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Abstract. Discussed are some classical and quantization problems of the
affinely-rigid body in two dimensions. Strictly speaking, we consider the
model of the harmonic oscillator potential and then discuss some natural an-
harmonic modifications. It is interesting that the considered doubly-isotropic
models admit coordinate systems in which the classical and Schrodinger
equations are separable and in principle solvable in terms of special func-
tions on groups.
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1. Classical Description

Let us consider two Euclidean spaces (N, U,n) and (M,V, g), respectively the
material and physical spaces. Here NV and M are the basic point spaces, U and V'
are their linear translation spaces, and n € U* @ U*, g € V* ® V* are their metric
tensors.

The configuration space of the affinely-rigid body
Q = AfI(N, M)

consists of affine isomorphisms of N onto M. The material labels a € N are
parametrized by Cartesian coordinates a’* [1]. Cartesian coordinates in M will
be denoted by v and the corresponding geometric points by y. The configuration
® € @ is to be understood in such a way that the material point ¢ € N occupies
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the spatial position y = ®(a). The Lagrange coordinates a’* in N will be always
chosen in such a way that their origin

a® =0

coincides with the centre of mass C
/ a®dfi(a) =0

where 1 denote the comoving mass distribution in /N. The configuration space may
be identified then with M x LI(U, V)

Q = AfI(N, M) ~ M x LI(U, V) = M x Qi

where LI(U, V') denotes the manifold of all linear isomorphisms of U onto V. The
Cartesian product factors refer respectively to the translational motion (1) and the
internal or relative motion (LI(U, V')). The motion is described as a continuum of
instantaneous configurations

O(t,a)" = ¢ x(t)a”™ + 2'(t) (1)

where x(t) is the centre of mass position and ¢(t) tells us how constituents of the
body are placed with respect to the centre of mass. If we put U = V = R", then
Qint, reduces to GL(n, R) and ) becomes the semi-direct product R” x ;GL(n, R);
R™ is then interpreted as an Abelian group with addition of vectors as a group
operation.

Inertia of affinely-constrained systems of material points is described by two con-
stant quantities

m= /d/,L(a), JEL = /aKaLd,U,(CL)

i.e., the total mass m and the comoving second-order moment J € U ® U. More
precisely, it is so in the usual theory based on the d’ Alembert principle, when the
kinetic energy is obtained by summation (integration) of usual (based on the metric
g) kinetic energies of constituents [12, 13]

1 0P 0BT
=39 ﬁﬁdﬂ(@-

Substituting to this general formula the above affine constraints (1) we obtain

m dzidad |1 ddy dqngAB

2% Tar T e% A ar T

Obviously, if we analytically identify U and V' with R” and LI(U, V') with GL(n, R),
then

T:CTtr"i_iTint:

T = 5T (6767).
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2. Some Two-Dimensional Models

The mechanics of the affinely-rigid body was discussed in various aspects in [3-7,
9,12-15]. In this paper we concentrate on the “Flatland” physics, i.e., on the prob-
lems in two-dimensional world. The configuration space ) of two-dimensional
affinely-rigid body may be analytically identified with the linear group GL(2, R).
The description of degrees of freedom is based on the two-polar decomposition of
matrices
¢ = ODRT.

The matrices O, R are orthogonal and D is diagonal and positive. The natural
parameterization of the problem is as follows

cosp —singp D Dy 0 n— cosy —siny
sinp cosp |’ | 0 Dy |’ ~ | sinY cosvy |’

Here we consider symmetric model, where
J=ul

is isotropic, p denoting a positive constant, and I is the 2 x 2 identity matrix. The
isotropic kinetic energy is as follows

T PN S A (O de dy)
T—§ [(Dl + Do ) ((dt) +<dt) >_4D1D2dtdt

() ()]

In these coordinates the Hamilton-Jacobi equation is non-separable even in the
interaction-free case, thus it is convenient to introduce new coordinates

2\}5(1?1+D2), 6=\2(D1—D2), n=¢—19%, Y=¢+.

