is clear we should compare
% with %

We will calculate the matrix elements t¢; for scattering from an initial
state |¢) into a final state |f) in second order. From equation (B.21) it

follows that we will need the matrix elements
(f1 Hy(t)]7) and (fI Hi(t')H(t") |i)

Notice that H; transforms ( }) into (_1i) and vice versa. We can therefore
immediately see that the matrix elements (+| H; |+) and (—| H; |—) vanish.
So only the cross terms (+| H;(t) |F) remain in the first order. The scattering
cross section for both possibilities will of course be equal since it depends only
on the absolute square of this matrix element. In second order the only terms
which will remain are those involving (| H;(¢')H(t") |£) since H(t')H(t")
will leave the two orthogonal vectors (ill) invariant. So for scattering from
+ states into a state of the same type we only need the second order while

for scattering into a state of the other type we only need the first order.

5.3.1 The first order matrix element

We will now start with the first order term in ty; for scattering from an initial
state |i, —) into a final state |f,4). According to equation (B.21) the first
order term is equal to

—2mib(E, — Epth) = —i / A (o H ) =) (5.27)
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which we can write out using the explicit form of the @Z)lf

1 T
—27T15(E Ef)t(l) — _1/ dt’ /d27” |fl+lkfr i(0f—p)/2__ — (1):|

1Hot’ F ( 0 ) —iHgt!
S — 1

ilior (0 —0),/2
. efiTe™ -
SOn
— _iLe—i(ef-f—@i)/Q/ dt/ el(Ef /d r (ki—kf)'reitp
2m oo V

where a factor 1/ V'V is included since the wavefunctions should be normal-
ized to 1 particle in the whole space. The t integral gives an energy d-function
and we find

d?r

'(ki—kf)-reigo
V

T
—2mi0(E; — Ef)tgcli) = —i278(E, — Ef)2—e i(0,46; /2/

(5.29)

By choosing k; parallel to the negative z-axis (6; = ) and using the fact that
since F = % the delta function ensures that £y = k; we find the following
expression:

2
1 _ I —i0/2 d*r ikr[cos(8—p)—cos(p)] i
tfz = —%e /7 [§] s Pl (530)
where we have introduced the scattering angle 6 := 0y — 0, = 0; — 7.

The expression between square brackets can be written as K (6) sin(¢ — «(0))
where a(f) can be found by substituting ¢ = «(6), while K () can be found
by substituting ¢ = «(f) + 7/2. We then find:

cos(f — ¢) — cos(p) = 2sin g sin(p — 0/2) (5.31)

We can now use the standard integral representation for the Bessel functions
(see appendix C)

2+
J (Z) — i d ei(ngp—zsincp) (5 32>
" 27/, 7 '

and find the following expression for tgcli):

r . < rdr N
t;li) _ %6—19/2/0 A 2mJy (2kr sin 5) (5.33)
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where we have used J;(—z) = —J1(2).
As long as sing # 0 we can rewrite the integral as:
1 2pe02 o
—_— = dr J 5.34
2m'V (2k sin £)2 /0 rdr Ji(r) (5:34)

(notice that Sing > 0 since 0 < 0/2 < ).

This remaining integral can be evaluated by inserting an extra factor e~
and by taking the limit € | O after the calculation. According to appendix C
we get

€r

[o¢] 1
dr e = .
/D rdr e Jy (r) CESVEE (5.35)

So we have found

1 I 1 2me 02

y_ L 1 eme 5.36
I 2mV (2k sin g2 (5.36)
Using
Sk — ks
S(Ey — Ey) ’( f| 2 @m;f — k) (5.37)
k=k

we can (for k? > T') calculate the differential scattering cross section (B.20)

d kpdk I 1 —2rei0/2)?
do _ _/ 1 sy — Byl L 2T
d@ v Jo  (27)? 2m V (2k;sin £)2

2m r 2 m kf
= —| — dky —0(ky — ki) ————
v (Qm) /0 ! k¢ (ks )(2kfsing)4

orm2 [ T \? 1
= — ] — 5.38
k <2m> (2k sin £)* (5.38)

It is clear that this is not the Aharonov-Bohm cross section. In fact it looks
more like the Rutherford cross section for the three dimensional Coulomb
scattering. In Chapter 6 we will give an extensive discussion of this result.

v

5.3.2 The second order matrix element

We will now determine the second order matrix element, that is we will
determine the cross section for scattering where the initial and final states
are both ¢, or both 1/, states.



44 Calculation of the Differential Scattering Cross Section

The second order matrix element for scattering from a + state into a +
state is equal to:

. | [ |
~ami(B— B =~ [ dtadts (7| Tt Hil) o)

— /Oo dtydty Oty — t1) (f, £| Hi(t2) Hy(t1) |3, £)

—00

(5.39)

where 6(t) is the Heaviside step function.

We will again take the incident wave vector parallel to the x-axis while the
outgoing wave vector will make an angle # with the x-axis. The complete
expression will therefore look like:

o . . 1 1\17
7P =~ / dtydty O(t, — t / d?r [elkf'reilw—@)/?—( )]
fZ e 1 2 ( 2 1) \/W :]:1

r ... r 1 ]
0_36—1H0t2 elH0t1 Uge_lHotl elk1~re:|11<p/2 )

2m 2m V2V

= - /_ dt dty O(ts — )l Pria= m)(%) / S ereHOo

1 . ) ) 1
. ﬁ (1 :Fl) O_Se—lHO(tQ—tl)O-Belki‘re:Fl‘P/Qﬁ (:il) (540)

It is clear that we need expressions of the following form:

1 n
Wiaga@) O3 = |:O'3(L]]_ -

X eiHotQ

1 . n
Ty19206)73]

where we have introduced L := m+ ﬁ(—vkl— ﬁ) and used the fact 0 = 1.
It is easy to show that

o3(Ho)"o3 = o3 (L1 —

1
73 (L]l © omr?

