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Abstract

In this thesis we construct coherent states in the L*(R) Hilbert space, these
states minimize the quantum mechanical uncertainty between x and p and obey
the classical equations of motion for the harmonic oscillator. We confront this
approach, which has an overcomplete basis, with an alternative description using
a basis of wavefunctions and their Fourier transforms. However, since a function
and its Fourier transform cannot be both supported on arbitrarily small sets,
these states do not minimize the quantum mechanical uncertainty between x
and p. Lastly, the concept of Planck cells will be introduced. These cells can
be mathematically characterized by the above coherent states.
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1 Introduction

1 Introduction

In classical physics the properties of a certain system can be described using its
position x and mass m. With these variables it is possible to determine the ve-
locity v(=dx/dt), the momentum p(=mv) and any other dynamical variable of
interest. Quantum mechanics describes the time evolution of physical systems
in a different way, through the systems’ wavefunction: ¢ (z,t). The variables
x and p will be replaced by the operators x and p, which are functions. The
position operator x multiplies by = and the momentum operator p takes the
derivative to x and multiplies by %/i, where £ is the Planck constant h divided
by 2mw. The wavefunction of a system does not tell us everything about the
corresponding system, one can only use it to predict the state of the system.
There is a certain indeterminacy in quantum mechanics.

In the 17th century Christiaan Huygens had a theory of light, which stated that
light would consist of waves. Around that same time Isaac Newton proposed a
different theory of light, where it would consist of particles. In quantum me-
chanics it is assumed that all matter has a wave-particle duality, which means
that all matter has both wave and particle properties. Einstein was the first
scientist who mentioned this duality, in the 20th century his theory about the
wave-particle duality of light became scientifically accepted which led to the
beginning of quantum mechanics. However, it can not be said that Einstein
invented the quantum mechanics. Max Planck, Louis de Broglie and many oth-
ers all have contributed to the theory of quantum mechanics. In 1925 Werner
Heisenberg, Max Born and Pascual Jordan developed the matrix mechanics
formulation of quantum mechanics, which is now commonly used. Quantum
mechanics differs significantly from classical mechanics in its predictions when
looking at the atomic or sub-atomic scale. Many physical phenomena have
currently been re-evaluated as the classical limit of quantum mechanics and
there are even phenomena such as superconductivity and semiconductors which
cannot be explained using classical mechanics. Although successful, quantum
theory is still not fully understood, as it might never be. Like Richard Feynman
once said: ‘I think I can safely say that nobody understands quantum mechan-

)

ics’.
Unlike classical mechanics, where the variables x and p can be interchanged, the
operators x and p do not commute. This results in the Heisenberg uncertainty
principle, discovered by Werner Heisenberg in 1927, it states that the uncer-

tainty in position times the uncertainty in momentum is always equal or greater
than one half of the reduced Planck constant f, so:

0z0p 2> 3
Here, o is the standard deviation. This uncertainty means that the position
and momentum cannot be both measured with arbitrarily high precision. The
more precise the position is measured, the less precise the momentum can be
determined. Vice versa, the more precise the momentum is known, the less
precise the position can be determined. The Heisenberg uncertainty principle
is not saying anything about the researchers ability to measure the position or
momentum, the principle is a law of physics.



1 Introduction

Since, in quantum mechanics the position and momentum of a particle cannot
be both precisely known at the same time, it is impossible to locate a point in
the two dimensional x, p-plane. The most accurate way to localize a point in
this plane is to draw a rectangle with area fi/2. Then the uncertainty in x times
the uncertainty in p satisfies the Heisenberg uncertainty principle with equality,
and therefore the uncertainty is minimal. The x,p-plane can be partitioned
with these rectangles. In this thesis we will try to determine the wavefunctions
which mathematically describe this partitioning.

In chapter two some basic knowledge about vector spaces will be mentioned.
Thereafter, the concept of Hilbert spaces will be introduced. In quantum me-
chanics all wavefunctions are elements of a Hilbert space. In this thesis we will
use the Hilbert space L*(R) which will also be introduced in the first chapter.

The main focus in this thesis will be the concept of coherent states, which will be
introduced in the third chapter. A coherent state is a specific kind of quantum
state of the harmonic oscillator. Its wavefunction will satisfy the Heisenberg
uncertainty principle with equality and the expectation values of position and
momentum satisfy the classical equations of motion of a harmonic oscillator.
To obtain this result we shall study the lecture notes in relativistic quantum
mechanics from L. Bergstrom and H. Hansson ([1]). The harmonic oscillator is
important in physics since any oscillatory motion is harmonic by approximation
as long as the amplitude is small.

In the fourth chapter another approach will be followed to construct states with
minimal uncertainty. First, Fourier transformation on the Hilbert space LQ(R)
will be defined, from which we will obtain several delta function identities. Fol-
lowing the reasoning of U. Gerlach ([2]), a partitioning of the x, p-plane will be
made with the help of one specific wavefunction and its Fourier transform. It
turns out that Fourier transformation can not be used to construct wavefunc-
tions with minimal uncertainty, since a function and its Fourier transform can
not be both supported on arbitrarily small sets.



2.2. Vector spaces

2 Preliminaries

In this chapter some basic definitions about vector spaces and the Lebesgue
measure will be mentioned. With these definitions the L?(R) Hilbert space can
be defined. Lastly, the position operator x and momentum operator p will be
introduced along with some of their properties.

2.1 Matrix operations

Definition 2.1. The transpose of a matriz A is another matriz AT, created
by interchanging rows and columns. The (i,7)" element of AT is the (j,7)t"
element of A.

If Ais an m x n matrix then A7 is an n x m matrix. The transpose of a scalar
is the same scalar, the transpose of a column matrix is a row matrix.

Definition 2.2. The complex conjugate of A is denoted by A. If A is a com-
plex number, then A is also a complex number with the same real part but with
mmaginary parts of equal magnitude and opposite sign. The complex conjugate
of a matriz consists of the complex conjugate of every element.

Definition 2.3. The hermitian conjugate (or adjoint) of a matriz A, which
is denoted by AT, is the transpose conjugate of A.

2.2  Vector spaces

Definition 2.4. A seminorm ||.|| on a vector space E is a function ||.|| : E —
[0,00) satisfying:

Llz+yll <zl + |yl (z,y € E),
2. |Az|l= A - ||lz]| (z € E,XxeC).

Definition 2.5. A norm ||.|| on a vector space E is a function ||.|| : E — [0, 00)
satisfying:

Lol +yll < el + Iyl (z,y € E),
2. Azl = [A[-[lz]l (z € E,AeC),
3 |z =0 = 2=0 (z€kE).

Definition 2.6. The Cauchy-Schwarz inequality states that for all vectors x
and y of an inner product space, with inner product (.|.):

() < (z]a) (yly).

Equivalently, by taking the square root of both sides and referring to the norms
of the wvectors,

[{zly)] < llzllllyll-

Definition 2.7. Let E and F be normed vector spaces. The maps E — F that
are both linear and continuous form a vector space denoted by L(E,F). For
F = C there is a special notation: E' = L(E,C). The space E’ is called the
dual space of F.



2.3. Lebesgue Measure

Definition 2.8. An isomorphism is a bijective map f such that both f and its
inverse f~1 are homomorphisms, which means that they are structure-preserving
mappings. If there exists an isomorphism between two structures, we call the
two structures isomorphic.

Definition 2.9. Let Ey, Ey be normed vectorspaces with norm ||.|| and T :
Ey — Es a function such that: |Tx|| = ||z|| for allz € Ey. Then T is called an
isometry.

Definition 2.10. A sequence vy,vs, ... in a vector space V over a field F is a
basis if it satisfies the following properties:

1. Linear independence property: for all ai,as,--- € F and v1,vy... , if
a1v1 + asvy + - - - = 0, then necessarily a; = ag = --- = 0.
2. Spanning property: for every x in 'V it is possible to choose a1, as,--- € F

such that x = a1v] + asvg + .. ..

Definition 2.11. A finite or infinite sequence ui,us, ... in a vector space E is
orthonormal if:

(tn |tm) zénm:{ 0 ifn#m

1 ifn=m

Lemma 2.1. An orthonormal set is linear independent.

Proof. If (up)y, is an orthonormal set and there are Aj, Ag,... so that Aju; +
Agug + -+ = 0, then 0 = (Mug + Aous + ... |u,) = A, for each n, since
Amtm|un) = A (U |[tn) = Andpm. So Ay = Ay = --- =0, and the set (u,), is
linear independent. O

Definition 2.12. A set D is dense in X if the X -closure of D is equal to X.

Definition 2.13. A linear operator T from one topological vector space X, to
another one, Y, is said to be densely defined if the domain of T is a dense
subset of X and the range of T is contained within Y .

2.3 Lebesgue Measure

Definition 2.14. Let S be a subset of R, let L(I) be the length of an interval
I CR: i I = (ab), then L(I) = b — a. Finally, let M be the set consisting of
the values ) 4. L(A) for all possible countable collections of open intervals C
that cover S, that is, S C UC.

Then the Lebesgue outer measure of S is defined by: m*(S) = inf(M).

Since » 4. L(A) > 0, it follows that m*(S) > 0. However, it is possible that
m*(S) could equal +00. Note that the outer measure can be defined for every
single set, because we can take the infimum of any non-empty set.

Definition 2.15. Let E C R. [t is said that E is Lebesgue measurable if
we have the identity: m*(A) = m*(ANE)+m*(A\ E) for every subset A of R.
If E is measurable, the Lebesque measure of E is defined as m(E) =m*(E). If
E is not Lebesgue measurable, then m(E) is left undefined.