The kinetic energy becomes then

_ K 2d7722d72 da? d52
T—z[‘“ (@) + (@) + (@) (&) ]

We consider doubly-isotropic models in which the potential energy given by

Va9 = 220 DD

does not depend on variables ¢, 1 (equivalently 7, ). Performing the Legendre
transformation we obtain the corresponding Hamiltonian as follows

1 ((pp—py)? 2 1 [ (py+ py)? 2

(07

+ Va(a) +Vs(5)
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where p,,, Py, Do, Pg are the canonical momenta conjugate to ¢, 1, o, f3.

It is convenient to use also other generalized coordinates in the affine kinematics.
The most natural of them are just the variables «, 3 introduced above: they are
obtained from Dj, Do by the rotation by 7/4 in R2. The most natural of them
are polar variables in the R2-plane of the pairs (o, 3). In certain problems it is
analytically convenient to use the modified “polar” variables r, ¥} given by

a:\/;cosg, ﬁ:\/?sing-

Obviously, the “literal” polar variables p, € are defined by

wlfa

Q= pCoSE, B = psine, p=/r, €=
The natural metric on the manifold of 2 x 2 matrices,
ds? = Tr (d¢” do)
becomes then
9 9 1
ds® = rcos? §d772 + rsin? §d72 + EdTQ + %dﬂQ
= dp® + pde® + p? cos? edn? + p? sin? edy?
1 9 9
= dp* + 1p2d192 + p? cos? 2 dn? + p*sin? §d72.

Obviously, kinetic energy is then expressed as follows

2 2 2 2
w1 (dr r (dv 5 U (dn . o U [(dy
T=C[=(=) +- (= ~ (=L ~ (=
2 <4r (dt) +4<dt tresola) T e \w
dp)? g (de ? 2 o (dn ? 2.2 (dv 2
(<dt> +p <dt> + p” cos En + p”sin T
2 2 2 2
_ K ((dr 1o(d0 2, 20 (dn 2. 20 (dy
~ 9 (<dt> Ty (dt toeosiola) e \a) )

For the completeness let us also mention about other orthogonal coordinates on the
plane of deformation invariants

=

— elliptic variables (k, \)
o = V2 cosh k cos \, B = v/2sinh ksin A
— parabolic variables (&, 9)

E-67), B=¢

o =

N | —
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— two-polar variables (e, f)

csinhe csin f
coshe — cos f’ ~ coshe —cos f
where c is a constant.

For our analysis of the deformative motion the parabolic and two-polar variables
are non-useful, because the corresponding Hamilton-Jacobi equations are non-
separable even in the non-physical geodetic models, i.e., ones with vanishing po-
tentials. In the elliptic coordinates the metric underlying the kinetic energy takes
on the form

ds? =Tr (d¢qu§) = (cosh2 K — cos? )\) dr?
+ (cosh2 K — cos’ )\) dA? + cosh? k cos® Adn? + sinh? k sin? Adv2.
The general Stickel-separable Hamiltonians
H=T+V
in variables («, 3,1,7), (r,9,n,7) and (k, A, n,y) have the form, respectively

1 2 2
)
+Va () + V3(B) + Vg@ + V”ﬁ(;)

1 1 24 242 cos v
H = — (4rp* + = (p@ P —5 Poly + 4py”
r sin“ 9

+V19(v°) . Vi (n) . V»y(z

H

r 7 cos2 g rsin

2)

o N

pi’ 2
H = o + 2
4u (Cosh K — cos? )\) (Cosh K — cos? )\)
pnz + pvz )
cosh? kcos2 X sinh? ksin? \
AL 16
2 (cosh2 K — cos? )\) 2 (cosh2 K — cos? )\)
Vy(n) V)
2cosh?kcos2 A 2sinh? ksin? \

+

+

We have quoted the general Stickel-separable Hamiltonian in variables (r, 9, ¢, ¥)
(2). Itis doubly-isotropic when the shape functions V;,, V., are put as constants. The
corresponding terms V;,/ cos?(9/2), V, / sin?(¥/2) may be simply included into
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Vi (1#). We have the following four constants of motion in involution, responsible
for separability

— Py, Dy 1.€., equivalently p,, py

— hy = gy (D7 + Dy® + 2pupy cos V) + 2pp® + Vi (9)
— H=T+4+V = H, + hTﬁ where, however, the two indicated terms in H,
namely
hy

2
H,==rp2+Vp(r) and —2
w r

are not constants of motion when taken separately. The term V. stabilizes the
radial mode of motion which without this term would be unbounded, therefore
physically non-applicable in elastic problems. The term Vy is responsible for the
shear dynamics. Particularly interesting is the following simple model