1
iO'Qa@)O'g = L]l + Y iO-Qa@
1
= HO —|— 10’28 (541)

We now need the action of this operator on ¢k¢:

0 —i . 1 1
: + _ : —i[kir cos ptp/2]
1090, (i 0 ) i0, |e Wi 1)

1 1
— + _k'z : + = —ilksrcosptp/2)  +
[—k;rsing 2] No
1
= —[E£krsing — i]wi (5.42)
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So we have found:
+k;rsinp—35

Uge_iHO(m_tl)U:z@Di. — e_i [El_mi} (t2— tl)dji (543)

and therefore

2 00
Iﬁh:—(jl>eﬁwi/ dt dty Oty — ty)elErizFitt) gmiEilla=t)

2m

2 7 sin

_/ﬂe(k kg [ 2 ] (15t
V

r )2 . L2r
—_ (_ e:|:19/2/ dt e1(Ef / el(ki_kf)‘r
2m oo v

./m&m)[ﬁ%¥ih (5.44)

[e.e]

where we have substituted t5 — t; by t.
We see that the integral over ¢, gives the factor 2md(E; — E;) and thus we

have found the following expression for the reduced matrix element t}?:

F 2 . d27" . +2k;rsinp—1
(2) 3 —10/2 l(kl—k )'I' T t
t? = 1<—2m) e /_v ellki—ky /oodt o(t)ell It (5.45)

As mentioned in section B we should include a factor exp(—et) in H;(t) and
take € to zero after the calculation. We then get:

[e's]
iQkT‘anf—l _ 1 . £2krsin p—1 _
dt g(t) i prp—— te et __ i e—2mr te et
1i2krsm<p—1 — € 0

—o0 2mr2
: 2
i2mr

(5.46)

- +2krsing — 1 + i€

In the rest of the calculation we will assume that we can take the limit
€ := 2mr?e to zero, that is that we can take € to go to zero faster than r goes

to infinity. We will drop the tilde from now on. Using equation (5.31) again

: (2) ..
we can now write tfi as:

2 i2kr sin & sin(p—0/2)
om, ejFle/z/ / rdrde re ' 3 sin(e ‘ (5.47)
r=0Jo—o V  E2krsing —141ie

As long as k # 0 we can rewrite this double integral as

/ /27r RdeQO R2 1[(sm cos 5 )Rsm<p (sin? —)Rcoscp]
2k Rr=0Jy +Rsing —1+ie

(5.48)
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If we now return to Cartesian coordinates x = Rcosy and y = Rsinp we
have to solve the integral:

> (22 + y?)e(az=by) /°° 214+ =1
dzd _ dad i(az—by)
/_ Y T T e Y T T e ©

[e.e] (e}

o0 ) o0 eiby
— d 2 1)e " lo® dy ————
/oo v (2" +1)e /oo y:l:y—l—i—iejL

/ dz e_i‘”/ dy (14 y)e™ (5.49)

(e o] —00

where we have introduced the symbols a = sinzg and b = sing
already taken the limit of € | 0 in the second term.
The z-integrals are equal to respectively

CoS g and

_d25(a)

w2 d(a)=0 and  d(a)=0 (5.50)

provided that a is not zero.
The second y-integral is equal to

ds(b)
“db

—i +0(b)=0 (5.51)
provided that b is not zero.

To evaluate the first y-integral we can close the contour in the upper half
plane if b is positive and in the lower half plane if b is negative. We have a
simple pole at y = +(1 — ie) and therefore we find this integral to be

/oo » elby _ 0 o for b positi‘ve (5.52)
oo y—1+1e 27ie®(1719)  for b negative
for the + scattering case and
/°° a elty L 2mie (-1 for b positi've (5.53)
oo Yy —1+1i€ 0 for b negative

for the — scattering case.
Taking the limit of € to zero we see that these expressions do not diverge as

long as b # 0. To conclude: we have seen that tﬁ is equal to zero, provided

Singg # 0 and sin g cosg # 0. So for all # not equal to a multiple of m we
have found that scattering from a 1y into a v, and scattering from a ¢,
into a 1y, results in a differential cross section which is zero upto second
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order. Since the zeroth order of S vanishes too if k¢ is not parallel to k;,
we suspect that all even orders may be zero (as long as the scattering angle
differs from some finite number of angles). We are not able to prove this in
general however and we will not go into it any further.

In the next Chapter we will discuss the obtained results. We will also
discuss other previous papers written about this subject.



CHAPTER 6

DI1SCUSSION AND COMPARISON OF THE RESULTS

In this Chapter we will start with a discussion of our own results of Chapter 5
followed by a comparison with the results obtained in previous papers written
about this subject.

6.1 The results

Looking at the cross section formula (5.38) it is clear that we do not find the
Aharonov—Bohm cross section but instead find one with exactly the same
0 dependence a three dimensional Coulomb potential would give. To examine
where this result comes from, we will start with a discussion of the important
ingredients of the model and their effects on the cross section.

Let use first mention however that the result we found is only valid for the
energy region where k% > I since the interaction Hamiltonian H; should be
smaller than H,. Unfortunately this is not the region on which all previous
papers where focusing: they focused on the adiabatic limit in which & — 0.
There are some previous results about this “upper energy” region however
and we will discuss them in the next section.

The model has three important ingredients: the half integer phase factor
/2 and the vector potential A, = 2 both coming from the redefinition
of the fields and the additional potential %03. The effects of the first two
ingredients can be seen most clearly when we neglect the I' potential. As we
have already seen, no scattering occurs in that case. But if we look at the
effect of only the phase factor, so temporarily neglect the whole potential, we
see that the two coupled equations (5.5) reduce to two independent Bessel
equations for ¢4 5 of order n + % (the i disappears as well as the right hand
sides of the coupled equations). The most general solution in the case of only

48
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a double valued phase factor can therefore be written as

(Z;) N Z (Z:) J\n+%\(kr)ei(”+%)¢ 61)

If we compare this with the most general solution for the maximal Aharonov—
Bohm effect

= andyy (kr)e™ (6.2)

we see that the Bessel functions are of the same order. The only difference is
the phase factor. However in these expressions the phase factor is irrelevant
since if we would have solved the maximal Aharonov-Bohm problem using
a multi-valued wavefunction instead of a vector potential we would have
found the same solution (6.2), but with the extra phase factor present. It is
therefore clear that the effect of a multi-valued phase factor is to shift the
order of the Bessel functions with a half and thus to result in a maximal
Aharonov—Bohm effect.