Definition 2.16. Let E be a Lebesgue measurable subset of R, andlet f : E — R
be a function. The function f is a Lebesgue measurable function if f~1(V)
is Lebesgue measurable for every open set V- C R.

10
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2.4 Hilbert Space

Definition 2.17. Let U,V be two vector spaces. The mapping from U to V is
called an operator.

Definition 2.18. A Hilbert space is a vector space provided with an inner
product such that the space is complete relative to the inner product norm.

Definition 2.19. Let Ei, E5 be Hilbert spaces. A linear map T : By — FEs is
called unitary if it is bijective and (Tx|Ty) = {(x|y) for all z,y € E;.

Definition 2.20. Let E1, Es be Hilbert spaces and T € L(E1, Es). Fory € Es
the function x — (Tzly) (z € E1) is an element of E}, hence is of the form
x = (x|Ty) (x € E1) for a unique Ty in Ey. Thus, we obtain a map T : Ey —
E4, determined by:

(Tzly) = (2|Ty) (v € Er,y € Ea).

We call T the adjoint of T. If T = T, then T is Hermitian or also called
self-adjoint. This can only occur when Ey = Es.

Definition 2.21. The commutator of two operators A, B defined on a Hilbert
space is given by: [A, B] = AB — BA.
2.5 LP-Spaces

Using the previously mentioned definitions, the LP-space can be constructed.

Definition 2.22. Let 1 < p < co. By LP[u] we mean the set of all Lebesgue
measurable functions f on X C R for which:

1/p
IIfIIp:=< /. prdu> < .

The set of such functions forms a vector space, with the following natural oper-
ations:

(f+9)(x) = f(x) +g(z) and (Af)(z) = Af(z),

for every scalar \.

It can be shown that the £? spaces are normed vector spaces with the help of
Minkowski’s inequality:

Proposition 2.1. (Minkowski’s inequality). Let 1 < p < oo and f,g €
LP[u] with p the Lebesgue measure, then: || f + gll, < |Ifllp + ll9llp-

Proof. This is Theorem 3.5 from [6]. O

Note that Minkowski’s inequality is the triangle inequality in £P[y].

Let 1 < p < ooand f,g € LP[u]. Then f + g and |f + g|P are also Lebesgue
measurable (Corollary 18.5.7 from [7]). With Minkowski’s inequality it follows
that f + g € £LP[u]. The vectorspace LP[u] together with the function ||.|, is a
seminorm.

This seminormed vector space can be made into a normed vector space by taking

11
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the quotient space with respect to the kernel of ||.||,. The kernel of ||.||, is defined
by:
N=A{f e L - [Ifll, =0}

The kernel of ||.||,, does not depend on p since any measurable function f satisfies:
[If]l, = 0 if and only if f = 0 almost everywhere.
Now we can define a LP-space:

Definition 2.23. Let 1 < p < oo, then define the LP-space by:
LP(p) := LP[p] /N .

On LP(p) we have the norm |||, , defined by: || f + N, = || fllp-

Theorem 2.1. Let 1 < p < oo, then C(X) is dense in LP(u).

Proof. This is Theorem 3.14 from [6]. O

It turns out that a L2-space is complete, to prove this we need the following
theorem:

Theorem 2.2. Let E a normed vector space. The space E is complete if every
sequence (Tp)n in E with Y ||x,| < oo, is summable. This means that the
sequence (x1 + -+ xN)N converges.

Proof. Suppose every sequence (), in E with Y ||z, || < oo, is summable. Let
(un)n be a Cauchy sequence in E, we have to show that this Cauchy sequence
has a limit v and that « is also in E.

Because (uy,), is a Cauchy sequence we can choose N (1), N(2),... in N so that

llun — un()ll < 27" as soon as n > N(i) (%),

and N(2) > N(1),N(3) > N(2), etc. Take i € N arbitrary and n > N(i + 1)
then:

unirn) = unll < llunsn) = nll + Jun — unell < 22700 =277,

Consider the sequence (v;){2, in £ where vg = uy(1) and v; = un(it1) — Un()
for ¢ > 1. We have Zl v; < Zi2_i < 0. So the sequence v; is summable.
The partial sums of this sequence are Zi]\io Vi = UN(M41), SO U = lim; 00 Un(s)
exists. From the inequality (*) we get u, — u, so the Cauchy sequence (u,)n
has a limit v in F. O

Theorem 2.3. The space LP(p) is complete for 1 < p < oo with respect to the
Lebesgue measure (.

Proof. Let 1 < p < oo. Because LP(u) is the quotient space of LP[u] with
respect to the kernel of ||.||,, we can consider sequences in £P[u] to prove that
LP(u) is complete. We are going to use Theorem 2.2. So, take a sequence (fy,)n
in LP[p] such that s := " || fn||p is finite. We have to show that the sequence
(fi+ fo+ -+ fn)n converges. As every function can be written as a linear
combination of non negative real functions, we may assume f, > 0 for all n.

12



2.6. Position and momentum operator

Now, for each n, set g, := f1 + -+ + fn in LP[p]. The sequence (g£), is an
increasing sequence in £![u]. Here,

/gﬁdﬂ Sl Sl < (il - [ allp)? < 87 < o0,

for every n. Note that g < g5 < ... and sup,, [ g2du < oo, so we can use Levi’s
Theorem (Theorem C.16 from [5]) which states that: There is a g in £P[u]™
with g2 — ¢P almost everywhere. Then (g, — ¢)? — 0 almost everywhere, and
llgn — gllp = 0 by Lebesgue’s Theorem (Theorem C.18 from [5]). So we have
proven that ||g— (f1+- -+ fu)|lp = 0. Therefore, the sequence (fi1+---+ fn)n
converges and from Theorem 2.2 it follows that LP(u) is complete. O

For now, let p = 2.

Definition 2.24. Let f(z), g(x) € L2(R), then the inner product (f|g) is defined

by:
o) = [ " F@ea)d

Since f(z) and g(z) are both in L?*(R), the expression (f|g) is guaranteed to
exist i.e. it converges to a finite number. This follows from the Cauchy-Schwarz

inequality (Definition 2.6):
\// |2dx/ lg(z)]2dx < oo.

IR

The inner product has the following properties:

(ylz) = (xly) for all z,y € L*(R),
(x+y|z) = (x|2) + (y|z) for all z,y,z € L*(R),
(z|ay) = alz|y) for all 2,y € L*(R) and a € C,
(z|z) >0 for all z € L*(R),
(z|x) =0 = x=0.

We can define the norm ||z of x € L*(R) by ||z[]3 = (z|z).
If a set of functions {f,} with f,, € L*(R) is orthonormal, then (f,|fm) = Snm-
Functions in L?(R) are called square-integrable functions.

Corollary 2.1. The space L*(R) is a Hilbert space.
Proof. The space LQ(R) is a complete vector space (Theorem 2.3), provided
with an inner product. O
2.6 Position and momentum operator

Let x be the position operator and p := %% the momentum operator. Their
commutator can be calculated with the help of a so called ‘test function’ f(x)
with the following property: f(x) € D := {f(x) canfm(2) € LA(R) Vn,m €
N}. Let f € D then: xf € D and pf = % dm = %f(l)(x) € D. So, D C D and

13



2.6. Position and momentum operator

pD C D. Therefore, z : D — D and p: D — D.
Now use an arbitrary f € D as a test function to calculate the commutator of
x and p, so:

[x,p]f=xﬁd(f)—hd(wf):h( d_Y )zihf.

1 dx i dxr ) xdm xdm

Dropping the test function, we obtain:

[z, p] = ih. (1)

In this thesis the bra-ket notation will be used, this is a standard notation for
describing quantum states in quantum mechanics. Let H a Hilbert space. The
inner product of two states is denoted by a bracket, («|5). The left part is called
the bra and the right part the ket. The ket |8) is a column vector and is an
element of the Hilbert space H. The bra (a] is a row vector and is an element
of the dual space H' of H. Further, (a| = |a)t.

Definition 2.25. Let H a Hilbert space, with inner product {.|.). A continuous
linear operator QQ : H — H is hermitian if:

(flQg) = (Qflg) forall f,g € H.

Definition 2.26. Let H a Hilbert space, with inner product (.|.). A linear
operator Q : H — H is symmetric on the domain D C H if:

(f1Qg) = (Qflg) forall f,g € D.

Corollary 2.2. Let H a Hilbert space, with inner product {.|.) and Q a hermi-
tian operator. Then the operator Q is also symmetric.

Proof. Since @ is hermitian, it is linear. Furthermore, for all f, g € H it satisfies
the equation: (fQlg) = (f|Qg), and therefore also for all f,g € D C H. O

Theorem 2.4. The position operator x is symmetric on the domain D = {f(x) :
2" M) (z) € L*(R) Vn,m € N}.

Proof. Let f(z),g(z) € D. Using that x = T we find:

(flzg) = /fo f(@)[zg(x))de = /jo [zf(x)]g(z)dx
= (zflg).
So indeed, z is symmetric on D. O
h

Theorem 2.5. The momentum operator p = % is symmetric on D = {f(x) :

2" fM)(z) € L2(R) Vn,m € N}.
Proof. Let f(z),g(z) € D, then:

g = [ T (P o= [FTaa] o+ [ (B )atwras

i

- —o0
= (pflg)-

We applied integration by parts where the boundary term was equal to zero

because f and g are square integrable functions which go to zero at +oo. O

14



2.6. Position and momentum operator

Lemma 2.2. Define D := {f(z) : 2" f")(x) € L*(R) Vn,m € N}, and let Q
a symmetric operator on D. If Qf(x) = qf (x), with f(x) € D, then q € R.

