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Chapter 1

Introduction: the field-free
Schrodinger hydrogen atom

The starting point of the discussion is the stationary Schrédinger equation
HU = EV (1.1)

for the two-body problem consisting of a nucleus (n) and an electron (e).
The Hamiltonian reads

~ 2
~ P,

A2 Z2
f=Pn oy P ‘

om, | 2m, 4dmeg|re — 1y

(1.2)

with
m, = N1836m, ; m.~9.1 x 1073 kg

and N being the number of nucleons (N = 1 for the hydrogen atom itself,
where the nucleus is a single proton).

The first step is to separate this two-body problem into two effective
one-body problems.

1.1 Reduction to an effective one-body prob-
lem

e Consider the (classical) coordinate transformation

(Te,PesTnyPn) — (R,P,r,p)



definitions : M = me+m, =~ m,
metny,
no= o Me
me +my,
R — MnTn+Mele ~T
M " center — of — mass
. motion
P:pe+pn:MR ~ Pn
r=r,—r .
¢ " relative
p — Iui. — mnpeJQmepn ~ pe mOtlon

e QM transformation analogously
(f'e7f)67f'n7f)n) — (R7P7f'7f))

insertion into Eq. (1.2) yields

~

. P2 p? —7e?
A= 42 vy, (v - )
2M * 21 +Vir) (r) Amegr
= I:ICM + FIrel

(1.4)

Eq. (1.4) is the Hamiltonian of a non-interacting two-(quasi-)particle

system < can be separated into two one-particle problems:

ansatz : U(r,R) = ®cn(R)gra(r)

— Schrodinger equations (SEs)

~ h2
Heu®eu(R) = _WV?{(DCM(R) = Ecvu®em(R)
. h? Ze?
Hrel(prel(r) = ——V? -
21 dmegr

with E = Eoy+ Ere
Equation (1.6) can be solved without difficulty:
— (I)CM(R) = Ae'KR

free — particle
K=1P
h motion

_ RPK?
ECM_ oM

(1.5)

(1.6)

) ¢rel(r) = Erel@rel(r) (17)

(1.8)



Equation (1.7) can be solved analytically, but before we sketch the
solution we consider some general properties/features of the quantum
central-field (V(r) = V(r)) problem.

1.2 The central-field problem for the relative
motion

Consider H.y=—+ V(r)

(1.9)
One can show that H,.; is invariant with respect to rotations, and therefore
commutes with the angular momentum operator

1=#xp. (1.10)

This is a manifestation of angular momentum conservation. In particular,
the operators H,.;, 12,1, form a complete set of compatible operators, i.e.,

[I:L"ehiz] = [ﬁrelu lAz] = [127Zz] =0 (111>

— they have a common set of eigenstates. The eigenstates of 12, [, are the
spherical harmonics Y7,,.

—  ansatz Gret(r) = Ry(r)Yim (0, 9) C(L12)

insertion into Eq. (1.7) for Hamiltonian (1.9) yields the radial SE

~2 2

D RAU(T+ 1)

Lt S s — E = 1.1

{m S V)~ B Bulr) =0 (1.13)
h2
Wlth ]572« = —T—28T(7"28T>
12

and operator identity p° = pi+—

(can be proven in spherical coordinates in coordinate space).

Useful definition : yi(r) =rR(r) (1.14)



e+ e U6 - l(l;”]ymr) =0 (1.15)
(Fa=poc. V= 00)

1.3 Solution of the Coulomb problem

The radial Eq. (1.15) is very similar to the one-dimensional SE. There are,
however, two important differences. First, the total (effective) potential con-
sists of two parts

[(l+1) r500

Ufti(ry = U@r)+ 0

,
N "angular momentum barrier”

(cf. classical central-field problem) Second, the boundary conditions are dif-
ferent.

a) Boundary conditions

e r—10

|orea(r)[* = [Ri(r)|*[Yim (0, ) |* < 00
in particular for r =0
— 'regularity condition’
%(0)=0 (1.16)

e r—> 00

1. E,e <0 (bound spectrum)

IR / PR) dr [ i (6.)F do
:/ 2(r) dr < oo
0

(square integrable solutions required)

T—00

= y(r) — 0 (‘strong’ boundary condition)



2. E,.q > 0 (continuous spectrum)
— oscillatory solutions y;(r) for r — oo

note: for E,, > 0 the solution leads to Rutherford’s scattering formula
(which is identical in classical mechanics and QM)

b) Bound-state solutions

definition : K2 = —e >0
Aregh?
o = T9 ~ 05310 m
e
for = m., a = a is the ‘Bohr radius’

— radial Eq. (1.15):

(d_z_ I(1+1) _i_%_Kz)yl(r):O (1.17)

dr? r2 ar

transformation: z = 2kr

& _1 &
dr?  4k2 dr?
LI+l A1

asymptotic solutions:

l. z —

(M
+
sy
CE”\H

—  ylz) = Ae”

because of yj(x — 00) =0 — B=0



2.2 —0

> 1(l+1)
- <@ 2 u(z) =0
A
— yl(l’) = ; + BSL’I+1

because of 1;(0) =0 <— A=0.

This consideration motivates the following ansatz
y(x) = 2e 3y (2). (1.19)

Insertion into Eq. (1.18) yields a new differential equation for v;(x):
— d—2+(2l—i—2— )i—(l+1—>\) () =0 (1.20)
S(dez T dx vilxr) = L. .

The square integrable solution of (1.20) ("Kummer’s’ or 'Laplace’s’ differen-
tial eq.) are known; they are the associated Laguerre polynomials:

L) = Sy —

=0 (p— )k + )5

More specifically:

= n-—-1>1

r=n—101—1>0
v(z) = L2 (2) (n " - )

Z
A= —, n=12. (1.21)

KnQ

with n

The detailed treatment shows that the integrability of the solutions requires
A= % to be positive, integer numbers — quantization of x (i.e. quantiza-
tion of the energy)?

= yulr) = AnlrlJ’le_“”rLilfll_l(Q/{nr)

1One finds the square integrable solutions of (1.20) explicitly by using the ansatz v;(x) =
> bﬁxi and by taking the boundary (and regularity) conditions into account.



and properly normalized wave functions take the form

r) = r _ (n—l 1)‘ +1 l+2
#rei(r) = Ppim (1) 7[(n+l” Va

x rle™ " L2 (2k,7)Yim (6, ) (1.22)
n>0
= Ru(r)Vim(0,¢)  1<n—1
1 <m<]
The quantization condition (1.21) yields
h? Z?
Eau=E, = ——_2 —1,2,.. 1.2
: 2ua? n? " (123)
Z2
~ 136V (1.24)
The lowest-lying hydrogen eigenfunctions (‘orbitals’):
n Il m n=n—1-1 <pnlm(r) -E,
10 0 0 Is %(Q e RZ?
3
2 0 0 1 25 4&(%)2( )e z 2
2 1 0 0 2po 1 (%) (%)e %a cos B RZ?
4V2m : 42
2 1 +1 0 2 Tk (2)(£)e Fsimpetie 22

with R = 13.6 eV




Ea S p d
0__
n=3+
3s  3p,3p,3p, 3d,3d,3d,3d, 3d,
n=2+
2s  2p, 2p, 2p,
n=lf Ty

Figure 1.1: Energy spectrum of the Schrodinger-Coulomb problem. Note that
n—oo

the Coulomb potential supports infinitely many bound states (£, — 0).

Degeneracy of energies (which depend only on n)

given n [=0,1,....,n—1
given [ m=—I,..,1
n—1
= > @+1)=n
1=0
— each energy level E, is n?-fold degenerate. Note that all central-field
problems share the (2[4 1)-fold degeneracy which originates from rotational
invariance. The fact that the energies do not depend on n,., [ separately, but
only on n = n, + [ + 1 is specific to the Coulomb problem (one names n
the principal quantum number and n, the radial quantum number, which
determines the number of nodes in the radial wave functions).
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In QM, the wave functions themselves are (usually) not observable, but
their absolute squares are

pan(®) = Lounl®)? = B [Yi (0.0)P
2
YT
Vil 6.0) (1.25)

If [ poim(r)d®r =1 one interpretes ppu,(r)d®r as the probability to find the
electron in the volume [r,r + dr|. For spherically symmetric potentials it is
useful to also define a radial probability density by

pulr) = / Vi (0. 0)]2 42
— 2 (1.26)

pni(r)dr is the probability to find the electron in the interval [r,r + dr]

Momentum space representation

So far we have worked in coordinate space, in which states are wave func-
tions ¢(r). It is also possible — and insightful — to look at the problem
in another, e.g., the momentum space representation, which is connected to
the coordinate space representation by a (three-dimensional) Fourier trans-
formation. Using the Dirac notation one can obtain momentum space wave
functions by considering

Onim(P) = (PlPnim) = / (PIr) (r|Qnim)d°r

1 ;
T 2np? / TP O (r)dr (1.27)

To work out the three-dimensional Fourier transform one uses the expan-
sion of a plane wave in spherical coordinates

00 L
e T =AY Z Ve gL (k) Yoar () Y0, (Q0) (1.28)
L=0 M=—1TL
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with p = hk and the spherical Bessel functions j,.

1 o0 L 00

S oun(p) = r——3 3 (=it / vy (k) By (r)dr
[2mh)2 T =L 0

x / Vi)Y (0)dD, Yiar ()

1 ey
[27Th]% (_Z) /0 T Jl(kT)an(T)dr YZm(Qk)

= Pu(p)Yim (S2). (1.29)

= 47

Probability densities can be defined in the same way as in coordinate space

Prum(P) = |enm(P)[?
pul(p) = P*Ph(p). (1.30)

1s 2s 2p

Figure 1.2: Radial hydrogen 1s, 2s, 2p wave functions (blue) and probability
densities (red) in coordinate space.

The maximum of the 2p probability density is shifted to smaller r com-
pared to the 2s state. We can understand this qualitatively in the following
way. Both states 2s,2p correspond to the same eigenenergy. The 2s state has
a contribution at small r (the first lobe), for which the potential energy is
rather large as the nucleus is close. By contrast, the 2p state approaches 0
for small distances (remember the angular momentum barrier: only s states
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do not approach zero for r — 0). To compensate for the stronger binding
energy of the 2s state at small r the 2p state has to have its only maximum
at smaller r compared to the second maximum of the 2s state.

03

3s 3p 3d

Figure 1.3: Radial hydrogen 3s, 3p, 3d wave functions (blue) and probability
densities (red) in coordinate space.

05 1
k k

Figure 1.4: Radial hydrogen 1s, 2s, 2p wave functions (blue) and probability
densities (red) in momentum space.