If we now look for single valued solutions of our problem but with the
vector potential we see that the coupled equations (5.5) remain two coupled
equations, only all factors n + % are replaced by n. We therefore get two
different possible orders of the Bessel equation:

\/n2+1:i:n:|nj:1|
4 2

So in this case of only the vector potential, the most general solutions can
be written as:

(ﬁlf - ; o (+11) Tty (Br)e™ (6.3a)
@;)_ - zn:a” (—11> Ty (kr)e™ (6.3b)

We see that the result of including only the vector potential, is the maximal
Aharonov—Bohm effect as well, but it also gives rise to a doubling of the
number of possible solutions; this is caused by the off-diagonal terms. Notice
that both the diagonal and the off-diagonal parts of the vector potential
contribute to the maximal Aharonov—Bohm effect. By neglecting only the
off-diagonal part we therefore get an approximate Aharonov-Bohm effect.
When we combine the vector potential with the multi-valued phase factor
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but still neglect the I potential we see that the Aharonov—Bohm scattering
disappears since the orders of both the Bessel functions are shifted twice over
one half'. There remain two solutions however, which we have already used
in section 5.2 as a starting point for our perturbative calculation.

We will now check that instead of redefining the fields — as we did in
section 4.1 — we could equally well have used the original fields n, which
satisfy the equation

—07n = (—=V? +m*)n + Te¥n* (6.4)

or in terms of p; o

P (g;): [(—v2+m2)]l+r(‘;fsg _SZI;;;)} (g;) (6.5)

This leads again to a non-relativistic Schrodinger equation and again we can
use the two vectors ( ill) as a basis for the vectorial parts of the free solutions.
Notice that again one of the effects of the I' potential H; is to transform a

(L) into a (4):

(cosnp sin ¢ ) (1) _ ( cos p isinp ) _tip ( 1)

) =1 _. . =e . (6.6)
sing —cosy) \£i Fi(cosp +isingp) Fi

So we see that we find exactly the same form for (f| Hy|i) as we derived
in our previous calculation using the redefined fields 7. Only this time the
phase factor in the matrix element comes directly from the I" potential and
not from the states.

Using the original fields instead of the redefined ones makes it easier to see
what changes in the cross section if we consider a vortex of the more general
form <\(r,)> = ve!®, where « is some general real constant: in equation
(5.30) the phase factor exp(ip) changes into exp(icvp). The phase factor in
front of the integral vanishes if we use the original fields so no changes occur
in this factor. According to appendix C the integral is equal to a Bessel
function for integer values of o. For non-integer values it diverges?. Non-
integer values are also forbidden for the simple reason that the A vacuum
must be single valued. So for integer values @ = a we find that the effect is
to change the first order Bessel function in an ath order Bessel function:

w__ 1 2 [ er
7o 2mV (2ksin g2 }eli%l 0 rdr Jo(re (6.7)

J/

-~
=a

"'We get orders 0 and 1 which result in a vanishing cross section.
2We did not prove this in appendix C.
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and therefore the effect of a vortex of the form v exp(iayp) is a factor a? in the
cross section. We now immediately find that the cross section vanishes for
the trivial configuration <A> = v = vexp(i0p) as expected: the scattering
is an effect of the vortex.

It is also interesting to look at the more general case where we imagine
that the I' potential has an r dependence of the form r™. We see that in
that case the integral in expression (5.33) becomes:

14+m i) — 1+m
/0 dr v ™y (2kr sin 2) =~ @ksin 752 /0 dr v ™ Jy (1)

Since the integral is equal to a finite constant (if m > —1) only depending
on m, the cross section will be equal to

1
:—g - (2k sin &)2m+4 (6.8)

2
The fourth power in the cross section is therefore an immediate result of the
constant I' potential. The second power occuring in the Aharonov—Bohm
cross section would be obtained by a factor 1/r in the potential. Let us
check that the Aharonov-Bohm Hamiltonian indeed satisfies this condition
although this perturbative approach will not be very useful because it will
turn out that the higher order terms diverge. According to equation (2.10)
the Aharonov—Bohm Hamiltonian is equal to

V? o —i2ad, + o?

Ho+ Hy=—5——

2m 2mr? (6.9)

Since the free solutions are equal to e H“!=+7<25¢) we see that 19, — kr sin ¢.
The first term of the interaction Hamiltonian therefore reduces to O‘ﬁ;%
The second term is proportional to 1/72, but it is actually a higher order
term since it comes from A2. To lowest order the reduced scattering matrix

element can now be calculated by

(1) _ Tdrdgp ikr(cos(¢—0)—cos p) ak sin Y . 2T
t) = — = — 6.10
s / v mr '9mV tan 6/2 (6.10)

which yields a lowest order cross section equal to

do m2a?

= - A1
dQ 27k tan?6/2 (6.11)

We see that for small angles and small « this looks just like the Aharonov—
Bohm cross section but the typical Aharonov—Bohm o dependence is not
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visible: we cannot see that for a = n + % the cross section is maximal.
This is caused by the perturbation theory approach, in which « is assumed
to be small. Much more important however is that the second order di-
verges: the full Aharonov-Bohm cross section with the important sin®ro
cannot be calculated in perturbation theory. This is a possible risk for all
potentials with a 1/7™ dependence. Interesting is that the factor a in our
vortex <A(r,p)> = ve'% plays the same role as o in the Aharonov—Bohm
effect, which one would perhaps expect from the fact that both cross sections
can be calculated using a multi valued phase factor exp(iap/2). However if
the extra factor 1/r would have been present in the interaction Hamiltonian
resulting in the Aharonov-Bohm sin?§/2 in the denominator, the a? would
disappear from the cross section.

Now let us look at the connection with the Coulomb potential. As we
have seen, the sin #/2 dependence comes solely from the power of r and since
for a three dimensional Coulomb potential we have one factor of » more in
the Jacobian: r?sin¢p drdy versus rdrdy but also one factor of r more in
the denominator of the potential, we see that we will find the same power of
sinf/2. The physical origin however is totally different. It is interesting to
notice that if we would take the three dimensional Coulomb potential in two
dimensions, that is if we would take a 1/r potential in two dimensions we
find the Aharonov—Bohm cross section. Normally one thinks of a logarithmic
potential when talking about a Coulomb potential for two dimensions since
the field strength should have a 1/r dependence to satisfy Gauss’ law. We
can however also think of a three dimensional problem where all particles
are confined to a plane like for example the Aharonov-Bohm effect or the
Quantum Hall effect. In fact for such a system the cross section is calculated
by Law et al. [13] and indeed it yields the Aharonov-Bohm cross section
(plus some extra terms).