Proof. Since @Q is symmetric, it follows that:

q(fIf) = {F1Qf) = (QfIf) = a([f1f)-

Here, (f|f) cannot be zero because f = 0 is not a legal eigenfunction, so ¢ = g
and hence ¢ is real. O

Corollary 2.3. Let x the position operator and f(z) € D = {f(x) : 2" f(™ (x) €
L*(R) Vn,m € N}. If ef(x) = qf (z), then ¢ € R.

Proof. From Theorem 2.4 we know that the position operator x is symmetric
on D. Therefore, applying Lemma 2.2, we find that if f(z) € D and if zf(z) =
qf(z), then g € R. O

15



3.1. The harmonic oscillator

3 Coherent states of the harmonic oscillator

In this chapter the concept of coherent states will be introduced, inspired on
section 4.3 of [1]. First, we will investigate the harmonic oscillator in quantum
mechanics. It will turn out that coherent states represent the equations of
motion of the classical harmonic oscillator.

3.1 The harmonic oscillator

In classical mechanics we can talk about the position of a particle at any given
time: z(t). The quantum mechanics analog to this is a particle’s wavefunction:
|¢)(x,t)). This wavefunction has a statistical interpretation, |1 (z,t)|? gives the
probability of finding the particle at position z at time ¢t. More precisely we
could say that f; |t)(x,t)|2dx is the probability of finding the particle between a
and b, at time t. The wavefunction can be obtained by solving the Schrodinger
equation:

Definition 3.1. The following equation is called the one dimensional Schroding-
er equation:

o) W o)
ot 2m 0x?

ih + VY.

Here, 7 is the square root of —1 and h = %, with h the Planck constant.

The paradigm for a classical harmonic oscillator is a mass m attached to a
spring of force constant k. Ignoring friction, the potential energy is given by:
k

V(z) = %kx? The frequence of oscillation, denoted by w, is given by: w =4/ =.

The quantum problem is to solve the one dimensional Schrodinger equation for
the potential V(z) = 1mw?z?. Because this potential is not time dependent
we can solve the Schrodinger equation by the method of separation of variables.
For more detail about this method see section 2.1 of [3]. It suffices to solve the

time-independent Schrédinger equation:

h? d?|y)
- Vv = E|y).
V@)l = Bl
We can rewrite this equation with the help of the momentum operator p = %%,

which results in:
2

(X 4 V(@) [0) = El),
———

2m
=H

where H is called the Hamiltonian. The Hamiltonian of the harmonic oscillator
is given by:

1
H= %[p2 + (mwz)?).

The wavefunctions of the harmonic oscillator can be determined using ladder
operators:

16



3.1. The harmonic oscillator

Definition 3.2. The following quantities are called ladder operators:

1 )
a4 = ——(1p + mwx),
Vg P mer)
; 1 .
a' = ——(—ip + mwx).

vV 2hmw

Here a is called the lowering operator, and a' is called the raising operator.
The commutator of a and a' can be calculated directly from their definition:
laa'] = Lfp,a] = 1.
h
Here, we used that the commutator of p and x is equal to —ih, which follows

from equation (1).
The operators x and p expressed in terms of these ladder operators are:

[ h
— T
T 2mw(a+a ),
1 /h
LN TR

So,
h
2:7 12
v 2mw(a+a)7
mwh
p?=— 5 (a—aT)2.

We can express the Hamiltonian of the harmonic oscillator in terms of the ladder
operators using that:

(7 + (mwz)?) — S-lepl = o+ 5 2

T p—
aa 2hmw

Here we recognized the Hamiltonian of the harmonic oscillator and the commu-
tator of x and p, which is equal to ih.
Now we can express the Hamiltonian H in terms of the ladder operators:

H = hw(aa’ — 5)
And it follows that:

[H,a] = hwala',a] = —hwa,
[H,a'] = hwa'[a, a'] = Iwa'.

The lowering operator will always reduce the energy of the state, since:

Haly) = (aH — hwa)|y) = (E — hw)aly).

17



3.1. The harmonic oscillator

Similarly, the raising operator will always raise the energy of the state, hence
the name ladder operator:

Ha'|yp) = (a'H + hwa®)|¢)) = (E + hw)a'[¢)).

The ground state of a system is the state with the lowest energy. Since, the
lowering operator will always reduce the energy of the state, the ground state
wavefunction of the harmonic oscillator |0) must satisfy the equation a|0) = 0.
Consequently, the ground state wavefunction can be determined (see section 2.3
of [3] for more detail).

0) = <’;";;>1/4e—’"%2 c L*(R). 3)

Using the raising operator, the excited states |n) can be calculated (see section
2.3 of [3] for more detail). This gives:

) = —=(a)"l0) € L2(R). (@

With,
alln) = vn +1|n + 1), (5)
aln) = vtln — 1). (©)

Furthermore, the wavefunctions are orthonormal. So, (n|m) = dpm.
We also know from [3] that the energy of the harmonic oscillator is quantized:

Hin) = Epln) = ho(n + 3)ln). (7)

Using the above two relations, for the ladder operators acting on the wavefunc-
tion |n), and Hermite polynomials, we can prove that the collection of wave-
functions of the harmonic oscillator forms a basis for L?(R).

Definition 3.3. Forn =1,2,... we define the Hermite polynomial H, by:

mn
w2 d >

H,(z):=(-1)"e T (e7 ™).
The Hermite polynomials obey the following recursion formula:
H,(z) =2xH,_1(x) —2(n — 1)H,_2(x). (8)

Further, their derivative satisfies:

d

ﬁHn(x) =2nH,_1(x). 9)

Now we can prove the following theorem:

Theorem 3.1. The collection of wavefunctions {|n)} of the harmonic oscillator
forms a basis for L>(R). This basis is called the |n) basis.

18



3.1. The harmonic oscillator

Proof. To prove this theorem we will consider the functions:

) = (2"l 220) Y2 eV /2 H, (y).
|

=Qn

Here, zo = \/% . We will show that these functions are eigenfunction of the
Hamiltonian of the harmonic oscillator and that they are equal to the wave-
functions |n). First we are going to rewrite the Schrodinger equation for the
harmonic oscillator, which is given by:

1) = (724 Lnia? ) ) = Bl)
“\omdez T 2T B '
Using y = /2o we obtain:
& 2F
D)) =22

For [n) = aneﬂﬁ/an(y) = a,¢(y) we have:

do(y) _ (dHn(y) —yHn(y)>e‘y2/2.

dy dy

And,

*oy) _ (dan(y) dHn(y)

dy? dy? — 2

T (v° — I)Hn(y)>6y2/2'

Here, we can use equation (9) for the derivative of H,,, then we obtain:

= (4n(n — 1) Hy(y) — dynH, 1 (y) + (> — 1) Hy(y))e ¥ /2.
Now use the recursion relation (8) for the Hermite polynomials:

— Ha(y)(=2n—1+y)e v /2
So the Schrédinger equation becomes:

2F
_(2n + l)anein/an(y) = _aa”eiyz/QHn(y)'

Therefore, |¢,) = ane*yz/an(y) is an eigenfunction of H with eigenvalue
E, = hw(n + ). Rewriting [¢,) we see that this function is equal to |n), the
wavefunction of the harmonic oscillator:

dan 2

[n) = Qe ™V H () = an(=1)" eV /2T
Y

= (2"nlmt/ ) Y/2 (y — jy:> e V2,
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3.2. Coherent states

Substituting = = yzo and 2o = y/ =, we obtain:

mw’

n/2 1/4 n
_ (1 ma mwr — ) emmwn?/(2n)
V! \ 2hmw wh dx

Using Definition 3.2 for af we can recognize expression (4) for |n), so that:

1 n
= 1 (a")"10) = )

So, [th,) = ane=¥"/2H, (y) is equal to |n). Using Theorem 14.18 from [5] we see
that the functions ane_92/2Hn(y) form a basis for L?*(R). Consequently, the
collection {|n)} forms a basis for L?(R). O

Corollary 3.1. The closure relation for the wavefunctions of the harmonic
oscillator is:

o0

> In)(n| = 1.

n=0

Where 1 is the identity operator.
Proof. Let f € L*(R), then since the collection {|n)} forms a basis for L?*(R)

we could write:
o
f= Z A |m).
m=0

The wavefunctions of the harmonic oscillator are orthonormal so, (m|m) = 1
and (n|m) = 0 if n # m. Using this, we obtain:

(ﬁ_oj il ) = (i_oj o) gam|m> - ggam|n><nm> _ g%am -

So we can conclude that:
oo

> in)(n] =1.

n=0

3.2 Coherent states

Before the coherent states will be defined, we introduce the uncertainty princi-
ple:

Theorem 3.2. (Uncertainty principle) Consider a system with suitable nor-
malized wavefunction |1), e.g. ) € D = {f(z) : 2" f(™(z) € L*(R) VYn,m €
N}, and two symmetric operators A and B. Then:

(04)(o5) > S (A, B

This is called the uncertainty principle.
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3.2. Coherent states

The uncertainty in operators A and B is defined by:

oa = ((4%) = (A1) >0,
op = ((B%) — (B2 > 0.

And the expectation values by:
(4) = (¥[A[Y),
(B) = (¢|B[¢).
Proof. 1f og # 0, define the following operator:
C:=A—(A)+ixXB—-(B)) (AeR).

Using this operator, the fact that A and B are symmetric operators and the
fact that |¢)) is normalized, we obtain the following inequality for every real A:

0 < (Cp|CP) = (P|CTC|b) = (g4)® + N (op)? + Ai[A, B]). (10)

The right side of this equation has a minimum for A = —1(i[A, B])/(cp)?. This
minimum is equal to:
(i[A, B])?

2 —_
(ca) 1(on)? > 0.