The number of nodes in momentum space and coordinate space is the
same. Note that the momentum profile of 2s is restricted to rather small
momenta. Loosely speaking, the inner lobe of the momentum distribution
corresponds to the outer lobe of the distribution in coordinate space: When
the electron is far away from the nucleus the momentum is relatively small
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(and vice versa). This phenomenon is related to the uncertainty principle.
The inner lobe in coordinate space is rather sharp, whereas the outer lobe in
momentum space extends over a relatively wide range of momenta (and v.v.).
But note that this is not a rigorous argument, because the radial momentum
is NOT the canonical momentum of the radial coordinate, i.e., they do not
fulfill standard commutation and uncertainty relations.

W LS 0 05 1 15
k k

Figure 1.5: Radial hydrogen 3s, 3p, 3d wave functions (blue) and probability
densities (red) in momentum space.

Check the Maple file hydrogen.mw for more details!

1.4 Assorted remarks

a) More (mathematical) details about the Coulomb problem can be found
in any QM textbook, in particular in [Gri|, Chap. 4.1-4.3.

b) Hydrogen-like ions
We have solved not only the (Schrédinger) hydrogen problem (Z = 1),
but also the bound-state problems of all one-electron atomic ions (e.g.
He™, Li**,...) for Z = 2,3, ... Note that F, oc Z2.

c¢) Exotic systems

.. are also solved
(a) positronium (ete™)
(b) muonium (p*e™)

(¢) muonic atom (pu~)
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In these cases one has to take care of the different masses compared to
the hydrogen problem. Note that E, oc p = ™2

mi+me’

Corrections

The spectrum determined by Eq. (1.23) is the exact solution of the
Schrodinger-Coulomb problem, but not exactly what one sees experi-
mentally. The reason is that the Schrodinger equation is not the ulti-
mate answer, e.g., it has to be modified to meet the requirements of
the theory of special relativity. Therefore, corrections show up, which
lead to a (partial) lifting of the degeneracy. This will be discussed later
on.

Atomic units

So far, we have used SI units (as we are supposed to). In atomic and

molecular physics another set of units is more convenient and widely

used: atomic units. The starting point for their definition is the Hamil-

tonian 2 )
- e
Hg = —=——V?

2m. " Admwegr

(1.31)

(i.e., the one of Eq. (1.7) for Z = 1 and u — m,). Four constants show
up in this Hamiltonian — way too many — and so they are all made
to disappear!

Recipe

e measure mass in units of m,

e measure charge in units of e

e measure angular momentum in units of A

e measure permittivity of the vacuum in units of 4me

In other words, atomic units (a.u.) are defined by setting m, = e =
h=4meqg = 1.

Consequences

L4 Ha.u. - _lv2 -1
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length: let’s look at Bohr’s radius

 Amegh?

ag = =0.53-10"m = la.u.

mee?
energy: let’s look at the hydrogen ground state H(1s)

2
by = _Lz = —13.6eV = —0.5a.u. = —0.5 hartree = —1 Rydberg
2meag

time: let’s do a dimensional analysis

distance  distance x mass distance? x mass

time = = =
speed momentum angular momentum

sty = WM — 94,1075 = 1 au.

fine structure constant (dimensionless)

e? 1
o= ~—.
deghc 137

In atomic units we have a = 1/¢, i.e. ¢ = 137 a.u. Thus, one
atomic unit of velocity corresponds to 2.2 - 10° m/s. This is also
obtained by using vy = ag/tp.



Chapter 2

Atoms in electric fields: the
Stark effect

What happens if we place an atom in a uniform electric field? One observes
a splitting and shifting of energy levels (spectral lines). This was first dis-
covered by Johannes Stark in 1913, i.e. in the same year, in which Bohr
developed his model of the hydrogen atom. Later on, this problem was one
of the first treated by Schrédinger shortly after the discovery of his wave
equation. Schrodinger used perturbation theory, and this is what we will do
in this chapter.

The first step is to figure out what kind of modification a classical electric
field brings about. Let’s assume the field E is oriented in positive z-direction:

E = Fk (2.1)
The associated electrostatic potential reads
O(r)=-E-r=—-F=z (2.2)
— potential energy of an electron
W(r) = —ed(r) =elFz (2.3)
has to be added to the Hamiltonian. The task then is to solve
H|pa) = Ealpa) (2.4)

for (using atomic units from now on)

. 1 1
H=-—-V*--4+F 2.5
2V 7ﬂ+ z (2.5)

16
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Taking a look at the total potential (Coulomb + Stark) one finds that
tunnelling is possible — i.e. in a strict sense the Hamiltonian (2.5) does not
support stationary states. Eventually, a bound electron will tunnel through
the barrier and escape from the atom. In practice, however, the Stark po-
tential is weak compared to the Coulomb potential and the tunnel effect is
unimportant unless one studies highly-excited states. This is why we can
apply stationary perturbation theory (PT).

2.1 Stationary perturbation theory for non-
degenerate systems

a) General formalism

Task: solve stationary SE

FI|‘PO¢> = Faolta) (2.6)

decompose R R )
H=Hy+W (2.7)

and assume that the eigenvalue problem of Hy is known

Holgl) = ED|Q%),  (¢2]05) = dag (2.8)

We seek solutions of. Eq. (2.6) in terms of a Taylor (like) expansion based on
the (nondegenerate) eigenvalues and eigenstates of the 'unperturbed problem’
Eq. (2.8). Therefore, we require that the 'perturbation’ W be small. Let’s
introduce a smallness parameter A:

W= with A<1 (2.9)
(2.6 A R
E (Ao +20)[pa(N) = Ea(V)lpalV) (2.10)
Taylor expansions about A = 0:
dE.(\) 1d2E,(\)
E,(\) = EBOY 4 /21 N4 _——© N4+ (211
() T LA e | N 2

[a() = I+ [oa( g A+ - (212)
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We need to find expressions for the derivatives in Egs. (2.11), (2.12):
consider derivative of. Eq. (2.10):

d‘i (Ho+)\w Ea(\ ))|%(A)>=o

= (Ho+ 2 = Ba)Iga(N) + (@ = EL(N))lpalN) =0
(B =52 ete)
< (s = BaWIeh () + (25Nl = B4 (V) |ealN) =0

)a=p
= E,(N) = (pa(V)[d]ea(N)) (2.13)

i) a #
— I = S .14
In order to use Eq. (2.14) for an expansion of |¢/,) in terms of the orthonormal

basis {|¢a)} we have to consider the coefficient (¢q ()]} (X)) in addition.
If we assume that (p,(A)|¢L(A)) = (@) (N)|pa(N)) (i.e. we choose real states
which is not a restriction) we can show that

(La(N]ga(A)) =0

proo 2 (eaMlgalV) = {ehNeal) + (eaNIg (V)
! = gLV = 0
S = Zw VL)
- Z<§j§§§'_'§;@?|@gu>> 215

Ba
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Let’s also consider the 2"¢ derivative term in Eq. (2.11):
d? d _, . .13 d .
BB = B il
= (aWNd]ea(X)) + {a(N)]D]e,(A))
(2.15) \% |w\<ﬂﬁ( )2
2 (2.16)
Z Ea(A) — Eg()

Higher order terms can be calculated by differentiating expressions (2.15),
(2.16) successively. We stop here and insert (2.13)—(2.16) in the Taylor ex-
pansions (2.11), (2.12):

Eo(\) = B + Mpa(0)|d]¢a(0))

5 (2[5 0)
“; ,(0) — E5(0)

0 |92
= E ((pa|W|<pa + ZW 4+ ... (2.17)
BFa B
(2% W|¢0)
paV) = I¢l) + ST Mali0y (2.18)
7 EO — B

Egs. (2.17), (2.18) are the standard expressions for the lowest-order correc-
tions — the glorious result of this section!

Remarks:

1. Derivation and result are valid only if EY + Eéo) (i.e. no degeneracies)

2. Convergence of perturbation series?
This cannot be answered in general. In some cases, perturbation ex-
pansions do converge, in some they do not, and in some other cases the
perturbation series turns out to be a so-called semi-convergent (asymp-
totic) series.

Consistency criterion for convergence (cf. Eq. (2.18))

(I [65)
— K1, for a # 8
EY - Y ( )
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3. In practice, ’exact’ calculations beyond 1%¢ order in the energy are often
not feasible due to (infinite) sums over all basis states (cf. Eq. (2.17)).

4. Literature: [Gri], Chap. 6.1; [Lib], Chap. 13.1

b) Application to H(1s) in an electric field

Ingredients (in atomic units):

1 -7
pis(r) = ﬁe
EY = —05au
= Fz
1%t-order energy correction:
1
AEY) = (ph[W]e.) (2.19)

= —/ 2y cos Od>r
2m
= —/ 3 _zrdr/ cos@dcos@/ dy
-1 0

00 1
= F/ r3e " dra?
0

The 2"-order energy correction

—0 (2.20)

-1

(with = cos6)

Z |<<P(1)5|FZ|SO%>|2

ERRER

AEDY =
B#1s

is hard to calculate due to the infinite sum (which actually also involves
an integral over the continuum states). Let us content ourselves with an
estimate.

Note that {2 — EY <0, i.e., AE{Y <0.
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Consider
0 0\|2 2
(2) o 2 |<9015|Z‘906>‘ F 0 0 0 0
|AE15 ‘ = I Z E(O) _ E(O) < E(O _ E(O) Z<9015|Z‘906><905‘z|9015>
B#1s B8 1s n=2 1s B#1s

P 0 0N/, 04[] 0 0 0\/,0 0
= m <<¢1s|zz lea) (Pl 2lels) — (Prsl2lens) (P12l ens)

B
8F? (2.20) 8F?
One finds (¢9,]22]©%,) =1 and obtains
@) _ 82 .
|AEY| < §F quadratic Stark effect (2.21)
The exact result (see [Shal, Chap. 17) is
@ _ 9
AB) = —<F (2.22)

Interpretation:
Consider a classical charge distribution p in an electric field. The associated
potential energy is

W = / p(r)®(r)d*r = —F / p(r)zdr
= —Fd,

where d, is the z-component of the dipole moment.
Link this to QM by recognizing that p(r) = —|¢(r)|* (atomic units!).

> do == [lon)Padr = ~(oullon)
Now use Eq. (2.18) to obtain

2 16
+ 0N ~ —FAE@ <G F

(sl 2l )
de==2F ) 7 0
B

)
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Summary:

° AEE) = 0 expresses the fact that the unperturbed hydrogen ground
state has no static dipole moment d\” (this is in fact true for any
spherically symmetric charge distribution).

. AEg) # 0 expresses the fact that it has a nonzero induced dipole
moment dgl), i.e., a nonzero dipole polarizability ap := dgl) J/F. We
have found ap < 16/3 a.u. (the exact result being ap = 9/2 a.u. )

2.2 Degenerate perturbation theory

Problem: R R
H=Hy+ \w (2.23)

with R
Hold) = EQb), j=1,...,9a (2.24)

where g, is the degeneracy level. The set {|¢0;),7 = 1,...,da} spans a ga-

dimensional subspace of Hilbert space associated with the eigenvalue E&o)'

This implies that any linear combination of these states is an eigenstate of H,

for E”. When the perturbation is turned on, the degeneracy is (normally)
lifted:

H|@a;) = Eojl@a;)- (2.25)

The question arises which of the degenrate states is approached by a given
state |@q;) in the limit A — 0. At this point we can’t say more than that it
can be any linear combination, i.e.