6.2 Previous literature

We will start this discussion with the first paper written about the subject,
i.e. that of March—Russell et al. [10]. They found an approximate maximal
Aharonov—-Bohm scattering cross section:

do 1 1

— =——-—1+C(0 6.12
dQ 27k sin29/2[ +CO) (6.12)
where C'(0) is a small correction depending only on # (i.e. not on k). We
have calculated C'(6) numerically and plotted it in figure 6.1. This result

was obtained by ignoring the off-diagonal terms of the Hamiltonian (4.63).
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According to March—Russell et al. a calculation in which they are included

in second order perturbation theory would show that they can be ignored for
small incoming momenta: (2ksinf/2)* < T.

One of the main arguments for ignor-

0.25 ; . . ing them is that the masses of the two

02 L ce — particles are different. This is how-
ever only the case for p; o in the origi-
oo i nal Klein-Gordon equation, but as we
01 . have seen, to derive the non-relativ-
0.05 L i istic Schrodinger equation it was nec-
. essary to take linear combinations of
them, resulting in two particles with

-0.05 L ' L

0 2 n effectively the same mass. This can
also be seen directly from the fact that
. ) . we can equally well use the hermitian
Figure 6.1: The correction C(6) Hamiltonian (4.61) in which the two
masses are equal.

The fact that the off-diagonal terms cannot be taken into account per-
turbatively can also be seen from the first order term of the S-matrix:
(fI H;(t) |i). The wavefunction contains a factor e!(?/2=F7<s¢) = The deriva-

tive of this term to ¢ gives us
i0,,

_ |lksinp 1 1
2mr? 2

2 mr 4mr?

|7) |4) (6.13)
Notice that these two terms are almost equal to the two terms we found in
our naive perturbative calculation of the Aharonov—Bohm effect: again the
first term can be calculated but the second term diverges. The reason we find
almost the same two terms as in the Aharonov-Bohm case is that the off-
diagonal terms play an important role in the cancellation of the Aharonov—
Bohm cross section as we have shown in section 6.1. The second (divergent)
term equals twice the second term in the Aharonov-Bohm case, but combined
with the diagonal potential 1/(47?) they become equal, except for an overall
minus sign. So by neglecting the off-diagonal terms we neglect a part of the
vector potential which is essential for the cancellation of the sin™#/2 cross
section. Taking these terms into account perturbatively therefore means
taking into account the Aharonov—Bohm effect perturbatively which is bound
to fail. This argument is of course only qualitative since we ignored the effects
of T', but still, it makes visible the main problem - the 1/r* term.

We now turn to an other paper, written by Robert Navin [14]. He has
made a very extensive calculation which I will briefly recapitulate. He looks
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for complex solutions with time dependence e~ of the Klein—Gordon and
tries to solve it without ignoring the off-diagonal terms by making a mode
expansion and looking at the large r behaviour. The first step is to make the
assumption that both ¢, and ¢, have the asymptotic form

ikl’g’r' *ik'l,27‘)

(e + e

By substituting these into the coupled differential equations and retaining
only the highest powers in the large r expansion we find the most general
solution

N . . 1 . .
or ﬂ1e1k17+ﬂ2e71k1r 4 1(n+5) ageik2r fage—ikar

i 1 i I 1/2 or 5/2
Y= E ellnta)e | ilnts) T " (6.14)
ikor —ikgr ikyr —ikqr
aie +age + Bie +ae
n r1/2 75/2

where w? =k + m? + T = k3 + m? — T

There are four complex parameters left. Notice however that since k; is
imaginary for energies m? — I' < w? < m? + T, there are two energy regimes
to look at. Navin tries to find the unknown coefficients by taking the limit
of I' — 0 in the upper energy regime since we know we should find Bessel
functions then. He claims to find pure transmission for the upper regime
and the exact maximal Aharonov-Bohm cross section for the intermediate
regime. However the aforementioned limit is ill defined since we see that the
second term of 1; blows up unless o o are of the order of I', but then only
the r=5/2 terms remain and those functions cannot be matched onto Bessel
functions which is necessary to finally calculate the cross section. There
is another more transparent argument to see why this matching cannot be
done: If we match in the upper regime and want to know the solution in the
intermediate regime we should assume that the coefficients have the same
form. But if they do, the coefficient of €*" will be nonzero which means
that the solution is not bounded for large r. The conclusion must be that we
cannot determine the unknown coefficients and therefore cannot make any
further calculation of the cross section.

The article we will discuss next is that of C. R. Hagen [15]. He makes
roughly speaking two remarks. First of all he points out that the gradient
energy of the A field diverges logarithmically since the energy density

2

. v
VAP = |V (ve¥)]? = — (6.15)

r
cannot be integrated over the whole space. Notice that this problem is linked
to the fact that we have only a global gauge symmetry: a local gauge sym-
metry makes it possible to gauge away the nasty gradient term at infinity,
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i.e. the gauge field must approach a pure gauge for r — oo. For an excel-
lent discussion of local vortices - the so called Nielsen-Olesen vortices - see
J. Preskill [16]. For the present global vortex we can overcome the problem
by cutting off the large r behaviour. In fact in calculating the cross section
we already used an extra factor exp(—er) which essentially does this. Ha-
gen worries about the fact that a cut-off would obscure the sin"?#/2 cross
section, since the large r behaviour corresponds to small &k, which is the
momentum regime where March—Russell et al. in their original paper were
looking at. As mentioned before our calculation focuses on larger k, since
only then a perturbative approach can be successful as the Aharonov—Bohm
example has shown to us. Further notice that that v must be much smaller
than ¢ according to the remark in section 4.1 below equation (4.19). This
means that the energy of the A field is much smaller than other energies: we
can take all limits in such a way that there is no problem with a divergent
gradient energy. The second remark Hagen makes is about the fact that
we can find an Aharonov—Bohm cross section by taking a 1/r potential, i.e.
when <A> ~ const/r for large r (see also the article of Law et al. [13]). We
have discussed this already in section 6.1.