Rearranging gives us the uncertainty principle,

(04)(o5) > S1([4, B

When op = 0 and 04 # 0, we can obtain the uncertainty principle in the same
way but with the roles of A and B interchanged. If 04 = o = 0, then from
equation (10) follows that ([A, B]) = 0, because A can be negative. This result
is in accordance with the uncertainty principle. O

Heisenberg discovered this uncertainty relation in 1926. He realized that ev-
ery pair of physical properties that do not commute results in an uncertainty
relation. This implication led the foundation of the contemporary quantum
mechanics. In this thesis we will use the uncertainty relation with the physical
properties position and momentum.

Theorem 3.3. The Heisenberg uncertainty principle states that:

> —.
(o)) 2 5
Proof. Tt is known from equation (1) that [x,p] = ¢h. Since = and p are sym-

metric operators (Theorem 2.4 and 2.5), we can apply the uncertainty principle
(Theorem 3.2) to = and p, then:

(i) = 2.

N —

(02)(0p) =
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3.2. Coherent states

Our main interest in this thesis is to find states that satisfy this uncertainty
with equality.

Definition 3.4. Wavefunctions that satisfy the Heisenberg uncertainty principle
with equality are called minimum uncertainty wavefunctions.

Theorem 3.4. The ground state wavefunction |0) of the harmonic oscillator is
a minimum uncertainty wavefunction.

Proof. We need the following expectation values to prove the theorem:

(0|(a + a")(a+ a")|0) = (0laa + a'a + aa® + a'a’|0)
= (0]aal0) + (0|a’al0) + (0]aa’|0) + (0]a’a’|0).

Because a|0) = 0 and (0|2) = 0, there is only one term nonzero:

1 1 1 1
frng T frd —_— —_ = —_— _ =
(0laa'|0) <0|< H+ 2)0) Ey + 3 1. (11)
In a similar way it follows that:
(0l(a —a™)(a — a")|0) = (0] - aa'|0) = —1. (12)

Now the expectation values for position and momentum can be calculated. We

obtain:
(a0 = (0}210) = |/ 57— (0l(a+ ah)j0) =0,

o 1= (01910) = 1/ "2 0](a ~ a")l0) =0,

Where we used that a|0) = 0 and that the wavefunctions are orthonormal, so
(0]1) = 0. Further, using equations (11) and (12) it follows that:

(a%)0 := (0]*]0) = %m\(a +a")?|0) = %
(p*)o := (0[p?|0) = fmTwm\(a —ah)?|0) = hm?w

Now we can calculate the uncertainty in = and p, which results in:

(02)5 = (a%) = (@)” = 5—

" 2mw’
hmw
(0p)5 = (") = ()" = ——
We obtain the Heisenberg uncertainty principle with equality:

(o3 ="

So, the ground state wavefunction |0) of the harmonic oscillator is a minimum
uncertainty wavefunction. O
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3.2. Coherent states

Theorem 3.5. The wavefunctions |n) (n # 0), are not minimum uncertainty
wavefunctions.

Proof. Since the wavefunctions are orthonormal, we obtain that:

(ahn 1= {nleln) = |/ 5 {nla + alln) =0,

and that:
1 [hmw
<p>n = <n\p|n> = ; T<n|a‘ - aT|n> =0.
Furthermore,
h h h
(@) = 2 nl(a+ a")n) = 2 mllay a'] +2d%aln) = 2y (L +2n),
hmw hmw hmw
(P*)n = ——5 (nlla— a)?|n) = T<nl[a,aW +2a'aln) = —=(1+2n).

Where relations (5) and (6) were used combined with the orthonormality of the
wavefunctions of the harmonic oscillator.
Now we can calculate the uncertainty in « and p, which results in:

2

(02203 = "1+ 20

This is not a minimum uncertainty, as the uncertainty increases with n. O

The crucial point that causes the wavefunction |n) (n # 0) to have no minimal
uncertainty is that a|n) # 0 so that: (n|aaln) # 0. Further, |n) is not an
eigenfunction of the operator a since a|n) = /njn — 1).

The minimum uncertainty wavefunction |0) did satisfy the relation a|0) = 0, so
that: (0|a’al0) = 0. We would expect other minimum uncertainty wavefunctions
|c) if they satisfy the relation: a|a) = aja).

Definition 3.5. The states |a) defined by: a|a) = ala), with {a]a) = 1, are
called coherent states.

Later in this chapter we will see that a coherent state is a specific kind of quan-
tum state of the quantum harmonic oscillator whose dynamics closely resemble
the oscillating behavior of a classical harmonic oscillator system.

Theorem 3.6. Coherent states satisfy the minimum uncertainty relation

Proof. From ala) = ala) it follows that (ala’ = (a|@. So, (a|afala) = |af?.
Furthermore,
(ala+a|a) = a +a, (13)
(ala—a'la) =a —a, (14)

(al(a+a")?la) = (alaa|a) + (ala’a’|a) + (alla, al]|a) + 2(alata|a)
=’ +(@2*+1+2a=(a+a)*+1.
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3.3. Coherent states in the n-representation

In a similar way it follows that:
(a(a—a")?a)=a’*+ (@)? —1-2aa = (a—a)®> - 1.

Now we can calculate the expectation values for position and momentum:

(72)2 = (@)~ (212 = 53— ((al(a+a")?la) — {ala + a|a))
h

= i[(c)<+a)2+1—(oura)2} -

2mw C 2mw’
hmw
(0p)a = (P*)a = (Do = ——5—({al(a = a")?la) — (ala - a'|a))
I I
= - Tria—a@)?—1- (a—a)?Y = ==,
2 2
Which implies:
h2
2 2 _
(01)0((0—?)04 - 4 .
So, the coherent states satisfy the minimum uncertainty relation. O

3.3 Coherent states in the n-representation

The wavefunctions of the harmonic oscillator form a basis for L?(R), this is The-
orem 3.1. Therefore, we can express the coherent states in these wavefunctions.
In the |n) basis the coherent state |a) is written as:

) =) cnln) (cn €R).
n=0

Multiplying this expression from the left with the bra (m| gives a expression for
the coefficients ¢,,, so:

(mla) = 3" calmin) = e
n=0

Here, we used the fact that the wavefunctions of the harmonic oscillator are
orthonormal. As a result we obtain the following expression:

ja) = ) In)(nla). (15)
n=0

Now use expression (4) for the wavefunction |n), then:

(nla) = —={0la"a) = =

Vn!

Combining this with expression (15) we obtain:

(0]cv).

9

) = (0l 3 =l (16)
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3.3. Coherent states in the n-representation

The constant factor (0]c) must still be determined, which can be done using
normalisation since the coherent state |a) has to be normalized. So,

1@M(§2anﬂ<§ynMa)

Here, expression (15) was used, after rearranging the obtained expression, or-
thonormality can be used resulting in:

Z Z alm){m|n)(n|a) = Z<a|n><n|a>.
m=0n=0 n=0
Now we can use expression (4) for the functions |n), this results in:
= L n.n = 1 2n 2
=3 L@ e al0)(0la) = 3 Jijal? (0fa) .
n=0 n=0

Here, the exponential function of |a|? can be recognized:
= [(0]r) el*F"
Solving for |(a|0)| we get:
|(0]a)] = e~ 31",
Now we know (0|a) up to a constant phase factor:
(0la) = e~ alal®giB

Substituting this into equation (16) we obtain the final form:
—= ). (17)
N

The constant phase factor e?” is left out because it does not contribute to the
expectation value of the wavefunction, since |¢*?|? = 1, and because every mul-
tiple of a coherent state by a nonzero constant factor is still a coherent state.
We can check that the coherent state |a) is indeed orthonormal:

<OZ|C¥ —e \a| i i (a m|n> — 67‘042 i M — €7|a|26‘a|2 =1
Vnlm! n! '
m=0n=0 n=0

nm

The coherent state |«) is not an eigenfunction of the harmonic oscillator, which
can be seen from:

Hla) =e~ zlaf? ZTHM = e 2lal ZTE In) # Aoy,

n=0 n=0
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3.4. Orthogonality and completeness relations

with X € C.

The coherent state |a) can be expressed in terms of the displacement operator
D(«), which is given by D(«a) = ¢’ =8 From expression (17) we know that:

Now use expression (4) for |n), this gives:

_ el S O gy = el g o) (18)
N n! N ’
n=0
where we recognized the exponential function of aal.
To rewrite this expression we need the Baker— Campbell— Hausdorff formula
which states that if X and Y are Hilbert space operators that both commute
with [X, Y] then:

XY = 73X YIX Y (19)

We apply this formula on the displacement operator with X = aa’ and ¥ =
—aa. Their commutator is: [aal, —@a] = —|a|?[al,a] = |a|?, since [a,al] = 1.
So this commutator commutes with both aat and @a. Now, applying the Baker-
—Campbell—Hausdorff formula results in:

t_&@ t —aa —1lal?
o' —@a _ paal —da, 3|l )

Since ala) = 0, it follows that e=¥?|0) = e® = 1. Therefore,

o) = e~zlel’gaal|g) = gaal =Bag—3lal®|gy = gaa’—Ta |0y — D(q)|0).

So, the coherent state |a) is equal to the displacement operator D(«) operating
on the ground state of the harmonic oscillator.

3.4 Orthogonality and completeness relations

We can calculate the overlap between two coherent states. Let |«) and |5) be
two coherent states, so a|a) = ala) and a|8) = B|B8). Using expression (17)
these two states can be expressed by:

) = 4SS o), J3) = eSS T,

n=0 m=0

Then the overlap is calculated using:

(al3) = (et i o) (et ﬂiﬁ%m)

(o) —

11,2 113]2 (a)nﬂn 142 11312

_ —Ya? -1i8 _ —Lla]? —L8? ap

*‘“H‘“"ZT*‘“H‘”H@ ’
n=0 ’
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3.5. Coherent states in the z-representation

and similarly,
(Bla) = e~ zlo* e 3181 o,
So that the overlap is given by:

alB)|? = (Bla){a|B) = o—lal? =182 +@B+aB _ ,—la—pBI*

Suppose a system is in quantum state |a), then there is a nonzero chance that
the system is in quantum state |3) because |[(«|3)|? # 0 if a # 3. Consequently,
since {«|B) # 0 if a # B, the collection of coherent states forms an overcomplete
set. The number of coherent states is greater than the needed number for a
basis.