Ja
A—=0 | ~ o
[Pag) =3 18050 = Y afleode)- (2.26)
k=1

The unknown states |<ﬁgj) are the 0'-order states of the pertubation expan-
sion:

By = EO+AEY +.. (2.27)
[0aj) = |@0s) + Alga;) + - (2.28)
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Note that this expansion is of the same type as the previous Taylor series of
Egs. (2.11), (2.12) if one identifies

AEY = \E(V = dEa(Y)
o «a d)\ \—o

Now proceed as follows: Insert (2.27), (2.28) into the Schrodinger equation
(2.25) to obtain

(Hy + Ab) (|s0aj>+klwaj>+ )

A ete.

1)
= (B + MEy + ) (180) + Meay) +++-)
sort this in terms of powers of A
>\0 : HO“ﬁa]) = E(O |30a]>
>\1 : HO“ﬁaj) + ’UJ|QOOC]~> = é0)|30<1x]> + E(l |30a]>

and project the second equation onto an undisturbed eigenstate of the same
subspace:

0 = <(pgl|ﬁ0 - E(0)|S0iz‘]> + <QOgl‘UA) a] ‘(pa3>

g 0 = <()02zl|w |()0aj>
Ja

& 0 = Y w- BN ey 1=1,...,00  (2:29)
k=1

Eq. (2.29) is a standard matrix eigenvalue problem of size g, X go. Its solu-
tion is what (lowest-order) degenerate perturbation theory boils down to in
practice. Here is how to do it:

(i) Solve secular (characteristic) equation det(w® — Ec(yl)i) = 0 — obtain

eigenvalues {Eaj ,7 = 1,...,ga}, which happen to be the first-order

energy corrections, i.e. the quantities we are after!

(ii) Find mixing coefficients {af;, k,j =1,...,ga} by inserting eigenvalues
into the matrix equations (2.29).

(ii) Check that (2% |w|@2,) = Esj)élk (i.e. perturbation matrix is diagonal
with respect to the states {|¢%,)}).

Note that higher-order calculations are possible, but tedious and not dis-
cussed in our textbooks. Refs. [Gri|, Chap. 6.2 and [Lib], Chap. 13.2, (13.3)
merely paraphrase the material provided in this section.
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2.3 Electric field effects on excited states: the
linear Stark effect

Let us now apply degenerate perturbation theory to the problem of the ex-
cited hydrogen states in a uniform electric field. To this end we have to set
up and diagonalize the perturbation matrix. Let’s first look at

a) Matrix elements and selection rules

o . explicitly
wzk:<<ﬂgz|w|80ak> — <<szm‘z|802l'mf>

with (cf. Eq. (1.22))

A F (smallness parameter)
Pnim (1) = Rpu(r)Yim(€)

z = rcosf =] 4%7"3/10(9)
A [
 anlltun) =\ [P R R 1) [ Vi (@)Vio( (@)

The angular integral is a special case of a more general integral over three (ar-
bitrary) spherical harmonics, the result of which is known (”Wigner-Eckart
theorem”)

A / 2L 1 YLM )Y/m/(Q)dQ
14

= (- ¢(21+1)(2z'+1)< lm]@ l)(é é O)(2.30)

with , ) .
( Ji J2 I3 ) cR "Wigner’s 3j-symbol”

my Mo Mg

The 3j-symbols are closely related to the Clebsch-Gordan coefficients. We
don’t need to know much detail here other than that they fulfill certain
selection rules, i.e., they are zero in many cases:
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Ji J2 J3 . o . o
= — < <
( mi ms Mg ) 7 0 i mitmadms =0 A ji = o < s < it o

(;()1 f Jg’) # 0 jitjatds=even A lj—jal < s < i+

These relations imply that Eq. (2.30) is nonzero only if
m=m' and Al=1-1==1 (2.31)

These conditions are called electric dipole selection rules.

Literature on angular momentum, Clebsch-Gordan coefficients, and 3j-symbols:
[Lib], Chap. 9; [Mes|, Vol II, Chap. 13 (and appendix); [CT], Chaps. 6, 10
(and complements)

b) Linear Stark effect for H(n = 2)
Let’s do an explicit calculation for the four degenerate states of the hydrogen

L Shell {()0(2)37 ()0(2)1170 (pgp, 1 Spgp+1 }

e matrix elements:
due to the dipole selection rules (2.31) there is only one nonzero matrix
element we need to calculate:

1 0 1 2T
Wiy = (@gs‘TCOSG\<ngO> = 32—7r/0 (2—T)T46_Tdr/1C0829dcos«9/0 dy

1 o0 o 1
= o (2/0 rte " dr —/0 7‘5€_Td7”) = ﬂ@ x 4! — 5!) = =3 (a.u.)

= w2

— perturbation matrix:

0 w12 0 0
w— W12 0 0 0
= 0 0 00
0 0 00
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e secular equation:

—E( ) w12 0 0
W12 —E(l) 0 0 o
0 0 0 —EW

& (B — (W) wi, 0
— BV = {0,0, w2, —wi2}

° mlxmg coefficients

(i) Efg = 0:
(1,2)
0 W12 0 0 Qs 0
wi, 0 0 0 ¢ o
0 0 00 g2 = 1o
P—1
0 0 00 (12) 0
2p+1
@aglf) agi,f) = 0

1,2)
= [Fh) = a2 168, ) + a2 65,,,)

We can choose the nonzero coefficients as we please — so let’s pick

‘@E(1)> = \<P(2)p,1>
‘@Eélﬁ = ‘@gp+1>
(11) Eg()l) = W1i2:
(3)
—wi2 w2 0 0 a2s 0
W19 —W19 0 0 sjo . 0
3 =
0 0 0 0 a2p ) 0
0 0 0 0 o) 0
2p+1

3 3 3 3
A a;s) - agp)o ) agp) 1 agp)ﬂ =0



27

(iii) E{Y = —wya:

(4)

wiz wiz 0 0 Qo 0
W12 W12 0 0 Clgl)o . 0
0 0 00 agﬁ o
P—1
0 0 00 oW 0
2p41
4 4 4 4
@ags) - _agp)o’ aép)fl :agp)ﬂ = 0
< normalized ’Stark’ states:
1
~0 _ 0 0
Z) = 5 (168 + 1e5) (2.33)
1
~0 0 0
|s0E£1>> = 5 (15 = 15,)) (2.34)

Summary

1. The (weak) electric field results in a splitting of the energy level — the
degeneracy is (partly) lifted. The energy shifts are linear in the electric
field strength:

AEY) =0
AEY = lwpy = —3F
AEY" = —Xwy=3F

2. Note that the ’original’ L-shell states have no static dipole moment
since

3. The Stark states (2.33), (2.34) do have nonzero static dipole moments
(calculate them!). Check the Maple worksheet starkstates.mw to see
how these states look like.

4. Cylindrical symmetry is preserved by the Stark potential W = F'z,
since

(., W] =0,

i.e., m is still a good quantum number, but [ is not.
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5. The diagonalization procedure can be simplified by recognizing that the
perturbation matrix is of block-diagonal structure (with three blocks
corresponding to the magnetic quantum numbers m = 0,m = —1,m =
+1. Consider three blocks A;:

A 0 0
det 0 Ay O =0
0 0 Aj

— detA =0« detd; =0 fori=1,...,3

The only nontrivial secular equation for the L-shell problem then is (cf.
Eq. (2.32)):

In a similar fashion, one can study the Stark problem for the nine
M shell states. The perturbation matrix can be decomposed into five
blocks corresponding to the states with magnetic quantum numbers
m=—2tom = 2.



Chapter 3

Interaction of atoms with
radiation

The first question to be addressed when discussing the interaction of atoms
with radiation concerns the level on which the electromagnetic (EM) field
shall be described. It seems natural to aim at a quantum theory. It is only
on this level that photons come into the picture. We will take a look at them
a bit later, but start off with coupling the classical EM field to our quantal
description of the (hydrogen) atom. It turns out that this is sufficient for the
description of a number of processes including the photoelectric effect, which
prompted Einstein to introduce the notion of photons in the first place.

3.1 The semiclassical Hamiltonian

The goal is to derive a Hamiltonian, which accounts for the interaction of an
atom with a classical EM field. Let’s start completely classically.

a) Classical particle in an EM field

e The action of a classical EM field on a classical particle is described by
the Lorentzian force

F.=q(E+(vxB))

where g and v are the charge and the velocity of the particle and E and
B the electric and magnetic fields. However, if we want to construct a
Hamiltonian we need EM potentials instead of EM fields:

29
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e EM potentials
the scalar potential ® and the vector potential A are defined via

B = VxA (3.1)
0A
— FL:q<—V<I>—aa—?+(v>< (VXA))) (3.3)

this equation can be rewritten by introducing a generalized (i.e., velocity-
dependent) potential energy:

e Generalized potential energy

U=q(®—-A-v) (3.4)
one can show that Eq. (3.3) can be written as
d
F,=-VU+ %VUU (3.5)
ie.,
; ou doUu :
=G wan) T

the generalized potential paves the way to set up the Lagrangian:

e Lagrangian
L:T—U:%vz—q(IH—qA-v (3.6)

if one works out the Lagrangian equations of motion one finds ma = F,,
i.e., Newton’s equation of motion with the Lorentzian force. This shows
that the construction is consistent. Now we are only one step away from
the Hamiltonian:

e Hamiltonian

H=p-v—-1L (3.7)
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with the generalized momentum

p = V,L=mv+dA (3.8)
1
= —(p—gA .
v = L(p-qA) (39

if one uses Eq. (3.9) in Eq. (3.7) one arrives at

1
H=—(p—qgA)?+qd 1
2m(p qA)* +q (3.10)

for details see [GPS], Chaps. 1.5 and 8.1

b) Quantum mechanical Hamiltonian for an electron

e add a scalar potential V' (to account, e.g., for the Coulomb potential
of the atomic nucleus)

e g=—¢

e quantization: p — p = —ihV

— H = i(p+eA)2—e<1>+V
2m
_ %(—#v? CiheV - A(r,t) — iheA(r ) - V 4+ e2A2(x, 1)
—ed(r,t) + V(r)
n?_, eh eh
= g VAV A ) Vi (VA t)
2
A2 _
+ 2mA (r,t) — ed(r,t)
= Hy+W(t) (3.11)

question: how do A and & look like?
— assume EM field without sources (neither charges nor currents). The
homogeneous Maxwell equations for A and ® take a simple form if one uses
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the so-called Coulomb gauge defined by the requirement V- A = 0. One is
then left with

1 9
2

Ve = 0 (3.13)

The only solution to Eq. (3.13) which is compatible with the requirement
that free EM waves are transverse is the trivial one ® = 0. A monochromatic
(real) solution of Eq. (3.12) reads

A(r,t) = 7|Ap| cos(k - T — wt + ) (3.14)

with the unit vector 7 being orthogonal to the wave vector k. This ensures
that indeed V - A = 0. If one inserts (3.14) into (3.12) one obtains the
dispersion relation w = ck. For details on the solutions of the free Maxwell
equations see [Jac|, Chap 6.5.