We now turn to the review article of A. C. Davis and A. P. Martin [17].
They use the same method as March-Russell et al. in neglecting the off-
diagonal terms since these would connect terms with different masses. They
also claim to make a relativistic calculation but they only use the Klein—
Gordon equation in the way we mentioned in section 5.1: looking for all
solutions to the Schrodinger equation is equivalent to looking for all com-
plex solutions with time dependence e™! to the Klein-Gordon equation.
Indeed they also use equations (2.17)—(2.18) which are only applicable for
non-relativistic situations to calculate the differential cross section. Very in-
teresting however is their discussion of the article of Khazan [18], which is
about certain line defects in liquid *He in the A phase. To be more precise it
is about the dynamics of the so called collective clapping mode near a vortex
with half integer quanta. The equation of motion of this clapping mode is a
Schrodinger equation with a vector potential A = 2—17@ and a scalar potential
U= ﬁ. The vector potential is exactly of the Aharonov—Bohm form leading
to half integer Bessel functions. The effect of the diagonal scalar potential is
just as in the paper of March—Russell et al. to shift this order:

1 1 1
232 22 4=
(n+ 2) — (n+ 2) +7
They (M.—R.) obtained this result by neglecting the off diagonal terms which

leaves them with only the multi-valued phase factor and this scalar potential,
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while Khazan has a single valued function with an Aharonov—Bohm vector
potential and this scalar potential, without ignoring any terms (Khazan actu-
ally has missed the scalar potential and therefore finds the exact Aharonov—
Bohm cross section as Davis and Martin point out). The result of Khazan
is due to an actual Aharonov—Bohm vector potential while March—Russell
et al.’s vector potential is an artifact of the “gauge” transformation. In the
latter experiment all real effects come from I'. So in spite of the fact that the
two cases look very alike they are completely different. For the 3He case the
vector potential really is of the form March—Russell et al. claim it to be, i.e.
without the off-diagonal part. Therefore the cross section for this experiment
is equal to equation (6.12) with C'(f) given by figure 6.1.

So we observe that our results do not agree with most of the work dis-
cussed in this section; the 3He problem however is of a different type and
does deserve further study.



CHAPTER 7

CONCLUSIONS AND OUTLOOK

In contrast with the results presented in all of the previous literature we have
found very strong indications that the so-called frame-dragging model does
not lead to an Aharonov-Bohm cross section. Instead we obtained that to
lowest order in the level splitting parameter % it leads to the cross section

do  2rm* (T 2 1
dQ  k \2m/) (2ksinf/2)*

which has the same 6 dependence as Coulomb scattering in three dimensions,
but we have seen that this is merely a coincidence. An Aharonov—Bohm cross
section would have been obtained if the the vacuum expectation value of the
Higgs field A had a factor 1/r in it.

Because of the perturbative approach our result is only valid for the en-
ergy regime k% > I', while all previous literature focused on the adiabatic
limit where k is small. The odd orders contribute to the cross section only
for scattering from a ¢* to a T, while the even orders contribute only for
situations where the initial and final state are of the same kind. However
the second order contribution vanishes completely as long as the scattering
angle is not equal to an integer multiple of 7.

A more general vacuum expectation value of the form e'*? would lead to
a factor a? in the cross section from which it is clear that the effect we have
found really is linked to the vortex configuration, since a = 0 results in a
vanishing cross section.

One of the main difficulties is the off-diagonal part of the Hamiltonian
which connects the two different particles. In the previous literature it was
claimed that these two have different masses, but as we have shown this
claim is mistaken. This is one of the main reasons why our result differs
from previous ones: the off-diagonal parts are not suppressed for small mo-
menta which was a key assumption used before. Maybe a fully relativistic
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calculation would prevent some of these difficulties. Further research on this
model will be interesting, especially in the adiabatic limit since there are
still no good results for this regime, while it is clear that although not of an
Aharonov—Bohm form the vortex still does induce scattering.

So our result does not support the expectation that the Aharonov—Bohm
effect could be obtained in a theory with global gauge invariance only. Sur-
prisingly enough there is a physical system different from the one we have
studied, where this effect is claimed to occur nevertheless. This is the case of
liquid 3He which is indeed very different from this “frame dragging” model
since it has approximately the Aharonov—Bohm potential without the multi-
valued phase factor to cancel it off. Therefore an Aharonov—Bohm cross
section can be found in it.

Let me conclude by saying that so far we have only looked at this problem
from a theoretical perspective, but that in the end experimental evidence in
support of these ideas would be as desirable as exciting.



APPENDIX A

THE COVARIANT DERIVATIVE

In this appendix we will describe how one can obtain the correct signs for the
covariant derivative using the metric and the Lorentz force law. Throughout
this thesis we will use the metric Diag(1,—1,—1,—1) and therefore 0,0/ =
O=82— V2.

A.1 The covariant derivative

Since in Gaussian units E is equal to —l% VV and B is equal to VA A
the Lorentz force looks like

10A
FLor: ——E—VV‘F /\(V/\A) (A].)
Now we want to know the value of the unknown constant « in
A 2
= Pradd) (A2)
2m
Using the Hamilton equations
o dr
r = E = VpH (A3a)
) dp
H A.3b
p=" = Vr (A.3b)
combined with A = A(r,t) we get
A
_btagh (Ada)
m
. + agA
p=—[V(p+agA)]- % —qVV
A
— _aq(VA)- 1”% vV (A.4D)
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So combining these two we get

A
v=i =P+ (A.5a)
m
p=—-aq(VA) -v—¢VV (A.5b)
Now use these expressions in the Newtonian equation of motion
FLor = mr (A6>
to get
. d ) dA
Flor = mi = mEV =p+ aqg (A.7)
Again using A = A(r,t) we get
dA O0A dr 0A
and therefore the Lorentz force is equal to
A
FLor:p+Oéq (8—+VVA)
ot
0A
=—aq(VA)-v—qVV +aq (E—FV'VA)
0A
=q|apgr = VV —a|(VA)-v—v-(VA)] (A.9)
Since we can write out v A (V A A) as
VA(VAA)=(VA) - v—v-(VA) (A.10)
we can simplify equation (A.9) to
0A
FLor =q [QE —VV—OCV/\(V/\A>:| (Al].)