Vﬁ(ﬁ) o C 2C 1 D12 + D22
_C C<D1D2 )

The model is perhaps phenomenological and academic, however, from the “elastic”
point of view it has very physical properties: it prevents the collapse to the point
or straight-line, because the term 1/D; D5 is singularly repulsive there, and at the
same time it prevents the unlimited expansion, because the harmonic oscillatory
term C(D12 + D9?)/2 = C(a? + (%)/2 grows infinitely then. There is a stable
continuum of relative equilibria at the non-deformed configurations when D; =
Dy = 1. Expansion along some axis results in contraction along the perpendicular
axis, because

V=V.(r)+

r 2 rcosﬁ:

o0*V
9D,0D; ~
at D; = Dy = 1. This qualitatively physical potential of nonlinear hyperelastic
vibrations is separable, therefore, at the same time it is also in principle analytically
treatable.

0

In the chapter below we begin with some problems concerning the harmonic oscil-
lator potential,

Vi, B) = % (@ +p7%) = % (D1 + Dy?) = %T&r (oT¢), C>0 4

and then discuss some natural anharmonic modifications.
The stationary Hamilton-Jacobi equation has the following form [9]

1 1 0S\? /08\> 1 1\ 928 5
(4%) <&o>+<w> *(w‘w)aww ©)
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. (gi) . <g§> — 20 (E — (Va(a) + V(8)))

where F is a fixed value of the energy. Due to the fact that the variables ¢, ¥ have
the cyclic character, we may write

S = 85(p) + Sy (¥) + Sala) + Sp(8) = ap + bip + Sa(a) + Sp(B).
Then, the action variables are as follows

Jo = ¢ podp =2ma, Jy==% 2u (E _V(Oé))—Mda
i ’ C “ e 167202

Jp+ Jp)?
Jij{m(hb:?ﬂ% Jﬁzi]{\/QM(Eﬁ—Vﬁ(ﬁ))—mdﬁ

where E,, E3, a, b are separation constants.

3. Harmonic Oscillator and Certain Anharmonic Modifications

Let us consider the model of the harmonic oscillator potential (4) [9]. This potential
describes only the attractive forces which prevent the unlimited expansion of the
body. It does not prevent the collapse, i.e., the contraction to the null-dimensional
singularity. It attracts to the configuration D; = Dy = 0 instead than to the non-
deformed state D1 = Dy = 1.

Here we obtain the dependence of the energy on the action variables as follows

E:%[4J+]J¢—Jw]+|J¢+J¢H, J = Jo+Js (6)

where w = /C/p and

w
B, = — (4J, +|J, —J
4ﬂ_< ‘H ¥ w\)
w
Es = == (4 .
3 47T( Js + 1 + Jyl)

On the purely classical level of the action variables we have the following formulas

i) in the phase space region where |.J,| > |Jy|
w w
E=—(2J+ = — (2 2Jg *+ 7
27T( J J«p) 27T( Jo + J/ﬁ Jgo) (7)
ii) in the region where |J,| < |Jy|
w w
EF=—(2J+ =—(2 2Js £ 8
5 (20 £ Jy) = o (2Ja +2Jp £ Jy) (8)
iii) on the submanifold where J, = Jy,

w w
E= (/%)= _(2]£Jy). 9)
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The total degeneracy of the doubly invariant model with the potential (4) is a priori
obvious. If we use coordinates (D1, Ds, ¢, 1)), or equivalently (v, 8, ¢, 1), then
the total degeneracy is visualized by the fact that the action variables J,, Jg, J,,,
Jy enter (7) with integer coefficients, J,, with the vanishing one. Similarly in
(8) they are also combined with integer coefficients, but now the coefficient at J,,
does vanish. The third case (9) is, so-to-speak, the seven-dimensional “separatrice”
submanifold.