Using the gauge conditions we arrive at the perturbation

W(t) = EA(t) P+ %M (3.15)

For weak fields one can neglect the A? term. W = <A - p is the usual
starting point for a perturbative treatment of atom-radiation interactions in
the semiclassical framework. The perturbation depends on time. We need a
time-dependent version of perturbation theory to deal with it.

3.2 Time-dependent perturbation theory

a) General formulation

The Hamiltonian under discussion is of the generic form

H(t) = Hy+W(t)
= Ho+ \ib(t) (3.16)

task: solve the time-dependent Schrédinger equation (TDSE)

ihd, (1)) = H(t)|v(1)) (3.17)



assume that W(t < to) =0
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— t=<to: Holp;) = €le;)  5=0,1,...
assume lw(te)) = |po) , (initial state) (3.18)
ansatz : () = Y et Fg;) (3.19)
J
= D)) (3.20)
J
insertion of Eq. (3.19) into Eq. (3.17):
o 3 (it + ) e tlg) = S e PO A1) lgy) | ()]
J J
= iiey =AY eh ey (i (t)] ;) (3.21)
J
"coupled-channel’” equations. (still exact if basis is complete)
If W(t>T)=0 — ¢(t>T) = const and
pr=lel?| =) = Kewl)?| = const (3.22)
t>T t>T t>T
— transition probabilities g — ¢
note that
D o= (Wl pld) = (W) =1
k k
as it should.
Ansatz for solution of Eq. (3.21): power series expansion
() = @) + A () + X2 (1) + .. (3.23)

insertion into Eq. (3.21) yields

z’h(c‘,(f’ Fe #0264 )

=AY (A + 22 et i ) o)
J
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%
A0 ihél =0
Mo ind) =3 Vet g () |py)
J
Mo ine? =3 Vet g () |py)
J

these equation can be solved successively:

N A9 = const = by (cf. Eq. (3.18)) (3.24)
N ing? =Y 8RO ol D))
J

= er(@ O i (t)] o)

. t
1 i / N
o 0= = [ a0l a2
\_,0_/ to
(as A=0at t =t)
accordingly:
>\2 . 0(2) (t) _ _i Z /t dt, /t' dt//e%(ek—ej)t’e%(ej—eo)t//
F h2 . to to
j
X (@l (t)|p;) {0510 (t") o) (3.26)
Comments:

(i) 7exact” calculations beyond 1% order are in general impossible due to
infinite sums

(ii) interpretation

to /

1% order |©0) BN lpk)  ’direct transition’
W W

24 order lpo) — g — lew)

transition via 'virtual” intermediate states (two steps)

(iii) further reading (and better visualization in terms of generic diagrams):
[Mes| II, Chap. 17
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b) Discussion of the 1%-order result

To 1% order time-dependent perturbation theory we have (cf. Egs. (3.24)
and (3.25)):
-
Ck(t) =~ 5k0 — %/ eiwkothko(t,) dt, (327)

to

€ — €

h
transition frequency

Wio = {(erlWlpo) = Aoxld|po)
transition matrix element

LY s
Dot = ﬁ| e kothO(t/) dt/|2
to

with Wry = Wi — Wy =

transition probability

What about the ’elastic channel’ (k = 0)7

the calculation of the probability that the system remains in the initial state
is a bit trickier due to the occurrence of the 1’ in ¢y. To be consistent in the
orders of the smallness parameter A one has to consider

Doso = |c(()0) + )\cél) + )\20(()2) +... 2
= TS+ )+ 22D + P+ V)P + 003
= 14 X22Re(c?) + ") + 0N
= .=1-) pow (3.28)

k0

the latter result can be worked out explicitly and is not surprising: it ex-
presses probability conservation.
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Examples

(i) Slowly varying perturbation
Let’s assume that the perturbation is turned on very gently after t = ¢,.
It might then stay constant for a while and/or is turned off equally
gently. This is to say that the time derivative of W is a very small
quantity for all times.

. t
— ) = —%/ ei‘“’kot/Wko(t’) dt’

to

Z. : / t ]_ ¢ . ’o

= o[ Wia(t)]| ——— [ et () ar
h Liwgo to Wk Jy,
ngﬁo . <80k|W(t)|900> piwrot

€ — €0

let’s plug this into the time-dependent state vector:

W) = en(t)e Ty

i Wt i
_ Co(t)ﬁ’ i Ot|<,0()> +Z <90k.|E _(6)|900>e ¥ Ot|90k>
s 0 — €k

the amplitude ¢y can be set equal to 1. This introduces at most a small
phase error (up to first order)

o ) = (lpo+ 30 PO ) o

J0 €0 — €k
= |po(t))e ot (3.29)

comparing this to the general results of stationary PT one can interpret
lpo(t)) as the first-order eigenstate of H(t) = Hy+ W (t) with eigenen-
ergy egl)(t) = €0 + (po|W(t)|o). The system is in the ground state
of the instantaneous Hamiltonian H (t) at all times. This situation is
called adiabatic.
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Comments:

(i) The argument can be generalized to strong perturbations. The
general adiabatic approrimation then results in the statement: if
the perturbation varies slowly with time, the system is found in
an cigenstate of H(t) at all times.

(ii) Adiabatic conditions are realized, e.g., if atom beams are directed
through slowly varying magnetic fields (— Stern-Gerlach experi-
ment) and in slow atomic collisions. In the latter case the electrons
adapt to the slowly varying Coulomb potentials of the (classically)
moving nuclei and do not undergo transitions. They are in so-
called quasimolecular states during the collision and back in their
initial atomic states thereafter.

(iii) further reading: [Boh], Chap. 20; [Gri], Chap. 10

(ii) Sudden perturbation

Va
0 t<ty=
Wi(t)=4q
W  t>tg
(
k#0
U L
— Ck(t) = _ﬁ/ ezwkot WkO(t,) dtl
0
T t
— <(pk|VIh/|(p0>/ eiwkot, dt/
t 0
_ _(m}LW\m <6iwk0t_1)
Wko
— transition probability
4 Wio!?
pooal®) =l = 0L 11 ) (3.30)
: 2wk0t 2
=== L t
flt,wpg) = oz gl (3.31)

5 i
Wi 4
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Figure 3.1: y = f(t,wko)

Significant transitions occur only around wgy = 0 within the width
Aw = 27” This is a manifestation of the energy-time uncertainty rela-
tion: if one waits long enough, transitions can only occur into states
that have the same energy as the initial state. One can state this more
precisely (mathematically) by considering the limit ¢ — oo:

f(t, wio) = —(wy, — wp) (3.32)

0o 27t
O ?kaOF(S(wk_WO)

The sudden perturbation sounds academic, but it has an important
application (see later).

(iii) Periodic perturbation

0 t<ty=0
W) =3 ) (3.33)
Be™t + Bie7t ¢ > ¢
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(note that W = W)

| L
s Ck(t) = E 0 elwkot Wko(t/) dt’

_1{ <(pk‘B|900> <ei(wk0+w)t . 1>

h|l wio+w

o B0 (i _ 1)}

Wro — W

if 12 (le. Aw < w):

2
Po—k(t) = 4‘%;0‘ {f(t, wro + w) + f(t, wro — W)} (3.34)

t—o0 27Tt

— ?|Bk0|2{5(wk—wo—l—w)+5(wk—w0—w)}

with By = (@r|Bleo) and Eq. (3.31)
Comments:
(i) 'Resonances’ at wyo = Fw: significant transitions occur only around
these frequencies

® W= —Ww <= € =¢ —hw

€
" stimulated emission (of energy)
ho (only possible if ¢q is not the ground state)

&

¢ Wy =4w <= € =€ + hw

&,

T “absorbtion (of energy)
ho
€

(ii) Since ¢y is not the ground state in the case of stimulated emission
it makes sense to change the notation and use ¢; for the initial
and ¢ for the final state. Transition frequencies are then denoted
as wry; etc.



(iii)

(iv)
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We were careful enough to write that energy is emitted or absorbed
if the resonance conditions are met. We can’t tell in which form
this happens. Later we will see that the energy is carried by
photons if the perturbation is exerted on the atom by the quantized
radiation field. The perturbation derived in Sec. 3.1 corresponds
to a classical radiation field. Let’s stick to this case first and
convince ourselves that it can be written in the form (3.33).

Connection to atom-radiation interaction
In Sec. 3.1 we found that for weak EM fields the perturbation
takes the form

W="Ap (3.35)
m
If we use Eq. (3.14) for a monochromatic field we obtain
W — i (Aoei(kr—wt)ﬁ. . f) + Aae—i(kr—wt)ﬁ. . f)>
2m

_ Beiwt + BTe—iwt

with

B= %Age—ik'rﬁ b (3.36)

Validity of first-order time-dependent perturbation theory
We have two conditions to fulfill to be able to apply our results
for the periodic perturbation:

e criterion to avoid overlap of the resonances
27 2
Aw = 5 Kw & t>—
w

e validity criterion on resonance

4| By;|? By?
Diwf = |ﬁ§| f(t,wfizl:w:O):| 7;2| t2<<1
&St K
| Byil
combine 2T 2T h
—=e = = <
w wril Bl

& |A€fi| > |Bfl|
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3.3 Photoionization

Let us elaborate on the case of absorption. If the energy, i.e., the field
frequency w is high enough, the atom will be ionized. The final state of the
electron will then be a continuum state and this requires some additional
considerations, since such a state is not normalizable. This implies that
pisr = [{@sl|w())|* is a probability density rather than a probability. A
proper probability is obtained if one integrates over an interval of final states

a) Transitions into the continuum®.