Nevertheless, there is a closure relation:

Fal)iol = [ ataciot S0 S L o
/C n=0m=0
Now, writing o in polar form: a = re'® and d’a = rdrdg, gives:

_ZZ In) 'm\ g (m— nd¢/ —r2 (n+m) g,
vV nim

n=0m=0

—2ﬂ5n m
& 00
= Z 7|n><'n|27r/ re=" r2ndr.
0 n. 0

Change variable from r to x = r2, then dz = d(r?) = 2rdr and we obtain:

[eS) % 1 [eS)
= Z ) 7r/ ie*wx"d:v =7 Z |nY(n| =
n=0 n 0 n=0

—_—
=1 (n+1)

Here, (n+1) e N— {0}, so I'(n 4+ 1) = nl.
We used the closure relation from Corollary 3.1 to obtain this result.
We can conclude that the closure relation for coherent states is given by:

[ S aptal =1

3.5 Coherent states in the z-representation

In this section the wavefunction of a coherent state in the z-representation will
be determined. We shall introduce some constants to simplify the calculation.
Using equation (13) and (14) we find that:

a CLT mw
R(a) = 3la+a) = (] S50y = 22 2,
Z(a) i= 5;(a— @) = (] "5 a) = <= (o).
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3.5. Coherent states in the z-representation

We could also write,

(a)o = || 2 R(a), (20)

(B)o = VEImMHI(a). (21)
Here R(«) is the real part of o and Z(«) is the imaginary part of «.

Now, we are going to write the coherent state |«) in the z-representation. Let
|z’) be an eigenstate of the operator z, so z|z’) = z'|z’).

Using the previously derived form of the coherent states, expressed in terms of
the ground state of the harmonic oscillator (equation (18)), we get:

(2']a) = (af|e= 31140 o),
Now use Definition 3.2 for af, then:
= e 3lol g/ |2V ER =50 o),

Multiplying from the left with (2’|, remembering that the eigenvalues of a’ are

real (Corollary 2.3), so (z'|z = (/|2 and (2'|p = 2L, we obtain:

= e_%mzeo‘\/%(m,_ o ¢ 27) (2']0).

Substitute the constants N = (%2)!/4 and zy = y/-=. Further, use the explicit
expression for |0) which is given by equation (3), then:

1 2 o (g2 d 1.z \2
— ¢ zlel exoﬁ(x Iod“’)<x'|]\]e 3(z5)

Y /_p2_d 12/ \2
— e 3lal? o a0 ar) N3 (5)°
For notational simplicity use y' = z’/x, which results in:
1 2 o (o _d 1,72
— e slal? o5 W =) N3y

Now we are going to use the Baker—Campbell-Hausdorff formula, given by

formula (19). Apply this formula with X = %y’ and Y = —%diy,. The

commutator of X and Y can be calculated using a test function f € L?*(R)
with the following property: f € D = {f(z) : 2" f(™(z) € L*(R) Vn,m € N}.
Then:

2,/ d 2

o’y a
5 dTJ,(f)+7

2./ 2 2
XYl = - (y’f):fay% Cipry Tyt

d
dy’ 2 2 Yay’' =~ 2
Dropping the test function f we obtain:

2
X, Y] =
2
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3.5. Coherent states in the z-representation

Operators X and Y both commute with this commutator, so we can apply the
Baker—Campbell—Hausdorff formula:

2
oW ) _ v

To rewrite this expression we need the following definition:

Definition 3.6. Define a translation operator T'(a), which acts on a wave-
function |(x)), as an operator which translates the wavefunction over a, so:

T(a)lp(x)) = [¢(z + a)).

Consider the function 1(y — «), using a Taylor series we can rewrite this as:

n

o —a) = 3 LW e = gy
n=0 !

—a-% . .
So, e~ “ @/ is a translation operator.

ol
Using the fact that e~ *@ is a translation operator we find:

d 1,0 2 2
ei%Weféym = eié(y 7%) = ef% y'2+°‘77\/§o¢y’)'
Thus,
2 o, _a d 1,72 2 o, 10,12 1.2 r_1,02
e TeviVe Vid e 2V —e TeviY 675( &5 —V2ay) —=e 2¢ +V2ay'— 3y .

For the final expression we used that, since [y/,a] = 0, every term commutes
with each other and the expression could be written as a single exponent. Now,
we obtain:

<(E/‘Ck> _ Ne—%\aﬁ—%az—i-\/iayl—%y& _ Ne—%(y/—\/ﬁR(a))Zﬂ—i\/ﬁZ(a)y/—iZ(a)R(a).

Using expressions (20) and (21), and substituting 2’ = z¢y’ the resulting ex-
pression for the wavefunction of the coherent state is:

(@ ]a) = Nem 3@ ~(2)e) ™+ & (Plav’ — 3 (a (@)a

Since the last term is a constant phase factor it can be ignored and we finally
obtain:

a(z') = (a'|a) = (

mw

; Y /A eh plar’ =5 (2 —(2)0)? (22)
™

This wavefunction is a Gaussian function:

Definition 3.7. A Gaussian function is a function of the form.:

b2
f(gj) = aei(l QCZ) ,

for some real constants a,b,c > 0.

The graph of a Gaussian has a symmetric shape that quickly falls off towards
+00. The parameter a is the height of the curve’s peak, b is the position of the
center of the peak and c¢ controls the width.
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3.6. Time evolution of coherent states

3.6 Time evolution of coherent states

In this section we will investigate the time evolution of a coherent state, it turns
out that a coherent state remains coherent under time evolution.

The time evolution of a state is given by the Schrédinger equation:

L d
i () = H(®) (). (23)

Here, H(t) is the Hamilton operator.
The Schroédinger equation is a first order differential equation, when a state
[1(t)) is known on a time ¢ = tg, then the state can be determined for every t.

Definition 3.8. The time evolution operator U(¢,ty) gives the time evolu-
tion of a state. It has the following properties:

[9(t)) == U(t, to)[¥(to)),
Ulto,to) =1, VUt to) = U(t,t1)U(t1,t0), U (t,to) = Ulto,1).

According to equation (23), it is required that:

U1 ) (t0)) = HOU( 1o) (10))

So that,

)
ih=- Ut to) = H(OU (¢, to), (24)

with precondition U(tg,to) = 1.

The Hamiltonian of the harmonic oscillator, H = 5.-[p? + (mw=)?], is time
independent, so %H (t) = 0. Therefore, differential equation (24) has a direct

solution given by:

)

Ult, tg) = e H(t—to)H/R,
So, the time evolution of a state is:

[$(t)) = e T Ry 1)), (25)

This expression can be used to determine the time evolution of a coherent state.
We use expression (17) to define a coherent state at to = 0 as:

a2 = @(0)"
|a(0)) = e~ 31O ;}WW

The coherent state at an arbitrary time ¢ is found by applying equation (25),
resulting in:

oo

i —1a(0)? _ipgra(0)”
la(t)) = U(t,0)|a(0)) = e~ #"*|a(0)) = e~z ;}6 R WW-
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3.6. Time evolution of coherent states

Since the wavefunctions |n) are eigenstates of the Hamiltonian with eigenvalue
FE,, we obtain:

U G;Ent%|n>_

n=0

Here, E,, = hiw(n + 1/2), see equation (7). Substituting |n) from expression (4)
results in:

0o .

) 0 T\, —ttwin
— e—itw/2e—%|a(0)|2 Z [O[( )(a’n)'e } |O>
n=0 '

_ e—itw/Qe—%|a(0)|26a(0)(a7)67““ |0).

We recognized an exponential function, now rewrite the obtained expression
using that [e™!|? = 1, then:

— itw/2 (e_% | (0)[2 [t |2 +a(0)e ™t (al) |0>) .

Comparing the expression between the parentheses with equation (18), we see
that this gives a coherent state with the time dependent eigenvalue e~*“!«/(0):

— e_itw/2|€_iwt04(0)>.

We can conclude that a coherent state remains coherent under time evolution.
Furthermore,

Which implies that:

d .
aa(t) = —iwa(t). (26)

This differential equation can be rewritten using the real part of «(t), denoted
by R(«(t)) and the imaginary part, Z(«(t)). These are defined by:

R(a(t)) = 5 (a(t) +a(D) = (a()] 5 a0,
_ a—al
T(a(t)) = o (a(t) - a(®) = a(t)] 5 ().

From equation (26) follows that:

d

ZR((t) = wI(a()), (27)
d

ZI(a(1)) = ~wR(a(t)). (28)
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3.6. Time evolution of coherent states

Therefore, the expectation values for position and momentum are given by:
e (t) = (a(t)|z]a(t)) = 2lLR(Oé(t))
(& T - mw k)
pe(t) := (a(t)|pla(t)) = vV2mwhI(a(t)).

Here, the subscript ¢ stands for classical. Combining these expectation values
with expressions (27) and (28) results into the following differential equations:

d [ h o d _[h Pe(t)
%xc(t) = %2£R(a(t)) = %2“’1(0‘@)) =
%pc( ) % h”;“’ 22%1(@@)) _ ﬁ%‘”mnmu» = mwa(t).