Using the expressions for E and B we conclude that a must be equal to —1/¢
and we get for the Hamiltonian H
(p + agA)? (p—2A)

H=""2 gV =

- ¢ - A2
2m 2m +av ( )

We are now able to generalize this to a relativistic expression. We have seen
that the momentum p must be replaced by p— %A so the four-momentum p,
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will be replaced by p, —2A,. We want p and A to be the spatial coordinates
of the contravariant four vectors p, and A, i.e. p, = (E/c,p) and A4, =
(V,A). The correct factor ¢ can be found by a simple dimension analysis.
Furthermore we have that 9, = (28, V) and therefore 0" = (20,, —V).
Since p = ?V we must conclude that p, = —?8“ = iho*. This is indeed in
agreement with the fact that £ = H = ih0;. So since we have established
that p, becomes p, — 2A,, we see that we must substitute 9, by 9, +i;LA,
where A, = (V, —A). So to sum up we have found the following relations:

P — %A“ (A.13)
p—p-— %A (A.14)
B, — 0, + i%AM - D, (A.15)
VoV i%A (A.16)

Now we finally need to know the signs and factors in a gauge transforma-
tion. We want to know the transformation behaviour of A,, when 9 transform
as

Y — ) = ey (A.17)

where A is a function of ¢ and r.

The gauge field A, must behave in such a way that the covariant derivative
of a field or wavefunction transforms as a covariant vector, i.e. the following
holds

Dyp — D' = e Dyap (A.18)

Writing this out leads to
. q i
D;L@Z)/ = (aﬂ —I— 1&1421‘) (§] A’ll)

= (0 +i0,A + -4, )

— o (B, + i%A,J " (A.19)

where we have used equation (A.18) in the last step.
Since this must hold for all ¢ we see that A, must satisfy

, he
A=A, — ?0,/\ (A.20)



62 The covariant derivative

It is customary however to absorb the pre-factor in A and we get the following
two relations for a general gauge transformation:

P — @ = WMy (A.21a)
Ay — Al = A, — 9, (A.21b)

In terms of the vector potential A this reads

A—A=A+VA (A.22)



APPENDIX B

THE S-MATRIX FORMALISM

In this appendix an expression for the differential scattering cross section is
derived using the S-matrix formalism. We will do this following Sitenko [19]
Chapter 2 and Gross [11] Chapter 4.

B.1 Introduction

The S-matrix formalism is used when the total Hamiltonian can be split
into two parts: the free Hamiltonian H, and the interaction Hamiltonian
H;, where H; is assumed to be much smaller than Hy, so that its effects
will be small perturbations around the free solutions. Furthermore for the
calculation of the S-matrix it is convenient to use the interaction picture
instead of the Heisenberg or Schrodinger picture. In the interaction picture
the time dependence corresponding to the free Hamiltonian is in the operators
while the time dependence of the interaction Hamiltonian is in the states. So
the interaction Hamiltonian will be equal to:

H;(t) = Uy ' (t)H1(0)Us(t) (B.1)

where Up(t) = e 0! is the free evolution operator while Hy and H;(0) are
the operators as used in the Schrédinger picture. Notice that Hy looks the
same in both pictures.

B.2 The S-matrix

In scattering experiments it is assumed that at ¢ = —oo the particles are
free, then they approach and interact with each other, while at ¢ = oo they
are free again. Calling the initial state 1)(—o0) and the final state 1)(c0) the
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scattering operator S is defined by

(00) = Sip(—o0) (B.2)

It is clear from the normalization of ¢ that S is unitary. Furthermore if the
final and the initial state are the same no scattering has occurred. Scattering
is therefore characterized by the difference of the initial and final state:

Tip(—00) := S¢p(—00) — 1h(—00) (B.3)

Notice that this is the same reasoning as used in the previous section where
the scattering amplitude was defined by the difference between the total wave
function and the incoming plane wave.

Since the initial and final states are assumed to be free they can be
expanded in the complete orthogonal set of solutions to the free Hamiltonian:

@Z)(_OO) = ch¢n (B4a)

where the sum is to be read as an integral over k and a sum over the + and —
states. Substituting these into definition (B.2) and using the orthogonality
of the ,, we obtain:

dn = cm (0| SIm) = cmSum (B.5)

m m

and therefore if we assume the initial state is a certain eigenstate such that
only one ¢, # 0 we see that the S-matrix elements are equal to the expansion
coefficients d,, of the final state. The probability of finding the system in the
final state 1, if it was initially in the state 1, is therefore equal to |S,,|*.
From the unitarity of S it immediately follows:

D 1Sl =D SnnSum = D (S mnSnm = (S78)mum = 1 (B.6)

n

So indeed the total probability is unity.
The total transition probability as a result of scattering is equal to

where 7,,, is the matrix element of 7 between the states v, and 1,,. The
total transition probability per unit time w,,_, can be found by dividing
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W—n by the time T in which the transition takes place. To find an expres-
sion for this w,,_., we write 7, in terms of a new quantity t,,,, the reduced
transition matrix element:

Tom = —2mitymd(E,, — E) (B.8)
With this definition we find

210(E,, — Ey)
— _ 2 m n
Win—sy, = 270 (Epy — ) |tm] 7lgrolo T
/2 (B —En)t
fTT ,dte
o e * Jim =T
=218(E,, — Ep)|t nm|2 (B.9)

Our next task is to find an expression for S, in terms of the interaction
Hamiltonian H;. For this purpose we introduce the time evolution operator
U(t, to)i

Y(t) = Ul(t, to)v(to) (B.10)

In the interaction picture the time dependence of the wave functions is solely
due to the interaction Hamiltonian:

10pp(t) = Hi(t)y(t) (B.11)
and therefore
10U (t,to) = Hi(t)U(t,t0) (B.12)

which is valid since equation (B.11) applies for arbitrary ().
It is clear that the evolution operator should also satisfy the boundary con-
dition U(ty,ty) = 1. We can now write down an integral equation

Ultte) = 1—i / 4t H (YU (L) (B.13)

to

which can be iterated to yield

1—1/ at’ Hy(t') + (—i) /dt/ At Hy (') H (") + - -- (B.14)
to

It can be shown that this can also be written as

Ut to) = dt1 dt2 dt T(H;(t1)H(tz) -~ Hi(t,))

= Te~ f‘“’Hf(t (B.15)
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where we have introduced the time ordering operator 7" which orders its
argument chronologically:

HI(tl)HI(tQ) t1 >ty

H](fz)H[(h) to > 1 (B16>

T(H[(t1>H[(t2)) - {

and similarly for more than two arguments.
By comparing definitions (B.2) and (B.10) we see that we can define the
S-matrix by

= lim U(t,t) = Te oo 4t Hi(#) (B.17)

t—o00
A few remarks about the derivation of this expression should be made.