Then performing the Bohr-Sommerfeld quantization procedure, i.e., supposing that
J =nh, J, = mh, Jy, = lh, where h is the Planck constant and n = 0, 1,...;
m,l = 0,%1,..., we obtain the energy spectrum in the following form

1
E:§M[4n+|m—l\+]m+l\]. (10)

We may rewrite this formula as follows

i) if |m| > ||, then m? > 1% and

E =hw(2n+m) (11)

ii) if |m| < |I], then m? < I? and
E = hw(2n +1) (12)

i) if |m| = ||, then m? = [? and
E=ho(2n+m)=hw(2n=+l). (13)

The quasiclassical degeneracy of the Bohr-Sommerfeld energy levels is due to
the fact that the quantum numbers may be combined in a single one, although
in slightly different ways in three possible ranges. Let us observe that in (11) the
quantum number [ still does exist although does not explicitly occur in the formula
for E. It runs the range |/| < |m/| and labels quasiclassical states within the same
energy levels. And analogously in the remaining cases (12), (13).

Let us now consider the anharmonic modifications of the harmonic model of affine
vibrations (4). They are based on the use of variables («, 3, ¢, %) or (p, 3, p, ).
The corresponding potentials are given by

C 4\ C C 2C
V(ief) =5 <a2 + a2> + 588 =5 (0¥ +87) + = (14)

C 4 2C 9 C 2C 1
2

where C' is some positive constant.
Using the former symbols we have

_C 2 4 _CQ _ _
Va—2<04 +Oé2>7 V,B_ 57 W—Qra Vﬁ—
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An important peculiarity of these models is that they have the stable equilibria
in the natural configuration D; = D = 1, so they are viable from the elastic
point of view. And both of them are separable ((14) in the obvious additive sense),
therefore, the corresponding Hamiltonian systems are integrable.

For the model (14) we obtains

47

It is seen that the collapse-preventing term C'/a? in V, partially removes the de-
generacy. Evidently, there is no longer resonance between ¢ and . The resonance
between o and 3 obviously survives; their conjugate actions J,, Jg enter the en-
ergy formula through the rational combination J = J,, + J and the corresponding
frequencies are equal

p=2 (4(Ja + Jg) + |Jp + Jy| + \/64/m20 + (Jp — J¢)2> .

w
Va:Vﬂ:E'

We use the standard formulas
oF oFE OF OF

ol T oery T e, YT oag,
There are two phase-space regions given respectively by J, + Jy, > 0 and J, +
Jy < 0. In any of these regions there is a resonance between v = ¢ + 1 and a, 3.

This is seen from the formulas
Jo=Jp+Jy, Jyp = —Jy + J,.

In the mentioned regions we have respectively

E= % <4Ja +4J5 4 20, + /16u72C + Jn2> .

We can write the following independent resonances

Vo =

Vo —vg =0, Vo F 20y =0
or, equivalently,
Vo —vg =0, vg F 2v, = 0.
Thus, in any of the mentioned regions, where J, > 0 or J, < 0, the system is

twice degenerate and the closures of its trajectories are two-dimensional isotropic
tori in the eight-dimensional phase space.

Using the primary variables ¢, 1, we have the following expressions for v, vy,

w 2(J — Jw)
S (iH /64 ToEay 2)
pm?C + (Jp — Jy)

- Y4 2(Jy — Jy)
YT /64um2C 2
pm?C + (Jy = Jp)
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the & signs respectively in the regions where J, + Jy, > 0 or J, + Jy, < 0. Then,
taking into account that
oF

W= TMVy = TVg =TV = ——

0J
we have the following degeneracy conditions
Vo —vg =0, Vo F20p F20y =0

respectively in the regions where J, + Jg > 0 or J, + Jg < 0. In the second
equation, v, may be equivalently replaced by vg.
The corresponding Bohr-Sommerfeld spectrum is as follows

E:1m<4n+\m+ll+\/(m—l)2+160'u>. (16)

2 h?

Another interesting model is (15), separable in the variables (p, 1), i.e., equiva-
lently (7,). Then we obtain

E = % <4(JT +T9) + | Tp + Jy| 4+ \/64pm2C + (T, — J¢)2>

= % <4(2Jp + Jy) + |Jo + Jy| + \/64,u7720 + (J, — J¢)2> .

Again there is only a two-fold degeneracy and the system is not periodic. Trajec-
tories are dense in two-dimensional isotropic tori. Degeneracy is described by the
following pair of independent equations

v, —2v9 =0, vy F 2V, F 21y =0

respectively in the phase-space regions where J, + Jy, > 0 or J, + Jy, < 0.
Obviously, the second equation may be alternatively replaced by

v, F v, F 4y = 0.