After rewriting and introducing v.(t) = %xc(t) we obtain a more familiar form:

d

pe(t) = m%xc(t) = mu.(t), (29)
d
d—pc(t) = —mw?z.(t). (30)

t
So, the equations of motion for the classical harmonic oscillator are valid in
terms of the quantum mechanical expectation values for x and p. We could
have expected this because of the following theorem:

Theorem 3.7. The Ehrenfest Theorem relates the time derivative of the
expectation value for a quantum mechanical operator to the commutator of that
operator with the Hamiltonian of the system in the following way:

d 1 0A
ZHA) = (A H]) +(55).

Where A is some quantum mechanical operator and (A) is its expectation value.

We are working with the Hamiltonian of the harmonic oscillator, then with the
Ehrenfest Theorem (Theorem 3.7) we find that:

D 10) = - llps g (0 + () +{22) = {fp, "2 = )
) = ol 50+ (mawn )+ (50) = e 502) = 0o

So, from the Ehrenfest Theorem we could have expected equations (29) and
(30) to be found.

The quantum mechanical expectation values for position and momentum, de-
termined with the coherent states, satisfy the classical equations of motion for
a harmonic oscillator. Furthermore, as we already saw, the coherent states re-
main coherent under time evolution. That is why the coherent states are used
to study the classical limit of quantum mechanics.
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4.1. The Fourier Transform

4 Phase space representation

In this chapter we will try another approach to construct minimal wavefunctions.
Hereby, we will follow the reasoning of U. Gerlach ([2]). First we have to define
a Fourier transformation on the L?(R) space. We will use this to construct
wavefunctions that partition the x, p-plane into cells with minimal uncertainty.

4.1 The Fourier Transform

In this section we will define Fourier transformation on the L? space. First we
will define a Fourier transformation on functions f € L'. We cannot directly
use this definition on functions g € L?, but with the help of an extension from
the Fourier transformation F : L' N L? — L? to F : L? — L? we can define the
Fourier transformation on L?.

Definition 4.1. Let f € L'(R), the Fourier transform of f is the function f
defined by:

flo) =) = [ - f(p)%dp.

This integral is well defined for every real z, because f € L'(R).

Theorem 4.1. The Inversion Theorem. If f € L'(R) and f € L'(R), and

s = [ h f@)%m (b eR),

then g € Co(R) and f(p) = g(p) almost everywhere.
Here, Cy(R) denotes the space of all continuous functions on R which vanish at
mfinity.

Proof. This is Theorem 9.11 from [6]. O

Corollary 4.1. The Uniqueness Theorem. If fi and f» belong to L'(R)
and f1(z) = fa(x) for all x € R, then f1(p) = f2(p) almost everywhere.

Proof. Using Theorem 4.1 we obtain that if f(z) = 0 then f(p) = 0 almost
everywhere. Applying this to f1(z) — fa(z) = 0 we find that f1(p) — fa(p) =0
almost everywhere and consequently that fi(p) = fa(p) almost everywhere. [

The definition of the Fourier transform by Definition 4.1 is not directly appli-
cable to every f € L*(R), because L*(R) is not a subset of L'(R). However, if
f € L*(R) N L*(R) the definition does apply.

It is known from Theorem 2.1 that C(X) is dense in both L'(R) and L*(R).
As C(X) is contained in the intersection we know that the space L'(R) N L*(R)
is dense in L?(R). This implies that the Fourier transform map restricted to
L*(R)NL*(R) has a unique extension to a linear isometric map L? — L? . This
extension defines the Fourier transform of every f € L2, called the Plancherel
transform. This makes it possible to speak of the Fourier transform of a square
integrable function.

Theorem 4.2. One can associate to each f € L*(R) a function f € L*(R) so
that the following properties hold:
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4.1. The Fourier Transform

1. If f € LY(R) N L3(R), then f is the Fourier transform of f as defined in
Definition 4.1.

The mapping f — f is an unitary map with respect to the L? norm ||.||2.

For every f € LA(R), || fll2 = IIf]l2-

The mapping f — f is a Hilbert space isomorphism of L*(R) onto L*(R).

9""?\90%\'\3

The followmg symmetric relatwn e:czsts between f and f if

= 2w = [ 1= fllz =0

and llg — f||2—>0 asA—>oo

Proof. Properties (1) to (4) will be proven here, for the proof of property (5)
see Theorem 9.13 of [6].

If f € L'(R) N L*(R), then the Fourier transform f is defined as in Definition
4.1, since L'(R) N L*(R) € L*(R). This proves the first item.

Let f(z),§(z) € L*(R) and o € C then:

Ff@ o) = [ g(@)%dx

- / I dx+/°;g(x)f;;dx
e+ 7

Flaf@) = /jo of (@) / fa
_ ar1<f<x>>.

So, the Fourier transformation is a linear map.
For f(p),g(p) € L*(R) we have:

[ L)
:/_w(/_wﬂ)‘ji) pip = [~ Tl = U0)la)

We used the fact that § is the Fourier transform of g, and then after reorga-
nizing where we changed the order of integration using Fubini’s Theorem, we
recognized the Fourier transform of f , which is f.

We can conclude that the Fourier transformation is a unitary transformation.
With this result we can easily verify that for f € L2(R): ||f|l2 = ||f|l2. Take
g = f in the previous result, then:

/Oo\ ()2 = (F(2)| () = ()| F () = /Oo ) Pdp.

— 00 — 00

So indeed, || £l = [|f]l2-

Now we are going to prove property (4). Let f € L*(R) then | f|2 < oo, so
[ £ll2 = [Ifll2 < co. From this it is clear that f is also in L*(R) and that the
mapping f — f is a Hilbert space isomorphism of L*(R) onto L*(R). O
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4.2. Delta functions

Since L'(R) N L?(R) is dense in L?(R), properties (1) and (3) determine the
mapping f — f uniquely:

Let f € L? and let X C L' N L? be a dense subspace of Lz(R), for instance
L' N L? itself. Now, choose a sequence f, € X, such that | f, — fll2 — 0 if
n — oo. Then the sequence (f,), is a Cauchy sequence in X and f is well
defined because f,, € L*. Since || fn — fmll2 = || fn — fmll2, it follows that f,, is a
Cauchy sequence in L*(R). The space L*(R) is complete, therefore there exists
a unique limit in L?(R) and f is well defined as f = lim, oo fn

Corollary 4.2. If f € L*(R) and f € L*(R), then:

0 eixp
= z dx a.e.
o) = [ f =
Proof. This is a Corollary of Theorem 4.2, property (5). O

If f e Lz(R), the Plancherel transform defines f uniquely as an element of the
Hilbert space L*(R). But in terms of pointwise functions the Fourier transform
f(x) is determined almost everywhere on R.

4.2 Delta functions

To define some delta identities on the L*(R) space we will use trigonometric
polynomials:

Definition 4.2. A trigonometric polynomial is a finite sum of the form:

N
f(p) = a0+ _(ancos(np) + by sin(np)) (p € R),
n=1
where N € N and ag,a1,...,any and by, ..., by are complex numbers. We can

also write this in the form:
N
flo) = Y cne™,
n=—N
where c_pn,...,cy are complexr numbers.

It is clear that every trigonometric polynomial has period 27. This means that
flp—m) = f(p+ ) for all real p.

Theorem 4.3. Let g € Cc(T), which consists of all continuous complex 2m-
periodic functions on [—m, 7| with norm |g|l = sup,|g(p)|, and let ¢ > 0.
Here, 2m-periodic means that g(—m) = g(w). Then, there exists a trigonometric
polynomial P such that: ||g — Pllo < €.

Proof. This is Theorem 4.25 from [6]. O

Theorem 4.4. Lete > 0 and f a complex function in L*([—7, «1]) with f(—7) =
f(x). Then there exists a trigonometric polynomial P such that: ||f — Pll2 < €.
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4.2. Delta functions

Proof. From Theorem 2.1 we know that since f € L?([—m,7]), there exists a
continuous function g on [—, 7] such that: [|f — g|l2 < 3e.

From Theorem 4.3 we know that there is a trigonometric polynomial P such
that: ||g — Plleo < \lﬁe on [—m, 7).

1/2
Now use that for h a continuous function: |[|hlls < ( [ sup,, |h(p)\dp> <
V27 ||h]|so- So restricted to [—m, 7], we obtain:

If = Pllz < [[f —gll2+llg = Pll2 < —e+v mllg = Pllec < e

O

By taking the limit of £ to zero it follows that we can write every complex
function f € L*([—m, ), with f(—m) = f(n), as a limit of trigonometric poly-
nomials, so:

f(p) = lim Z U™ (31)

We would like to define a delta distribution on functions f € L*([—x,7]). First
we will define the delta distribution on continuous functions f on the interval

[—7, 7], with f(—m) = f(m).
Theorem 4.5. Let f € C([—n,n)), with f(—m) = f(7) then:

/_ﬂZ fw)dp = £&).

n=—oo

As a distribution on C([—m,n]) we could write:

Yo e =5(p—p).

n=—oo

Proof. To prove this theorem we have to calculate the following integral:

[ & s [ 5§ o

n=—oo n=—oom=—M

The order of integration and taking the limit could be changed due to the
dominated convergence Theorem.
Suppose n # —m, then since (n +m) € Z it follows that:

" ip(n—',—m)d — am im(nt+m) _ —im(ntm)y _ 0.
am/_we D 7i(n+m)<e e )
Suppose n = —m, then:

s ™
am/ Pt gy — g, dp = a,,2m.