8k+A8 Ef—‘,-Ae

e Pispi= / . Piess(ep)plegr) dep (3.37)
T ep—Ae

€

with p(es): density of states (in interval [e; — Ae;ep + Ae])

Let’s be a bit more specific and calculate the density of states for free-particle
continuum states

py(r) = (rlp) = Wexp(%p )

These states are 'normalized” with respect to d-functions:

(ol = [ bl 1o ' = s [ explv' = p) - xld'r = ('~ )

Nevertheless, they fulfill a completeness relation (like the position eigenstates
Ir)) such that for any (normalized) state |t))

1= (i) = [wlp)l) dp = [ wm)P ey

and the density of states with respect to momentum is simply p(p) = 1. We
need to transform this from momentum to energy. For free particles we have

IUnfortunately, the figure doesn’t correspond to the ¢ — f notation, but I cannot
change it easily!
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the simple relation e; = p*/2m such that

d
< dp = pidpdQ, = p2d—pdefd9p
€f

= /2m3¢; desdQ,
o 1= [wPes - [ ot ( [lem)Pi,)d;

= / pler)pisy(er)dey

with
pler) = v/ 2mPes
Let’s go back to the probability (3.37) and insert the first-order result
(3.34):

4 Ef-‘rAE
Py = = . |Bf/,-|2p(ef/){f(t,wf/i+w)—l—f(t,wf/,-—w)}def,
Ef— €
b 4 ) 6f+Ae
P~ lBaleten) [ Htp - w)dey
Ef—Ae
4 9 °°sin2(%) ~
~ lBrPate) [T

21
= g\BfiPp(w)t

ot

2
w(22 )doy = L. A similar result is obtained for the

oo sin

where we have used [

—00

case of emission. One defines a transition rate w;_,; = %Pi_) ¢ to obtain

Fermi’s Golden Rule (FGR)

e,a 27T
Wit = Bl pley) (3.39)

i— f ep=¢;xhw
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b) Dipole approximation

In a typical photoionization experiment the wavelength of the applied EM
field is large compared to the size of the atom. This allows for a simplification,
which is called the dipole approximation:

2 .
if)\:%>>ao = kT
(3.36) T A
= By =g Ag (el blei)

this can be rewritten by using

p= ?[Ho,r] (3.39)
for Hy = % + V(r)
A m N
— (¢fl7 - Plei) = ?(‘PHHOW'I'_W'I'HO“%)

m .
= ?(Ef — )7 (prlr|ei)
The matrix elements in questions are the well-known dipole matrix elements
(cf. Sec. 2). For 7 = Z we have the standard selection rules Am = 0, Al =

+12. They result in characteristic angular dependencies of photoionized elec-
trons, e.g., (see assignment # 3)

2
dip,2 e
Wity = sl e — &) plen) szl

x cos’f

if the initital state is an s-state (I = 0).

Literature: [CT], Chap. XIII; [Lib], Chap. 13.5-13.9; [Sch], Chap. 11; [BS],
Chap. IV

Note that the notion of photons for the interpretation of photoionization
(and stimulated emission) has no significance as long as the analysis is based
on classical EM fields. From a theoretical point of view photons come into
the picture only if the EM field is quantized. This does not change the final

2for other polarizations the m-selection rule changes, but the I-selection rule does not.
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expressions for stimulated emission and absorbtion, but it shows that there
is another process which cannot be described in our semiclassical framework:
spontaneous emission, i.e., the emission of a photon (and transition to a
lower-lying state) without any external EM field. So, let’s take a look at
field quantization.

3.4 QOutlook on field quantization

In the semiclassical framework we represented the EM field by classical po-
tentials (A, ®), which act on the wave function of the electron(s). Now, we
want to derive a Hamiltonian that acts on the electron(s) and the EM field.
Accordingly, we need a wave function that includes the degrees of freedom
of the field.

Let’s start with the Hamiltonian. The generic ansatz for a system that
consists of two subsystems (atom and EM field in our case) which may in-
teract is as follows:

= Hy +Hy+W
= Hy+ Hp+W (3.40)
——

=H,

q
a

H, is the Hamiltonian of the atom, Hp the (yet unknown) Hamiltonian of
the field, and W the interaction. We aim at a description of the problem
within first-order perturbation theory. So we know which steps we have to
take:

Steps for a first-order TDPT treatment

e determine H,
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e solve eigenvalue problem of Hy

Hales) = € les) v/
Hpl&) = e lé) ? (3.41a)
= M|0) = (Ha+Hr) le))lé)

= (€ +ex) [p5)Iér)
= (& +er) |Pjr) (3.41Db)

While the first step (determining f[o) is a physics problem, the second
one (solving Hy’s eigenvalue problem) is a math problem.

e determine W
here it seems natural to start from the semiclassical expression (3.35)
and replace the classical vector potential by an operator that acts on
the degrees of freedom of the EM field

A

W=—Ap (3.42)

e
m
Not surprisingly, it turns out that consistency with the form of Hp
determines the form of A

e apply FGR
the main issue here is to calculate the transition matrix elements

Wi = (W[ ;) (3.43)

a) Construction of Hp

Loosely speaking, Hamiltonians are the quantum analogs of classical energy
expressions. Let’s look at the energy of a classical EM field in a cube of
volume L3

1

Wem = —/ (E-D+B-H)dr
2 J,s

1
= 2 [ (B4 & B)dr A=—  (3.44)
2 Jps Ho€o
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Recall that free EM waves within Coulomb gauge (V - A = 0) are obtained
from

1 9
2 —
VA - SosA = 0
¢ = 0

Instead of a monochromatic solution of the wave equation we consider the full
solution in L? for periodic boundary conditions A(z,y,z = 0) = A(z,y,2 =
L) etc. The latter are a convenient means to obtain a set of discrete modes
and discrete sums in all expressions instead of integrals:

Afr,t) =) Ay(r,1) (3.45a)

A

N5 Ax(r,t) = % {q,\ei(k”_““) + qie‘i(k”_“m} (3.45D)
>
A mode index
7o} unit polarization vectors |ma =1
ky = 2%(n},n;,n?) n} € Z wave vectors and numbers
wy = cky field frequencies
x-ky=0 — transverse waves

Each mode is thus defined by a wave vector (with three components) and a
polarization direction®. If one uses this explicit form of A to calculate

E(r,t) = —0A(r,t)
B(r,t) = V xA(r,t)

and plugs this into Eq. (3.44) one arrives at

Wem = 2¢ Z WG (3.46)
B}

3this is to say that A is actually a quadruple index. Note that for the general solution
of the wave equation we need two linearly independent polarizations per wave vector.
This can be made more explicit by a somewhat more elaborate notation, see, e.g. [Sch],
Chap. 14.



47

Obviously, the EM energy doesn’t change with time—this is another (conve-
nient) consequence of using periodic boundary conditions.
The next step is a transformation to real amplitudes:

Qr = Ve (6 +a) (3.47)

Py = ive wy (4 — ) (3.48)

S = 2\% (sz%) (3.49)

o = 2\% <Qx—i%) (3.50)

> Wan = %; QA+2—A) (QA—¢%> (3.51)
= %; P} 4wy Q3) (3.52)

Doesn’t this look familiar? The EM field has the algebraic form of a collection
of harmonic oscillators. We know how to quantize the harmonic oscillator,
so here is the quantization recipe:

P, — Py =P (3.53)
Qx . Qx = Q4 (3.54)
with [Q)\, p)\/] = 7;77/5)\)\/ (355)
) 1 . . )
— WEM—>HF:§ Z (P,\2+W2 Q?\):H} (3.56)
X

The algebraic form of Hp together with the commutation relations (3.55)
determine its spectrum:

1
B ng,... = Z h w (n)\ + 5) ny=0,1,2, ..
A

The standard QM interpretation would be to associate each mode with a
particle trapped in a parabolic potential. The energies E,, = h wy (n) + %)
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would then correspond to the ground- and the excited-state levels of that
particle. However, it is not clear what kind of particle this should be, since
@ and Py do not correspond to usual position and momentum variables
(and actually there is no parabolic potential around).

The fact that the spectrum is equidistant allows for an alternate inter-
pretation, in which each mode is associated with ny 'quanta’ 4, each of which
carries the energy hwy. In this interpretation a mode does not have a ground
state and excited states, but is more like a (structureless) container that can
accomodate (any number of ) quanta of a given energy. The quanta are called
photons. At this point their only property is that they carry energy, but
we will see later that there is more in store. Note that the photon inter-
pretation is only possible because the spectrum of the harmonic oscillator is
equidistant!
ny : occupation number of mode A
N =", n, : total number of photons in the field

However, even without any photon around there is energy, unfortunately
even an infinite amount:

. I wy
zero-point energy  Ep = Z 5 (3.57)
A proper treatment of this infinite zero-point energy requires a so-called
renormalization procedure. We will not dwell on this issue, but (try to) put
our minds at ease with the remark that normally only energy differences have
physical significance®. These are always finite since the zero-point energies
cancel.

b) Creation and annihilation operators

For the further development it is useful to introduce creation and annihilation
operators:

- 1

by = ——— (wr Qx+iP\) anniliation op. (3.58)
2h W

. 1 . .

bl = ——— (wr Qx —iP\) creation op. (3.59)

vV 2h W

4you may say particles instead of quanta, but these particles turn out to have an odd
property: zero rest mass.

°In fact, renormalization is not much more than a more formal way of adopting this
viewpoint.
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Let’s play with them and look at their commutators, e.g.

< [ #] = e @riby o - iR
= 2h1wA —iwWy [Q,\, P)\} +iwy []5/\,@/\}
ih —ih
_ %1 (hewy +hawy }=1
= [BA,BL,] — 5,y (3.60)
[EA’M =0 (3.61)
[bg,bﬂ =0 (3.62)

— rewrite the Hamiltonian
7 1 H2 2 A2
e = 52 (PE+w? @3)
_ _Z { h oy (b} — by)? +%(6§+6A)2}
_ 5; B (B by + by B)) (3.63)
. 1
= Z hW)\ (b)\ b>\—|—§)
A
. 1
= ) huw (nA+§) (3.64)

ny = lA)T\ by is called occupation number operator.

Obviously [lflp, fz,\] =0 V A, i.e., they have the same eigenstates. Let’s
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first consider a single mode only:
e - X
A

A 1
Hp |¢n,) = horlna+3) [tn) (3.65)
with ny € N(]

Usually, one uses a short-hand notation for the eigenstates and writes
|, ) = |na). These states are called (photon) number or Fock states. Note
that |¢p) = |0) is not a vector of zero length, but the (ground) state as-
sociated with the statement that there are no photons in the mode (but
energy Ey = hw,/2). As eigenstates of a hermitian operator the |n,) fulfill
an orthonormality relation

-1
— 'fi)\ ‘n)\> = Ny |n>\> <TAL)\ = }?w)\2> (367)
1y 10) = 0/0) =0 this is a real zero! (3.68)

The eigenvalue n) is the number of photons in the mode. This justifies the
name occupation number operator for ny.