In the first place the interaction Hamiltonian H;(t) = efo! H;(0)e ot gen-
erally does not vanish for t = 400 which is needed because the initial and
final states should be free states. We can however insert a factor exp(—e|t|)
and after the calculation take e — 0.
Secondly the result is independent from any constant multiple of the identity
in Hy since this part commutes with everything and therefore vanishes from

Hy(t).

B.3 The scattering cross section

We can now derive an expression for the differential scattering cross section in
terms of the reduced transition matrix elements. The differential scattering
cross section is defined by

do # particles scattered into d{2 per sec. (B.18)

ao - # particles incident per sec. - # scatterers per area
where:

e The number of particles scattered into df2 per second is equal to the sum
of wy,_.,, over all final states |n) which have their momentum vector in
the solid angle d2. In the continuum limit this sum goes to an integral
as follows:

> Anw —>v/ Ak (B.19)
e kindo (27)? e '

where V' is the total space which is infinite, but we will see that in the
final result all factors V' will cancel.
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e The number of incoming particles per second is equal to the volume
swept out per second Av times the density of the beam which is equal
to 1/V since we consider one incoming particle in the whole space.

e The number of scatterers is also assumed to be one and therefore the
number of scatterers per area is equal to 1/A.

In two dimensions areas should be substituted by line elements, total volumes
by total areas and solid angles by angles.
We can now write down the differential scattering cross section:

do 1 / Ph oy
d

Qv i (27)2
1 d?k

= —/ ———278(Ey — Ep) |Vt (B.20)
v Jag (27)?

where the reduced transition matrix t,,, was defined in equation (B.8):
—27i6( By — Ep)tum = Tom = (n| Te o HIE) _q ) (B.21)

Notice that the effect of using 7 instead of S is to remove the zeroth order.



APPENDIX C

BESSEL FUNCTIONS

In this appendix some important properties of Bessel functions are stated
together with the proofs of used relations involving Bessel functions. We use
the convention that Roman indices are integer while Greek indices are real.
All citations are taken from Watson [20]; we will indicate the appropriate
Chapters between square brackets.

C.1 Basicrelations involving Bessel functions

Bessel functions are solutions to the Bessel equation:

2 d%J,(z) N ZdJl,(z)

dz? dz
The constant v is called the order. For non-integer order all solutions can
be written as a linear sum of J, and .J_,, while for integer order all solutions
can be written as a linear sum of J,, and Y,,, the Bessel functions of the first

and second kind respectively.
Bessel used as definition of J,, [§2.2]:

+ (2 =13 J,(2) =0 (C.1)

In(2) = /0 7Td(p cos(nyp — zsin @) (C.2)

which Hankel has generalized to
2+ ) )
Jn(z) = / dyp ellne==sing) (C.3)

For general order the Bessel functions of the first kind can be defined by a
series solution:
(1) (Bysem

m!T'(v+m+1) (G-4)

J(z) =)

0
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These are the Bessel functions of the first kind. The Bessel functions of
the second kind of integer order are all defined from the zeroth order Bessel
function of the second kind Yj [§3.57]:

ng(z) = YO(2) + (v — log 2) Jo(2) (C.5)

where « is Euler’s constant, and Y(® is Neumann’s function of the second
kind defined by

YO(2) = Jo(2)log 2 — 25 (21 Ton(2) C.6

(2= h(z) gz~ 23— (C.6)

The higher order Bessel functions can be found using the recurrence relations
2v

Jy-1(2) + Jpya(z) = ?Ju(z) (C.7a)

Jy_1(2) = Jpia(2) = 2J,(2) (C.7b)
2v

Y,1(2) + Yoa(z) = 7Yl,(z) (C.7c)

Y,_1(2) = Y,1(2) = 2V, (2) (C.7d)

The small z behaviour of J,(2) follows immediately from equation (C.4):
(32)"
J,(2) 7 —2—— vz C.8
()~ [ HOE) (C3)

and we therefore see that the negative order Bessel functions of non-integer
order all diverge near the origin while the positive order Bessel functions all
go to zero. The negative integer order Bessel functions are finite near the
origin which follows from the original definition (C.2) given by Bessel. Tt
is also clear from the fact that they are linearly dependent on the positive
integer order Bessel functions:

Jn(—=2) = (=1)"J.(2) (C.9a)
J_n(2) = (=1)"J,(2) (C.9b)
Yo(=2) = (=1)"Y,(2) (C.9¢)
Y . (2) = (=1)"Y,(2) (C.9d)

These relations follow immediately from the relations in [§3.61] and [§3.62].
The Bessel functions of the second kind Y, all diverge near zero. For non-
integer values of v this follows from the relation connecting Y, with Jy,
[63.61]:

Yo(z) = Jy(z) cosvm — J_,(2) (C.10)

sin v
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For integer order we will determine the leading behaviour near zero in section
C.2.
The large z asymptotic expansion of J,(z) [§7.21] is

where (v, m) is defined using the Gamma function:

Fv+m+3)
(v,m) = 1
m! T(v —m+ 3)

We end this section with the expansion of exp(—izcosp) in terms of
Bessel functions. According to Watson [§2.22]:

o izcosp _ JO(Z) + Z [ein(%—w)(_l)n + e—in(%‘@)] Jn(z)
n=1

o

= Jo(z) + Z [e_i”% e Y 4 e_i"gei”“"} In(2)
n=1

= > erallee g, (2) (C.12)

n=—oo

C.2 Some proofs

First we will prove that the Bessel functions of the second kind Y,,(2) behave
like

2 Jog ~ forn =20
Yo(z) =™ . C.13
=) {—2 5:;1)! forn >0 ( )

For n = 0 we can use definitions (C.5) and (C.6) combined with the series
expansion (C.4) from which it follows that Jy(z)logz ~ logz is the only
term in Yj(z) which diverges near zero. So the small z behaviour of Yj is
determined by the first term in the Neumann function. The higher order
behaviour can be found by adding the recursion relations (C.7c) and (C.7d):

!