—1T —T
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4.3. Basis of L? (R)

So for fixed m:
Z ame—ip’n/ ev’,p(n+m)dp _ ameip’m2ﬂ_.
n — T

From which it follows that:

- 00 T 0 M
/ Z ein(pfp')f(p)dp:/ Z Z A PP gimP gy

n=-—oo n=—oom=—M

The order of summation can be changed because the summation is absolute
convergent. The order of integration and summation can be changed because
the summation is uniform convergent and the function e?e¢?™ is Riemann
integrable. We obtain:

M

o) T M
—ip'n ip(n+m) ip'm
= Z g ame e dp =27 Z ame .
—T

m=—M n=—00 m=—M

If we take the limit of M to infinity we recognize the function f(p’), so that:

lim / > =) £(p)dp = 21 £ (p').

M— o0 S
O
Corollary 4.3. Let f € C([—m,7]), then:
1 i — in
3 |, 3 e = s
Proof. Let p’ =0 in Theorem 4.5. O

The continuous functions are dense in L?, and the action of the delta distri-
bution on such functions is well defined on the interval [—m, 7]. Therefore, the
Dirac delta distribution is densely defined on L?([—, 7).

4.3 Basis of L*(R)

We are going to define a basis for the Hilbert space LQ(R) with the help of
Fourier transformation.

Divide the real line, —oo < x < oo, of the Fourier domain into equal intervals of
length ¢ and consider a function Pj;(p) whose Fourier transform Fj;(x) is zero
everywhere except in one of these intervals:
0 x ¢ [je,(j+ ], l € Z
PRI E— # e, ( 1) ],l - (32)
NG z e [je, (j+1)ell e
We demand that | € Z, so that Fj;(z) can be pictured as a finite complex am-
plitude in the ;' position interval: je < x < (j + 1)e. For [ = 4, the imaginary
part of Fj;(x) is pictured in Figure 1.
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4.3. Basis of L2(R)

Im Fj1 (x)

I 1 11}
o YV

0 € 2e R (G+De
;Y—J
AX

Figure 1: The imaginary part of Fj;(z) for | = 4.

Theorem 4.6. The set {Fj;(x)} forms an orthonormal set and Fj(x) € L*(R).
Proof. Using the fact that Fj;(z)Fj(x) =0 if j # j/, we compute:

oo

<Fjl|Fj/l’> = / Fjl(l')Fj/l/(iL‘)d:E = 5jj’/ Fjl(x)Fjp(x)dx.

— 00 — 00

Further, since F}; is zero outside the interval [je, (j + 1)e] we obtain:
(7+1)e 1 2mic(/—1) (j+1) o
= 5jj’/ —@%dz — 5].]., / eQﬂ'zz(l —l)dx
Jje € j

3" 2mi(U 1)
80 [UMY da = 65 for I =1’

= 5jj/5ll/-

{ 8 emn U omi' =) _ 1] =0 for LAV, (I 1) € Z

Also, Fj; € L*(R), because:

[Fji(2)|l2 = (Fj(2)|Fj(z)) = 1 < o0.

Corollary 4.4. The set {Fj;(x)} forms a linear independent set.

Proof. From Theorem 4.6 we know that the set {F};(z)} forms an orthonormal
set. Since Lemma 2.1 tells us that an orthonormal set is also linear independent,
it follows that the set {F};(x)} is linear independent. O

In order to form a basis for L*(R), the set {};(z)} has to span this space. First,
we will prove that the set {Fj;(x)} spans the space C'(R).

Proposition 4.1. Let f € C(R), then:

/_OO Z > Fu(a)Fu(x)f(a)da' = f(x),

® j=—oc0l=—00

with convergence in the L? norm. This can also be written as a distribution on

CGR);

> Y Ful@)Fu(x) = 6(z — ).

j=—00l=—00
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4.3. Basis of L? (R)

Proof. Let x, " € [je, (j + 1)¢] then for that fixed j we obtain:

_— 1 2ril(a! —x)
Fj(2)Fj(a’) = Ze™ =
For the other j's in Z the product of Fj;(x)F}j;(z') is zero. Therefore,

(j+1)e o0

/_OO Z Z Fjl(l'l)Fjl(ﬂ?)f(!E/)dx/:/ Z éewf(ml)dx/.

j=—o00l=—c0 Je l=—oc0

Since the summation is absolute convergent, the order of summation could be
changed. After rescaling we recognize the delta identity from Theorem 4.5:

:/ﬂ ( i eu(;r—m)>f(€(x’+22;rj+7r))dx’:f(f(ﬂ“rZZJ'ﬂLW))

T NM=-oc0

= f(@).

Suppose x € [je, (j+1)e] and 2’ € [j'e, (7'+1)e] with j* # 7, then Fj;(z)Fj(z') =
0 for every j € Z. And, because x’ ¢ [je, (j + 1)¢], we obtain:

oo o0 00

(G+1)e
/ a—a)fhde’ =0= [ 3 ST Fl)Fulw) S

X j=—0c0l=—00

We can conclude that:
/ S > Fu@@)Fu(a)f(a)da' = f(z),
X j=—c0l=—00
with convergence in the L? norm. O

Corollary 4.5. Let f € C(R), then:

F=Y Y apFalw),

JSIINL|L]
in L*(R) with aj; € R.
Proof. Tt is known from Theorem 4.1 that if f € C(R), then:
1] 3 3 B Fa() )i’ fa)le o
®i<langiL]
as J, L — oco. So if J, L — oo then:

H / S S @) Fale) f@)de’ — ()]s

JSIINL|L

1Y Y ([ B ) o - sl

JSIINL|L]
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4.3. Basis of L2(R)

We recognize the inner product of Fj;(2’) and f(z’), so:

1Y > (Eu@)f (@) Fale) = f(@)l2

J<ITNL|L

|l Z Z ajFj(z) — f(z)]2 =0,

JSITNL|L]

where aj; € R. The order of summation and integration could be changed

because the summation is uniform convergent and the function Fj(x’)f(2’) is
Riemann integrable. O

We can conclude that:

Theorem 4.7. The collection {F};}, with:
0 x ¢ [je,(j+ el l € Z

Fjl(x) = 1 =2mils . .
e - x € [je,(j+Del,l e Z

forms a basis for L*(R).

Proof. Since C(R) is a dense subset of L?(R) (Theorem 2.1), every f € L*(R)
is either in C(R) or is a limit point of C(R). So, for every f € L*(R) there
is a g € C(R) such that: ||f — g|l2 — 0. Using Corollary 4.5 we obtain that
f=2 <10 2i<in @i Flz) in L*(R) with a;; € R. Consequently, the collection
{Fji(z)} spans L*(R). Combining this with Corollary 4.4, which tells us that
the set {Fj;(x)} is linear independent, we obtain that the collection {Fj;(x)}
forms a basis for L*(R). O

With the help of the square integrable functions Fj;(x) we can construct the
wavefunctions Pj;(p) with the momentum domain —oo < p < oo. Fourier
transformation of Fj;(z) gives:

P(p) = /O:o Fjl(x)\e/i; dx.

The real part of Pj;(p) is pictured in Figure 2 for [ = 1 and j = 2 and in Figure
3forl=2and j=2.

Theorem 4.8. The collection {Pj(p)} forms a basis for L*(R).

Proof. In Theorem 4.2 we proved that a Fourier transformation is a unitary
transformation from which it follows that:

(Pju|Pjrr) = (FylFjnr) = 0506

So, the collection {Pj;(p)} forms an orthonormal set and therefore also a linear
independent set due to Lemma 2.1. Theorem 4.2 noted that, since Pj; is the
Fourier transform of Fj; and Fj; € L*(R), also Pj; € L*(R).

Let f(p) € C(R), write f(p) as the Fourier transform of f(x), so:

o= [ =t @)
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4.3. Basis of L? (R)

Figure 2: The real part of Pj;(p) for /=1 and j = 2.

Figure 3: The real part of Pj;(p) for | =2 and j = 2.

Using the spanning property of the set {Fj;(x)} we could write:

fl@)y= > > apFu(x).

Jj=—00l=—00
Substituting this in the expression for f(p) gives:

ixp

o) :/jo Z > aa‘lel(w)%dw.

Jj=—00l=—00
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4.3. Basis of L2(R)

After reorganizing we can recognize P;; and we obtain:

o] o0
Z Z aji / Fy(x = Z Z a;iPji(p)
j=—o0l=—0 Jj=—o0l=—0
The order of summation and integration could be changed because the summa-
tion is uniform convergent and the functions Fj; (x)% are Riemann integrable.

We can conclude that the collection {Pj;(p)} spans the space C(R). Since
C(R) € L*(R) dense, every f € L*(R) is either in C(R) or is a limit point of
C(R). So, for every f € L*(R) there is a g € C(R) such that: || f — g|2 — 0.
Therefore, we obtain that f = 37, 3,1 @ Pju(p) in L*(R) with a;; € R.
Consequently, the collection {P;;(p)} spans L?(R). Since the collection {Pj;(p)}
forms a linear independent set we obtain that the collection {Pj;(p)} forms a
basis for L?(R).

O

Note that f(p) and f(z) have the same expansion coefficients a;; relative to the
Fourier-related bases {Pj;(p)} and {Fj;(z)}.