Let’s operate with creation and annihilation operators on these photon
number states. To do this we need a few relations that can be proven without
difficulty.

|:(A))\,’fl>\/:| = ZA?)\ 5)\>\/ (369>
[B;ﬁ,\’} - _BTA Orw (3.70)
<y (BTA |m>> = b] A [na) + B} [na)

= (m+1) (8 )
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obviously, the vector ZA); |ny) is an eigenstate of n, with the eigenvalue
(nx +1). On the other hand:

N |7”L>\—|—1> = (n,\+1) |7’L)\—|—1>
< combine:
bl [ny) = any+1)
= lal? (ny+1na+1) = (na] by bl |ny)

(. J/
v~
=1

= <n,\| ﬁ)\—f—l |7”L>\>
= ny+1

= a=+/ny+1

bl ) = VA + 1 |ny+ 1) (3.71)

This justifies the notion creation operator: operating with it on a number
state creates one additional photon. Similarly one finds

by |na) = VA ny — 1) (3.72)

to be consistent with Eq. (3.68) we stipulate

by [0) =0
Generalization:
Hp |ni,ny,..) = E|ng,ng,..) (3.73)
E = z}\:th (nA+%):Z\: hwyny+ Ey (3.74)
ni,No,...) = |nq) |na2)... product states (3.75)
1A oo Mx ) = 0y |y ) (3.76)

bl l.ny ) = ViaF1].ny+1.) (3.77)
by lony ) = Vi ona—1.) (3.78)
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c¢) Interaction between electron(s) and photons

We start from Eq. (3.42) and require that the quantization of the vector
potential be consistent with the quantization of the EM energy. The latter
implies the following quantization rule for the amplitudes:

260w

. 1 (.~ P no
@D D= (Q)\“_Z_)\): b (3.79)

which yields

[ h . .
) = A (b i(kar—wxt) 4 pt _Z(er—th)) 3.80
) Z}\: T SR A€ + 06 ( )

The time dependence of A is the time dependence of an operator in the
Heisenberg picture. The corresponding Schrédinger operator reads

N A / h 7 tkxr | 71T —ikyr
A(I‘) = Z T W (b)\e A —|—b>\€ A > (381)

A
The latter is used in the interaction potential:

W = EA.f)
m

e2h? 7 dkyr 7T —ikyr
= Z el m{bw ATy 4 e v} (3.82)

Not surprisingly, the interaction has a part that acts on the electron and a
part that acts on the photons. The electronic part is the same as in the semi-
classical treatment. The photonic part involves the creation or annihilation
of a photon in the mode \.

d) Transitions matrix elements
We need

Wi = (Df[W[D;) =D (D4 W] ®;)
A

. e2h3
d D) = —iy)—
< f|W>“ > ! 2wyeem? L3

X {{s] €T 7y -V i) (n] .onl by |ndond L)
+{pf| eI 7y W @) (nd ol LB 0t Lnd L))



53

The electronic matrix elements are the same as in the semiclassical frame-
work. We have discussed them in dipole approximation in Sec. 3.3. Let’s look
at the photonic matrix elements. Basically, they result in selection rules:

(nd .nd by |nt 0k ) =/ ni (] ond nl ok — 1) (3.83)

noting that (n¢|n;) = dy; in each mode one obtains

(n] on | Dy g e nl ) = G g B e (384)

and similarly

(nd ..nd )L 0t ) =/ ni 41 5n{n§ 5n§n§’"5n§ng+1"‘ (3.85)

We obtain a nonvanishing contribution only if the number of photons in
one mode A differs by one in the initial and final states, but is the same in
all other modes. Obviously, the annihilation process (3.84) corresponds to
photon absorption (one photon less in the final state than in the initial state)
and the creation process (3.85) to photon emission (one photon more in the
final state than in the initial state).

Summary: R
(@ IW[®) 20 iff

1. the photon numbers in |®;) and |®) differ exactly by one in one single
mode. Otherwise orthogonality will kill the transition amplitude. This
is to say that first-order perturbation theory accounts for one-photon
processes only.

2. dipole selection rules are fulfilled for the crucial mode (assuming that
AT 2 7).

3. energy conservation is fulfilled: E; = E;. This follows from the fact
that the total Hamiltonian is time independent and is also consistent
with the application of TDPT for a time-independent perturbation (cf.
example (ii) of Sec. 3.2 b)).
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Elaborate on energy conservation: noting that the energy eigenvalues of elec-
tronic and photonic parts add (cf. Eq. (3.41b)) we find

- 1
A/

1
Ef = € + z}\; hw)\r <n{, + 5) (387)
FE;, = Ef < € =€ + Awy (388)

with the plus sign for absorption and the minus sign for emission.
e) Spontaneous emission

Even if there is no photon around in the initial state we can obtain a
nonvanishing transition matrix element by operating with a creation operator
on the vacuum state |0, 0, ...). This corresponds to the process of spontaneous
emission: an excited electronic state decays by (one-) photon emission even
though no external radiation field is present. One may say that it is the
zero-point energy in the given mode that triggers the transition.

For the investigation of the quantitative aspects of spontaneous emission
one uses FGR (3.38). The transition rate can be written as

2T
Wiy = —|Wl*p(ey) (3.89)
h
. e2h? —iks T A
Wy = —Z\/m@ﬂe KThy Vs (3.90)
. €f — &
th =
with  w -

The density of states in FGR refers to the photon density in the final states.
To calculate it recall

2
k, = %(ni,ng,ni‘) nf‘ €z

3
o (k) = AN  An,An,An, < L)

AV Ak Ak, Ak, \ 27
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We need p = p(ey), i.e., we need to transform to energy space:
dk
dV = &’k = K*dkdQ), = k’2£d€fko
f

1
photons: ey = hw = hck — 5—5 = =

. L\’ K L\’ w?

Inserting this into Eq. (3.89) one obtains for the (differential) spontaneous
emission rate (for a given polarization 7):

AT 2Ry |
f ik A
ol — el VP

In dipole approximation (using once again Eq. (3.39)) this reduces to

deij} e2w3 9
= " i1 3.91
dSy, 8m2eghc? 7 x] ( )
rif = (prlrle:) (3.92)

The total rate is obtained by integrating (3.91) over df); and summing over
two perpendicular (transverse) polarizations. The final result for the inverse
lifetime 1/7;,; = wj, ; is

<;) " 3reohc [ xig % (3.93)

i—f

Examples:

e Lifetime of H(2p)

dip ~ -9
T2p—)18 ~ 16 ° 10 S

This looks like a short lifetime, but compare it to the classical revolution
time of an electron in the hydrogen ground state!

15torder
25— 1s - 0

For the transition rate 2s — 1s one finds a strict zero for the first-order
rate even beyond the dipole approximation. Experimentally one finds
Toss1s =~ 0.12s. Theoretically, one obtains this number in a second-
order calculation, in which two-photon processes are taken into account.
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This expresses to a general pattern: an N-photon process corresponds to
an N-th order TDPT amplitude.

f) Concluding remarks on photons

What have we learned about photons (associated with a given mode)?
e they can be created and annihilated (i.e. they don’t last forever)
e they carry energy hwy

e they carry momentum hk
this can be shown by starting from the classical expression for the total
momentum of the free electromagnetic field

PEMZEO/EXBCFT’
L3

using similar arguments as for the translation of Wgy to H # one obtains
Pp =k,
A

and R
Pp‘nl,ng, .. > = th)\n)\|n1,n2, c. >
A

e they carry angular momentum (called spin) +h
this can be shown by starting from the classical expression for the total
angular momentum of the free electromagnetic field

LEMIEO/ I'XEXBd3T
L3

using similar arguments as for the translation of Wgy to H 7. However,
this calculation requires a more explicit consideration of different pos-
sible polarization directions (which are not obvious in our condensed
A-notation).

e photons are bosons!
The spin-statistics theorem shows that particles with integer spin ful-
fill Bose-Einstein statistics. There is no restriction on the number of
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bosons (photons) which can occupy a given state (mode)—we have'nt
encountered an upper limit for the occupation numbers n,. One can
set up a similar (occupation number) formalism for many-electron sys-
tems and finds that in this case the occupation numbers can only be 0
or 1 due to the Pauli principle for fermions.

Finally, we add that photons travel with v = ¢ (because free EM waves
do) and thus must have zero mass (to avoid conflicts with Einstein’s
theory of relativity).

literature on field quantization:

relatively simple accounts on the quantization of the EM field can be
found in [Fri], Chap. 2.4 and [SN], Chap. 7.6

"higher formulations’: [Sch], Chap. 14; [Mes], Chap. 21 (and, of course,
QED textbooks)



Chapter 4

Brief introduction to
relativistic QM

Literature: [BD]; [BS], Chap. 1.b; [Mes|, Chap. 20; [Sch], Chap. 13; [Lib],
Chap. 15; [SN], Chap. 8

The first reference is a classic textbook. The latter book chapters provide
condensed accounts on relativistic quantum mechanics.

4.1 Klein-Gordon equation
a) Setting up a relativistic wave equation

e starting point: classical relativistic energy-momentum relation?

E? = p*c® + m?ct (4.1)
e (uantization : E — iho,
h
(standard rules) — =V
i
— p* — —-RV?
— FE? — —h%),

'In the following, m always denotes the rest mass my.

58
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e obtain (free) wave equation (Klein-Gordon equation (KGE))
—W20ptp(r,t) = =R AY(r, t) + mPctip(r, t) (4.2)

The KGE was first obtained by Schrodinger in the winter of 1925/26,
but abandoned due to problems. Schrodinger then concentrated on
the nonrelativistic case and found his equation, while the KGE was
rediscovered a bit later by Klein and (independently) by Gordon.

b) Discussion

1. KGE is second-order PDE wrt. space and time

2. KGE is Lorentz covariant

% (tp),

3. Time development is determined from initial conditions 1 (t), %

which is at odds with evolution postulate of QM
4. Continuity equation?
— one can derive 0;p + divj =0
with standard current j = 2L (yV¢* — ¢* V)
ih
2mc?

but : P = (V"0 — PO™) (4.3)

problem: p(rt) =20 (i.e. not positive definite)
— probabilistic interpretation is not possible (or at least not obvious)

5. Ansatz (i) '
w(r’t) — Aez(kr—wt)

— insertion into Eq. (4.2) yields together with de Broglie relations

E =hw=+Ve2h2k? + m2ct <0 (4.4)

p and j are okay (check!), but what does F < 0 signify?
Ansatz (ii)
P(r,t) = Ae~ikr—wt)
results in the same expression for F, but corresponds to p < 0 (check!).
Ansatz (iii)
P(r,t) = Asin(kr — wt)
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also results in the same expression for F, but corresponds to p = 0,
j =0 (check!).