Yo (2) = gYn(z) —Y (C.14)

n
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For n = 0 we find

/ 2 2
Yi(z) = =Y, (2) = ( 7Tlog,z) = (C.15)
which satisfies (C.13).
By induction it is now easy to prove the general formula.
We continue with the proof of relation (5.35). Instead of proving the
relation directly we shall prove a much more general relation from which
many similar relations can be derived:

o 1
dz J,(z)e” % = =
/0 (=) \/62+1<e+\/62+1)

which is valid for if € > 0 and if Re(v) > —1 or v € Z.
We shall prove it only for the special case v € Z. See also [§13.2] and reference
[21]. Notice that this integral is not equal to

o) 1 27 ) )
dz e — d i(rvp—zsinp) C17
/0 ze o /0 pe ( )

since equation (C.3) is valid only for integer order.
The only integral we really need is the above integral for n = 0, which we
will evaluate using Bessel’s original definition (C.2)

(C.16)

1

T or

27 1 2 o
Jo(2) / de cos(zsinp) = %Re/ dp e7#5m¥ (C.18)
0 0

We see we have to calculate

1 21 0o o
Re<— / dy / dz e—2<6+lsm¢>) (C.19)
2m J, 0

The z-integral is easy to evaluate since its integrand is analytical:

() —z(e+isinp)
/ dZ e_Z(E-Hsincp) — € e
0 e+ 1isingp

> 1
0 € +1smy

where the factor exp(—ez) ensures the vanishing at the upper boundary.
We have therefore found

oo 1 27 1
dz Ji % =Rel| — dp ——
/0 @ Jo(z)e e<27r/0 7 6+ising0>

2
€ 1
= — dp ——— C.21
2 Jo e + sin¢p ( )
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Since the integrand is symmetrical under the substitution ¢ — ¢ + 7 we can
also take the boundaries from 0 to 7:

2 [T 1 /2 1
£ dp ————= E/ dp ———— (C.22)
27 J, e +sin‘p /) p T €+ cosPp

By dividing the numerator and the denominator by cos?p we find:

€ /”/2 dtan ¢ 1 1 /OO du
T Joerp €(1 + tan*p) + 1 T rVerl Jour+1
1 [atanu * 1

5 ::——7;———* ((123)
e +1 oo e +1

™

where we have made the substitution v = ﬁ tan ¢ in the first step.
To prove the general relation (C.16) (for integers) it will be convenient to
introduce the notation

Gn(e) :== /000 dz J,(z)e” (C.24)

Using the recursion relation (C.7b) we find

%[Gn+1(6) — Groa(e)] = — /000 dz J, (z)e™
=— [Jn(z)e’“ :o—e/o dz J,(z)e™
Som
= 0on, — €Gp(€) (C.25)

It is clear from the definition of G,,(¢) that G_,(z) = (—1)"G,(2) and there-
fore

Gi(z) = Gi(2) — G_1(2) = 1 — €Gy(z) =

2 _
€ Ve +1 € 1 (C.26)

VeI T Vel Vaii(eiver)
For general integer v formula (C.16) can now be proven using induction from
the recursion relation (C.25) combined with the expressions for Gy(e) and
(;1(6).
Using this general formula (C.16) it is easy to derive a general expression
for the important set of integrals

/OO dz zJ,(z)e” (C.27)
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by differentiating G, (e¢):

dG() 1 e+uvver+1
- 1/6 — -
de (€2 +1)3/2 (e+Ver+1)

It is clear that for v = 1 we find equation (5.35). Taking the limit of € | 0,
we find the important relation

/00 dz zJ,(2)e” " = — (C.28)

[e.o]

lim dz zJ,(2)e ™ =v (C.29)
el 0

By using the recursion relation (C.7a) we can also find expressions for
another important set of integrals

ke e 1 [T
/0 dz 76 = 5/0 dz (Jy_1<Z) + Jy+1(2))

1

= 5 (Gy_l(e) + Gy+1(€))
1 1 2

= +vVe2+1) +1
2w /—62 1 (€+ /—62 T 1)1/+1 \|:(‘E Gv ) i|/

2[@%}@
1 ! (C.30)

v (e+vVe+1)"

It is clear that this integral diverges if v = 0.
We end this section with a derivation of a recursion relation for the most
general form of all these integral expressions:

o0

F" = lim dz J,(z)e” 2" (C.31)
€l0 0

Together with the previous results (C.16) and (C.27)

FO = (C.32a)
Fl=v (C.32b)
we can then find expressions for all v and m. Since J,(2) ~ 2" for v ¢ Z and

Jo(2) ~ 2"l for n € Z it is clear that we have the restrictions v +m > —1
|n| +m > —1. From the recursion relation (C.7a) it follows

1
i(Fﬁl +F)) =vE! (C.33)



74 Bessel functions

and from relation (C.7b)

1 o /

SR~ F) =i [ dz 7))o
:1 |:JV €z m‘oo
im (z)e™“z . +
> m
li d — =) (z)e”
i 2 (€= —)Ju(z)
= —mF"! (C.34)

where the vanishing of the boundary term follows from the fact that we have
already taken |v| > —m. We have furthermore assumed that F* is finite so
that the first term - involving € - in the remaining integral vanishes.

By adding and subtracting these two relations we find

F'i=@wv-mF"" = F'"'=Ww-m)F", (C.35a)

v

Fl' = (w+m)F! (C.35b)
By combining these two relations we find
Frtl = (02 —m?)Ft (C.36)

which is valid as long as |v| > —m.
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