Instead of writing Pj;(p) as the Fourier transform of F};(z) we could also calcu-
late Pj;(p) explicitly.
For p = 2%1 we obtain:

w27rl/5 (j+1)e

€
P;(2nl/e) = / Fji(z \/7 —dr = 4 Fdac— o

For p # 27”1 we obtain:

oo eiTp (j+1)e e—2milz/e ixp
Paln) = [ Pty Gda= [
—o0 je

1 ei(p72‘n’l/5)(j+1)5 _ ei(p 2rwl/e)je
o= { i(p — 2ml/e) ]

2 itp—2ml/e)(i+1/2) sin[(p — 228) 5]

Vore p— 2zl

€

These two expressions for Pj;(p) are equivalent, which can be seen using a Taylor
expansion for the exponential functions in expression (33). If y is small then
ey ~1+y+.... Forp — 27”1, a Taylor expansion can be used in expression

(33), resulting in:

1 cilp—271/)(+1)e _ gi(p—2mi/e)je
Pji(p) .
\/ﬁ (3j - 27Tl/5
1 { i(p—2ml/e)(j+1)e —i(p — Qﬂ-l/s)js] NG
o i(p —27l/e) =[5
We can conclude that:
i 2ml
Pa(p) = ——citr-2nt/e) 1/ S0P = 5]

2ml
€

V2me p—
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4.4. Phase Space

Note that this wavefunction consists of a real amplitude, a sinc function!, mul-
tiplied by an exponential phase factor which is oscillating. At p = %’“l, the
function Pj;(p) has maximum modulus with value: /5.

2
For p = 278 where k € Z — {I}, the function Pj(p) equals zero. We define Ap

€
to be the distance between two such zero’s, so: Ap = 2?”

4.4 Phase Space

Consider the two-dimensional space spanned by the domain —oco < p < oo, and
the Fourier domain —oo < = < oo, of the set of square-integrable functions
f(p). In this section we will see that the set of wavefunctions Pj;(p) determines
a partitioning of this space into elements of area whose shape and location are
determined by this wavefunctions. This partitioned two-dimensional space is
called the Phase Space. The partition of the phase space exist of elements of
equal area called the phase space cells.

The wavefunction representation for a function f(p) € L?(R), which is given by:

fo)= Y > apPulp),

j=—0o0l=—0o0

can be represented geometrically as a set of complex amplitudes a;; assigned
to their corresponding phase space cells. The location of the phase space cells,
as determined by Pj;(p) and Fj;(z), is given by the mean position (z) and the
mean momentum (p).

In the article of U. Gerlach ([2]), each cell has a surface of size AzAp. Here, Ax
and Ap both depend on the distance between two zero points of the function
Fji(z), respectively Pj;(p). The surface of a cell can also be calculated with help
of the standard deviations of the position and momentum, given by o, and op.
Both approaches will be discussed in this section.

For now, let us follow the reasoning of U. Gerlach. We already saw that Ap =
2?”. We will define Az in a similar way, Ax is the length of the interval where
Fji(z) #0, so Az = e. In this way we see that the surface of a phase space cell
is given by: S = AzAp = 2.

For the position of a phase space cell we calculate:

o) (j+1)e

() = /_ Fy(z)zFj(x)dr = é/ rdr = 5(% +7), (34)
oo © sin[(p — 2£4)£]\ 2

(p) = [ Pji(p)pPji(p)dp = [ 247’; (W) dp.

'sinc(y) = sin(y) /y
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4.4. Phase Space

Change of variable to t = (p — 27”)

£
2

/°° <Sin(t)>22t27rl1dt2 o0 sin(t)de_zl o (sin(t))th

t 5 0 e J_ o L 5 t

and using dp = %dt results in:

— 00 — 00

=0 =7

2l

. (35)

So, the location of the (j,1)"* phase space cell is given by its mean position

(j + %)e, and its mean momentum 27”

Now we can assign the complex amplitude aj; to the (j, 1)*" phase space cell.
Typically, the squared norm:

o0
@I = [ 17 @)Pd,
— 00
is proportional to the total ‘energy’ of the signal represented by f(p). Using the
spanning property of {Pj;(p)} we obtain:

151 = [ 1rlar= [ S S laPPut) s

- j=—0o0l=—00

Using (Pj;|Pjy) = 6.0y and changing the order of summation and integration
gives:

[e%S) ) ) [e%S) [eS)

=3 Y P [ PP = Y S Jaal®
j=—00l=—00 - j=—o00l=—00
The order of summation and integration could be changed because the summa-
tion is uniform convergent and the function |aj|?|P;;(p)|? is Riemann integrable.
This implies that |aj;|? is proportional to the ‘energy’ contained in the (j, 1)
phase space cell. In other words {|a;/|* : j,l € Z} is a decomposition of the
‘energy’ of f(p) relative to the chosen wavefunction basis {Pj;(p)}. The wave-
function representation of a signal f(p) assigns to each phase space cell an
intensity |aj;|?, which we can represent as a level of grayness. This is illustrated
in Figure 4.

We already mentioned that the surface of a phase space cell can be determined
with the standard deviations: o, and o,, where o4 = /(A%) — (4)2. The
surface obtained in this way is given by: S = 0,0,. It turns out that an other
surface is found using this approach then with the approach of U. Gerlach, where
the distance between two zero points of Pj;(p) and Fj;(x) was used.

From equation (34) we know that:

)

Further,




4.4. Phase Space

Figure 4: Phase space representation of a wavefunction.

And therefore,

Op = ——

27l
() =
Further,
> — 4 (sin[(p— Z)E]\?
2> :/ le(p)pQle(P)dPZ/ m(p_gﬂQ Pde
—0o0 —o0 e

e /2

/°° <sir;()> <2t—27rl 23

4 > 4rl? 4 2
— sin(t dt—|— Z-zl (mn ) dt + l/ @dt%o&

me? J o

Change of variable to t = (p — 2”1)7 and using dp = %dt results in:

—00 =0

So,

op = (p*) — (p)*> = o0.

We see that the surface of a cell calculated in this way goes to infinity. This
is not unexpected. When looking at the graphs of the functions Fj;(z) (Figure

45



4.4. Phase Space

1) and Pj;(p) (Figure 2), we see that the graph of Fj;(x) is localized on a finite
interval, so we expected o, to be finite. On the contrary, the graph of Pj;(p) is
not localized on a finite interval, which intuitively explains the fact that o, — oco.

The construction of functions Fj;(z) and Pj;(p) using Fourier transformation
leads to the concept of gray coloring. Since the collection {Pj;(p)} forms a basis
for L*(R) we can express a function 1 € L*(R) as the sum of complex ampli-
tudes a;; and functions Pj;(p). With the help of these amplitudes aj;, we can
represent the function v in the two-dimensional space spanned by x and p, by
gray coloring of the phase space cells. However, the functions Pj;(p) and Fj;(z)
do not describe the phase cells mathematically. We could have known this right
from the beginning because a function f and its Fourier transform f cannot
be both supported on arbitrarily small sets (see Theorem 2.1 from [4]). This
can also be seen from the definition of the Fourier transform from Plancherel’s
transformation, Theorem 4.2. Suppose f is only supported on a small interval
I C R, then:

f(x):/_mf(p)ﬁdpz/lf(p)ﬁdp-

So, for every x € R we know that f () is nonzero and therefore can not be
supported on a small interval.
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5 Conclusion

5 Conclusion

From the Heisenberg uncertainty principle we know that: o0, > % This means
that the smaller the uncertainty is in position, the larger it is in momentum.
And the other way around, the larger the uncertainty is in position, the smaller
it is in momentum. Consequently, it is not possible to localize points in the two
dimension space spanned by x and p.

Nevertheless, it is possible to determine a partition of this space into cells of size
h/2, then the uncertainty in x times the uncertainty in p is minimal. Consider
a particle whose position z and momentum p we would like to indicate in the
x, p-plane. Suppose that the uncertainty in position: o, is known, for example
oy = h, then o, has to be 1/2. Therefore, we could draw a rectangle in the
x, p-plane with sides: o, = h and o, = 1/2. Since we do not know the precise
uncertainty in the position or momentum we obtain a collection of rectangles,
for each combination of uncertainties in x and p. All the obtained cells have area
h/2 and will lie in a star-shaped cell, this is illustrated in Figure 5. The obtained
rectangles are called Planck cells. The cell with equal uncertainty in position
and momentum is called the central Planck cell, this cell is drawn in red in
Figure 5. A central Planck cell has sides: 0, = 0, = y///2. There are infinitely
many Planck cells, but there is only one central Planck cell. To create the par-
titioning of the z, p-plane by Planck cells, minimal uncertainty wavefunctions
have to be used. From [4] we know that if 1) € L*(R) then: The wavefunction
1) is a minimum uncertainty wavefunction < The wavefunction v is a Gaussian.

In Chapter 3 we defined coherent states. These coherent states satisfy the
Heisenberg uncertainty relation with equality and indeed, their wavefunction
is a Gaussian. The coherent states mathematically characterize Planck cells.
A disadvantage of coherent states is that they form an overcomplete basis for
L*(R). Nevertheless, since coherent states remain coherent under time evolution
and their expectation values for position and momentum satisfy the equations
of motion for the classical harmonic oscillator, they can be used to study the
classical limit of quantum mechanics.

In Chapter 4 we studied an article by U. Gerlach ([2]), where cells in the z, p-
plane were constructed using one specific function Pj;(p) and its Fourier trans-
form Fj;(x). U. Gerlach defined his cells using Az and Ap, both derived from
the graphs of Fj;(x), respectively Pj;(p). We confronted this approach with
an alternative description of the cells using the standard deviations o, and o.
This approach led to a surface that goes to infinity, so there is no minimal un-
certainty. This is not unexpected since the function Pj;(p) is not a Gaussian
function and therefore does not satisfy the Heisenberg uncertainty principle with
equality. The advantage of using the function Pj;(p) and its Fourier transform,
is that the collection { Pj;(p)} forms a basis for L*(R). Therefore, a wavefunction
Y(p) € L*(R) can be written as:

p)= D Y apPulp),

j=—0o0l=—o0

and the amplitude aj; can be assigned to its corresponding phase space cell
constructed in the way U. Gerlach did, with Az and Ap. This results in a
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visual display of the wavefunction in the x, p-plane.

Ox

Figure 5: The star-shaped cell which contains all Planck cells, three of them are
drawn in the cell. The central Planck cell is drawn in red.
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