6. Add Coulomb potential to free KGE and solve it (in spherical coordi-
nates)
— yields wrong fine structure of hydrogen spectrum (i.e., contradicts
experimental findings)

7. In 1934, the KGE was recognized as the correct wave equation for
spin-zero particles (mesons).

4.2 Dirac equation

In 1928, Dirac found a new wave equation which is suitable for electrons
(spin 3-particles): the Dirac equation (DE)

a) Free particles

ansatz : ihd, ¥ = HpW (4.5)

i.e. stick to the form of the TDSE; a PDE of 1% order in ¢ such that W(¢g)
is the only initial condition

requirements (Dirac’s wish list):

1. DE must be compatible with energy-momentum relation (4.1)
2. DE must be Lorentz-covariant
3. Obtain continuity equation with probabilistic interpretation

4. Stick to the usual quantization rules!

Dirac recognized that these requirements cannot be satisfied by a single scalar
equation, but by a matrix equation for a spinor wave function with N com-
ponents.

~

ansatz : Hp = ca-p+ Bmc?

ch <

2

= — a;0,, + pmc
i
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with IV x N matrices o, oy, o, 8 and spinor wave function

'lvbl (I‘, t)
U= : as solution of (4.5)

Yy (r,t)

— requirement (1) is met if each component v; solves KGE (4.2)
— iterate Eq. (4.5):

ihd,(ihd, W) = Hp(HpD)

—  —R20pU = (%L Z ;0y; + 5mc2) (%L Z a0y, + ﬂmc2> U
J k

— { — K22 Zajakamjamk + ?mc?’ Z (a8 4 Boy) 0y, + B2m2c4}\lf
Jk J

. + . A 3
- ey Mﬁﬁm‘l’ + B2m2A 4 ”ZC S (8 + Bay)o,, v
jk J

comparison with KGE yields conditions for «;, -

OéjOék—l-OékOéj = Qéjk (47)
ajf+pBa; = 0 (4.8)
of = 2 =1 (4.9)

further conditions and consequences:

e «;,  hermitian (because H shall be hermitian)
— real eigenvalues

49 .
= eigenvalues are +1

e from (4.7)-(4.9) it follows that a, 5 are 'traceless’, i.e.
tr aj =tr f =07

e together with eigenvalues 41 this implies that dimension N is even

2The trace of a matrix A is defined as the sum over the diagonal elements. The trace
does not change when A is diagonalized. Hence tr A =} eigenvalues.



62

e N =2 is too small as there are only three "anti-commuting’ (Eqgs. (4.7)
and (4.8)) matrices for N = 2 (the Pauli matrices). Dirac needs four!

o try N=414
e derive explicit representations from these conditions

1 0
0 g; . 1

g;

with Pauli matrices o;

/01 (0 =i (1 0
2.7 \10) Z=\i o) Z7\0 -1

= free DE takes the form

(G (G}
1ho, zz = (ca - p + Bmc?) Zi (4.11)
(N (0N

and one can derive a meaningful continuity equation:

4
with p o= W =3 ¢ (r,t)(r,t)
i=1
and j = Ual
(0
(e o=ctiwsson (o ) [ 52])
Py

b) Solutions of the free DE

Ansatz : Wby (r,t) = ujeltr—e)

after some calculation one finds:



e there are 4 linear independent solutions.

E = +\/p%c+m2ct
E = —/p*c+m2c

Two correspond to

and two to
e they have the form (£ > 0):
1
W= Yl e
X1
X2
and for £ < 0:
©1
1
0
with
o= o = c(pz + ipy) o=
T E it me 2 E+me?’ !
cp- _c(ps +ipy) , _C
¥Y1 —_—

T~ E—me’ Y2 = E—

m02 9 1

(px - Z-py)

E+me?’

(px - 'épy)

E—mc?’

/

X2 = —X1

/

Yo = —¥1

note that all these 'small components’ approach zero for v < c.
uM 4B are interpreted as ’spin up’
u®, u® are interpreted as ’spin down’ solutions

2
myc

g

511 keV for e

) Aole
-m,c”

A

Dirac sea

Figure 4.1: Energy spectrum of the free DE

63
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Dirac’s interpretation(1930):

In the vacuum all negative energy states (in the Dirac sea) are occupied.
Hence, if electrons are present at F > mc? they cannot ”"fall down” into the
Dirac sea because of the Pauli principle (electrons are fermions).

On the other hand, one can imagine that it is possible to excite one
electron from the Dirac sea to £ > mc?. Such an excitation corresponds
to a hole in the Dirac sea, which can be interpreted as the presence of a
positively charged particle — an anti-particle (i.e. a positron). This process
— electron-positron pair creation — has indeed been observed, and also the
reversed process — destruction of electron-positron pairs and ~-ray emission
(the latter to balance the total energy).

In fact, the first experimental detection of positrons in 1932 was consid-
ered a strong proof of Dirac’s theory.

¢) Throw in (classical) EM potentials

use the 'minimal coupling prescription’

p — EV+6A = p+eA
i
E — iho, + e

Y ihaw = {ca (b+eA) —co+ pme v (4.12)

one can show that Eq. (4.12) is Lorentz-covariant.

d) The relativistic hydrogen problem
Consider Eq. (4.12) with A =0 and

_ Ze
" Adwegr
ansatz : U(r,t) = d(r)e 7
4.13)
vields {cd b+ Bme? — 2& }@(r) = Ed(r) (4.14)
dmegr

this stationary DE can be solved analytically!
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Result for the bound spectrum (— fine structure):

_1
_ (Za) |
1 12 13 1
0 = J+=z— i+ =) —(Za)? ==, =.n—= (41
j Jt3 \/<J+2) (Za),  j=g.5-n—5 (416)

n (still) is the principal quantum number, while j can be identified as quan-
tum number of total angular momentum.

2
1
h ¢~ (4.17)

a= mcag - dreghe 137

fine-structure constant
expansion of Eq. (4.15) in powers of (Za)? < 1:

(Za)? (Za)Y'/ 1 3

2
— — - )+ ..
2n? 2n3 <j+% 4n>

E,;j =mc (4.18)

1%¢ term: rest energy

274 term: non-relativistic binding energy (1.23)

374 term: lowest order relativistic corrections — fine structure splitting
of energy levels

A
E = m,¢?
=3l 3s3p3d
3dy,
) 3p,, 3d
- 2s2p 32 2G5
n=2-+ S 38, 3pyp,
) —2p;y,
28, 2py,
=1l ls /18 x 10% eV
'''''''' Is;,
Schrédinger Dirac

Figure 4.2: Energy spectrum of the Coulomb problem



66

Further corrections (beyond DE)3:

e hyperfine structure (coupling of magnetic moments of electron(s) and
nucleus)

~ 1076 eV

e QED effects (Lamb shift): further splitting of levels with same j, but
different [ quantum numbers
~ 1076 eV

e) Nonrelativistic limit of the DE

Instead of solving Eq. (4.14) exactly and subsequently expanding the ex-
act eigenvalues (4.15) it is useful to consider the non- (or rather: weak-)
relativistic limit of the stationary DE (4.14) and to account for the lowest-
order relativistic corrections obtained in this way in 1%*-order perturbation
theory. This procedure yields the same result (4.18) once again, but this
time it comes with an interpretation regarding the nature of the relativistic
corrections.

Starting point: stationary DE
{cd P+ Bmc® + V(r)}cp(r) — EO(r) (4.19)
group the 4-component spinor according to

2 : ©1 X1
b = , th = , =
(X) e (902) X (Xz)

insert into (4.19) (using similar groupings of the Dirac matrices in terms of
Pauli matrices):

we(25) 0(5) oo (34 ()

3for details see [BS]
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Solve (4.22) for x and insert into (4.21):

2

%G'f)E—V(j“)%-mc?U'f)@: (E—=V(r)—mc)yp (4.23)
e define e = E — mc® < mc?
e assume V(r) < mc?
e expand
2 _ c? B 1 ~ 1 <1 _ LV(T)
E-V(r)+me  e+2me®=V(r) 2om(1+ 50y 2m

use all this in (4.23) to obtain
1 . e—V(r .
o |o b (1- ) o8] o= e~ v

om 2mc?
e apply the product rule for p[V (r)y]

e use the following identity for Pauli matrices and arbitrary vector oper-
ators A, B

~ A ~

(0-A)(ec-B)=A -B+ioc- (A xB)

e use for a central potential

1dV
VV(T) = ;%I‘
to obtain
(M + T+ T3)p=(e=V(r))e
with
e=V(r)\ p°
T = 1—— ) — .
! ( 2mc? ) 2m (4.24)
h 1dV N
h 1 1dV R
s = — (r-p) (4.26)

1 dm2c2 r dr

2mc?

)



68

Interpretation of terms

e For the interpretation of 7T} note that
92

p
-V ~ -
-Viern Ty
f)2 f)4 ~ ~
— T = = TNR + HKE (427)

2m  8mic?
Hyp represents the lowest-order relativistic correction to the kinetic
energy (as it appears — without hats — in a classical treatment).

e Introducing the spin operator § = %a, which due to the properties
of the Pauli matrices fulfills the standard commutation relations of an
angular momentum operator?, T is identified as the spin-orbit coupling
term

T2 = I:Igo.

Hence, spin and spin-orbit coupling are automatically included in a
relativistic treatment (which is why some authors insist that electron
spin is a relativistic property).

e T3 is not hermitian. Consider its hermitian average

. Ty+Ty 1 (hldV, . h,__ . 1dV
L= = —gmzcz<2;ﬁ” p)—7(p ”;W)
h2

= WV2V(T) = HDarWin-
The Darwin term doesn’t have a nonrelativistic or classical counterpart.
It is usually associated with the ”Zitterbewegung” (trembling motion)
of the electron due to the nonzero coupling of electrons and positions
(or: large and small components of the Dirac spinor) [BD].

Now apply perturbation theory to the problem

o= W (4.28)
.9 2
A . p Ze
Hy = T Vir)= — — 4.29
0 e+ V(r) 2m  4dmwegr ( )
W = I:IKE + ﬁso + ﬁDarwin (4.30)

4for a recap of angular momentum and spin operators consult a QM textbook, e.g.
[Gri], Chaps. 4.3, 4.4



69

One obtains for the first-order energy correction

2 1 3
AED = - o 4( _ —> 431
2n3 (Za) j+ % 4n/’ ( )

i.e., the same results as in Eq. (4.18), which shows the consistency of the
approach.



Chapter 5

Molecules

A simple man’s definition of a molecule says that it is an aggregate of atoms
which cling together by bonds. The big question then is: why are the atoms
doing this, i.e., what is the nature of the chemical bond? It turns out that
this can only be answered satisfactorily by quantum mechanics.

We should thus start by insisting that molecules are quantum-mechanical
many-body systems consisting of M > 2 atomic nulcei and N > 1 electrons,
which interact with each other (mainly) by Coulomb forces. Let’s assume
that the Coulomb force is the only force present and that everything can be
described nonrelativistically.