The corresponding quasiclassical spectrum is given by

1 1
E:§M <4n+\m+l|+\/(m—l)2+ 6;162’”)

where the quantum numbers n, m, [, refer respectively to the action variables J, J,,
Jy, and the system is twice degenerate. Quasiclassical energy levels are labelled
by two effective quantum numbers, namely, (4n + m + 1) and (m — [), and there
is also an obvious degeneracy with respect to the simultaneous change of signs of
m and [.
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4. Schrodinger Quantization

Now we formulate the quantized version of our model. Wave mechanics is formu-
lated in L2(Q, jz) [2], the space of square-integrable functions on () with the scalar
product meant as follows

we) = [T@e(aio).
The invariant measure 1 is given by

= VIG(@)ldg" ... dg"

where the components of G’ with respect to some local coordinates ¢', . . ., ¢" will
be denoted by G;;. The determinant of the matrix [G;;] will be briefly denoted by
the symbol |G|, obviously, this determinant is an analytic representation of some
scalar density of weight two; the square root \/@ is a scalar density of weight
one. Operators of the covariant differentiation induced in the Levi-Civita sense
by G will be denoted by V;. The corresponding Laplace-Beltrami operator A is
analytically given by
A =GV,;V;

or explicitly, when acting on scalar fields

v Ce )

where ¥ denoting a twice differentiable complex function on Q).

The operator A is symmetric with respect to this product, and V; are skew-symmetric
[16-18]. The metric G underlies the classical kinetic energy/Hamiltonian function

7 dg’ d¢’ L
H = _—— J iDj .
5Gi(@) g V()= o’ (@)pipj + V()
The Hamiltonian operator is as follows
h?
H=-—A+V.
2

Denoting and ordering our coordinates ¢* as (¢,, a, 3) in the Cartesian case we
have

a+62 B2—a?200

1 BZ—a? > +p3%200

(Gl = 0 0 10 an
01

0 0
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and
2

. h
b= —ﬂA—H/(a,B). (18)

After some calculations we obtain
A\I’_@—F@—FE@—FE@—F L_FL 627\11+({92l
a2 982 ada  BOS 4o2 = 432 0p? O

1 1\ 6°¥
- . 19
* (252 2a2> 0909 (19)
Separable solutions of the stationary Schrédinger equation
HVU = EV

have the form

(e, ¥, a,B) = fole)fu () fala) f5(5) (20)
where f,,(¢) = e™?, f,(1) = ell¥; m, | are integers.
The stationary Schrodinger equation with an arbitrary potential V' (v, 3) leads af-
ter the standard separation procedure to the following system of one-dimensional
eigenequations [9]

2 « (6% m — 2

ddfzg ) +;dfco{o(é ) B ( 4a2l) fa(a)—i_%(Ea_Va(a))fa(a):O
2 m 2

D) LD D a9+ 2 (B - Val6) fal) =

Let us now quote some formulas for quantized problems separable in polar coor-
dinates. We assume the doubly-isotropic separable potential energy (3), i.e.,
Vi (¥ V(9
V=) + 1 v )4 0.

The corresponding Schrodinger equation separates and, taking into account the
cyclic character of angular variables ¢, 1), we put

V(p, o, 7,09) = el f(r) fy () = ™9 £, (p) fo (V) 2D
where m, [ are integers.

Quantum integration constants responsible for this separability are given by oper-
ators

_ﬁw:?%:S—spin
- Py = ?% = V — vorticity
> 1 ~9 o~ o~ ~2 4h? 0?2 9
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- fI:ﬁIT—i-ﬁg :ffr—i-%ﬁﬁ :ﬁp—kp%ﬁg—energy
where the “radial energy” is given by

~ ~ h? 0? 0 2 (0* 30

24 or? or 24
The four mentioned constants of motion ﬁp, ﬁw, /i\m, H are pairwise commuting

and therefore they represent co-measurable physical quantities.

The stationary Schrodinger equation for the factorized wave function (21) reduces
to the following pair of one-dimensional eigenequations

d2fy dfy m? + 2ml cos ¥ + [ 1
—v t = — — (Vo — =0 (22
a2 Ty Lsin® v oo —e) | fo 22)
a2f,  df. 2 e
wgs 8 4 (B (W) £ =0 @)

where m, [ are integers. Let us now divide by 4 the nominator and denominator
in the bracket expression (22) and formally admit half-integer coefficients. We can
rewrite our equations as follows

d?fy dfs m?+2mlcosd +12
_ 77 t 90— — LA
a2 T ( sin? ¥ T om

d?f, 3df, 2w ey
dp2+pdp+ﬁ2( <p+p2>)fp @

where now the numbers m, [ are assumed to run over the set of non-negative inte-

gers and half-integers, i.e., m,l = 0, %, 1, %, e

(Vo — 6@)) fo=0 (24

5. Quantized Harmonic Oscillator and Certain Anharmonic
Modifications

Let us consider the model of the harmonic oscillator potential (4) [9]. Applying the
Sommerfeld polynomial method [4,6—11] we obtain the energy levels as follows

E:%hw(4n—|—4+|m—l|—|—|m+l\) 26)
where
Ea:%(4na+2+]m—l|), Eﬂ:%(4n5+2+|m+1\) @7
andw:m,n:na+n5,n:0,1,... ,m,l=0,%1,.... We may write
I|, then m? > [? and

E=hvw(2n+2+m)

i) if [m| >
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I|, then m? < [? and
E=hw2n+2+1)
iii) if |m| = |I|, then m? = % and

E=h@2n+2+tm)=hw(2n+2+1).

ii) if [m| <

The deformative wave functions f,(c) and f3(/3) are as follows
fala) = a”niJ’%e_%ang (—na; 1+o0; /ﬁ;a2)

f5(8) = Bkt 3e 5 By (—ngi 1 + v w62)
where 0 = $|m — | k = \/Cp/R2, v = m +1].
The constant term 4 occurring in the rigorous quantum formula (26) and absent
in the quasiclassical one (10) resembles the difference between Schrodinger and
Bohr-Sommerfeld-quantized harmonic oscillators. This is an essentially quantum
effect.

On the classical and quasiclassical level we discussed the potential (14), i.e.,
c(, 4 C o
Ve, B) = 5 <04 +a2> +§5 :

The model may be rigorously solved on the quantum level and we obtain the fol-
lowing formula for the energy levels

1 16C
E:2m<4n+4+\m+l|+\/(ml)2+ hQ“). (28)

The energy in (28) depends on an integer combination of the quantum numbers,
i.e., n = n, + ng. The wave functions are as follows

K2

fala) = aXgitie—5a I (—na; 14+ x; /-iaQ)

f8(B) = BTritie 57 Ry (—ng; 1+ v;K8%)

It is seen that the formula for the energy levels is structurally “almost” identical
with the quasiclassical one (16), i.e.,

1 1
E:§?’Lw <4n+\m+ll+\/(m—l)2+i_g'u>-

where

This is rather typical for systems invariant under “large” symmetry groups and
based on interesting geometric structures. There is a characteristic shift of energy
levels, corresponding to the “null vibrations” of the harmonic part of the system.
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Just like on the classical and quasiclassical levels, the system is two-fold degener-
ate and its energy levels are essentially controlled by two effective quantum num-
bers: ny +ng + |m + 1| and |m —1|.
Using the formulas (22), (23), i.e., (24), (25), we can also quantize the model (15),
ie.,

V(r,9) = % (7“ + jj) + ?tan2 g
Then, we obtain the expression for the energy levels as follows

1 1
E = Jho <4n+4+m+l|+\/(m—l)2+ 60“)

72
where n = n, + ny. The functions f,(r), fs(?) have the form

fr(r) = PRI, (—np; 1+ 2e;5 k1)

VAR AEAN 5 U
fo(9¥) = cos 5 sin F | —nyg,1+nyg+~v+x;1+ x;cos B
where
1 o0 20p
e=2¢1+ﬁzeﬁ+h2
2
h? 16C 1 16C 1
eg:@ <4ng+2+\m+l|+\/(m—l)2+ 2 ) —4-— 2

Rigorous solutions for two-dimensional problems may be useful in microscopic
physical problems (vibrations of planar molecules like Sg, Cs Hg) and in macro-
scopic elasticity (cylinders with homogeneously-deformable cross-sections).
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