Hamiltonian:
H = Tyet+Tu+V (5.1)
M =2 M
R P2 h? 1
Towe = @ -y V2 5.2
2 on, T gV (52)
M. 9 N
~ P h 9
{Zj6 = = —
: ZZ 2me Qme ZZ " <5 3)
V = Vnn + Vne + Vvee (54)
M

Zadez
Vnn =
Z 47‘(‘60 R, — Rj|

Vie = —szm i (5.6)
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N 2
e
‘/;e = - 5.7
Z47T€0|I'Z’—I'j| ( )
1<)

The task is to solve the stationary Schrodinger equation
H|®) = E|D) (5.8)

for this Hamiltonian. This would be a complicated problem, but one doesn’t
really have to do it in most situations of interest.

5.1 The adiabatic (Born-Oppenheimer) ap-
proximation

The adiabatic (or: Born-Oppenheimer) approximation forms the basis for
the discussion of molecular structure and properties. It exploits the large
mass difference between electrons and nuclei.

a) Prelude

Let’s consider the (drastic) approximation of infinitely heavy nuclei which
cannot move:

~

M, — o0 = Ty — 0.

We are left with the simpler ”electronic” SE
(Ta+V(R)) Wo(r,R) = E,(R)T,(r,R) (5.9)

with r = (ry, 19, ...,ry) and R = (Ry, Ry, ..., Ry).
Remarks

1. The nuclear coordinates R are now ’external’ parameters (no inde-
pendent variables). The electronic wave functions W,, and the energy
eigenvalues depend parametrically on R.

2. Actually, we should use a better notation that accounts for the elec-
trons’ spins, e.g., r — = = (r181,...rxSy), since the spin coordinates
play a role for the permutation symmetry of many-electron systems
(even though spin-dependent interactions are neglected). We don’t do
it for the sake of simplicity, since the arguments used in this section
are independent of symmetry and spin.
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3. Since Ty +V(R) is hermitian, the ¥, form a complete (and orthogonal)
basis for any configuration {R} of the nuclei. We can write, e.g.,

(W] \Dn>r = (Vn(R)] \Dn(R»r
= /\If;‘n(rl, rso,..I'y, R)\Ifn(rl, rso,..I'y, R)dg’f’ldg’f’g...d?”f’]\[
0

mn

b) Adiabatic approximation: separation of electronic and nuclear motion

Back to the full problem.
Ansatzz  ®(r,R) =) ¢,(R)¥,(r,R) (5.10)

Sub into Eq. (5.8), multiply everything by ¥ (r,R), use Eq. (5.9) and inte-
grate over electronic coordinates choosing W*(r,R) = W, (r, R) such that

Ve, (Tl V), = (Ve V| V), + (V0 [ Ve, | Un),
S0 = 200, |V |,

to obtain

(T + Bn(R) + An(R) = B)) on(R) = > Crun(R)6n(R)  (5.11)

n#m

with definitions

An(R) = <\11m(R) Tiue \Ifm(R)>r
CunlR) = 31 (A5, (R) i+ B, (R))

ALLR) = (Vi [V, | V),
1
By (R) = (0, |V |,

The adiabatic approximation consists in neglecting all the coupling terms:

> Crn(R)gn(R) ~ 0. (5.12)

m#n
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Hence, we arrive at two SEs; one for the electronic and one for the nuclear
motion:

<T61+V(R)> U, (r,R) = En(R)U,(r,R) (5.13)
(Tone + Un(R)) on(R) = Eon(R) (5.14)
Un(R) = En(R)+An(R). (5.15)

The third equation provides the connection of the two SEs. This set of
equations is the standard framework for the discussion of molecular structure
and properties.

Discussion
e  Born-Oppenheimer approximation” (BOA): adiabatic approximation

plus assumption A,,(R) = 0.
— "potential energy surfaces” (PES) E,,(R) determine nuclear motion:

EA

"antibonding”

D, Eo(R)

"bonding"

[ Re

Figure 5.1: Typical PESs for M =2 (E,,(R) = E,.(R)) as functions of the
internuclear distance R.

For R — oo all PESs become horizontal (vanishing Coulomb forces),
for R — 0 all PESs increase like % because V,,,, dominates. The mini-
mum of the lower (ground-state) curve corresponds to the equilibrium
distance (bond length) of the molecule.

e Gist and justification of BOA: = ~ 107*

The nuclei are so slow that theya feel only an average electronic field
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(via the PESs). The fast electrons follow the slow nuclear motion adi-
abatically, i.e., without undergoing transitions.

A closer inspection of the BOA shows that the neglected terms A, (R)
and C,,(R) are proportional to the smallness parameter 1/M,.

5.2 Nuclear wave equation: rotations and vi-
brations

Let’s consider a diatomic molecule (M = 2). The structure of the problem
is that of a two-body central-field problem. Hence, we can reduce it to an

effective one-body problem using CM and relative coordinates (cf. Chaps. 1.1
and 1.2). The nontrivial SE for the relative (internal) motion reads

E%m>=<%?wmm)%m>

2
g
= [ =£ n (R 1
St s+ Un () ) 0u(R) (5.16)
with the reduced mass yu = %

e Simplest model: rigid rotor
The rigid rotor is defined by setting R = R,, i.e., by assuming that the
internuclear distance is held fixed at the equilibrium distance. In this
model, ¢, depend only on angular coordinates and Eq. (5.16) reduces

to
:]_2
Erot¢JM(07SO> = Q,URE ¢JM(97 (P) (517>
RPJ(J+1)  RJ(J+1)
Erot - 2,U/Rg - 27 J—O,l,(518)
I = uR?> moment ofinertia (5.19)
oam(0,0) = Yiu(0, ) (5.20)

Measurement of rotational absorption spectra (typically in the mi-
crowave regime) give information on 7, i.e., on R,.
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e Allow for radial motion: vibrations
Equation (5.16) can be separated by using the ansatz

P.;(R
on(R) = %E )YJM(ea ©)
— radial equation:
h? d? R2J(J+1)

e Taylor-expand bonding ground-state PES about equilibrium distance:

Us(R) ~ Un(R.)+ Uy(R)(R = Re) + SUJ(R(R — R + .

2
ke
::lMRJ+§w2 (5.22)
with
ke = UJ(R.) molecular force constant
r = R—R.

use this to obtain the approximate radial equation

R, 1 R2J(J +1
— P (2) + —kea®Poy(z) = (E — Uy(R) — #) Pos(x)

21 2
= BayPu(z) (5.23)

which is the SE of the harmonic oscillator with eigenenergies

2

124
and w, = E LO (Zte)
1 1

1
Es = hwe <I/+—) v=20,1,2,...
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E

Figure 5.2: Typical ground-state PES and harmonic oscillator model of vi-
brational motion. D, = Uy(R,) is the binding energy and Dy = D, — ﬁge the
dissociation energy of the molecule.

Summary:
E = Uy(R.) + Euvib + Ero

with

Eg = Uy(R.) = Eo(Re) + Ao(Re)

Eu, = hw, <1/ + %)

2

E. - I J(é]I%— 1)

note that

e Fy(R,.) is independent of
1

o vib X ﬁ

L rot X i

o — Erot < Em'b < Eel

Literature: [Lev]|, Chaps. 4.3 and 6.4; [Hur], Chap. 1
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5.3 The hydrogen molecular ion H

The hydrogen molecular ion is the simplest molecular system and plays a
similar role in molecular physics as the hydrogen atom in atomic physics.
The electronic SE can be solved exactly (but not in closed analytical form).
Let’s just take a look (without going into technical details).

The electronic SE (atomic units)

(—%W - Ti _ Tib N %) U,(r,R) = E.(R)U,(r,R)  (5.24)

is separable in confocal-elliptical coordinates (£,n, ):

1
£ = E(ra+rb) 1<&<
1
n = E(ra—rb) —1<n<1
p = aurctaung 0<p<2m
T

with the standard azimuthal angle ¢:

W(&,m, ) = M(E)N(n)p(p) (5.25)
for ®(y) one obtains

= ¢(p) = €

require uniqueness:

o(p) = o(p+2m)
= MmN o N =0,4+1,£2, ...
1

< Loa(p) = _i%@(‘p) = A0a(¥)

= [FI,ZZ] =0



However: e
PL1}¢0
= use A to classify states
Hatom | =0 1 2 3
notation s| p | d| f
Hy [A={0]£1|+2]+3
notation ol ™| 6 | g

Table 5.1: Classification of atomic vs. molecular one-electron states

Eigenfunctions W(&,n, ¢) of Eq. (5.25) are also parity eigenstates
< point reflections:

§ — &
r— —r — n — -0
Y — Y+

— two types of solutions

Y(r) Y(En, )
Y, —n, 0+ )
Y(-r)

Py(r) gerade (even) parity

() = Y(&ne)
= —U(E -n.p+m)
= —(-1)
= y(r) ungerade (odd) parity

— classification of molecular orbitals (MOs)

logy, 1oy, 204, 20y, 304, 30y, ...

Img, 1y, 274, 27y, 3y, 3Ty, . ..
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Discussion of exact PESs E,,(R) and ”correlation diagrams” E¢'(R) = E,(R) — %
Note that
el 2 ” . CSSEY})
Ef(R—0) = —— united-atom limit
n
1
E(R— 0) = ~52 ”separated-atom limit”
n
Since the EZ are continuous functions of R, each united-atom state (e.g.

1soy)

0.0

-0.4

-0.6

-0.8

-1.0

E,(R) [a.u]

-1.2

-1.4

-1.6

-1.8

-2.0

is correlated with a separated-atom state (e.g. o,(1s)).

f [ T
o, 3ds,
3s0,
= TV P —
3po, - 7
250, 3dag |
2po, .
B 1so, | 5-
’ 1=
1&
=}
B mis2
e e e b b e b b S T T N A O AT MR
0o 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14
R [a.u.] R [a.u.]

Figure 5.3: Calculated correlation diagram (left) and PESs (right) of Hy
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80
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S
o

ou(ly

N

g (1s) +ou(1s)

S

Figure 5.4: Sketch of the electron density distributions of the lowest states
of gerade and ungerade parity in the separated-atom limit and how they add
to form an atomic state, e.g., on the left centre

| EZ(R—0) | AO | MO [ AO | EZ(R — o0) |

-2.0 Is | 1oy | 1s -0.5
-0.5 2po | 1o, | 1s -0.5
-0.5 2py | 1w, | 2py -0.125
-0.5 2s | 204 | 2s -0.125
-0.222 3po | 20, | 2s -0.125
-0.222 3dy | 304 | 2po -0.125
-0.222 3dy | 1my | 2py -0.125
-0.222 3dy | 144 | 3do -0.056
-0.222 3p1 | 3w, | 3p1 -0.056
-0.222 3s | 4o, | 3s -0.056
-0.125 4fo | 304 | 2po -0.125

Table 5.2: Energies (in atomic units) and united- and separated-atom limits

of a few MOs of Hy



bond length R, 1.9972

Eys(R.) | -0.6026
ES(R.) | -1.1033
binding energy D, -0.1026

Table 5.3: Ground state properties of Hy

Literature: [Lev|, Chap. 13
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