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1. Introduction

The counterintuitive Aharonov-Bohm (AB) effect![1] repeets one of the most widely
discussed issues of quantum physics. It predicts that ayetigrarticle can be influenced
by a magnetic field “even if the particle is nowhere in the oegof nonzero field strength”
[2]. This intriguing effect has alternatively been attiiebd to a nonlocal feature of quantum
mechanics, to a hitherto unexpected direct physical mganfian otherwise unphysical vector
potential, to a topological cause and so on [3]. It is expenitally well verified [3] 4], and
its possible applications have attracted much interesgintg; seee.g. [5, 16,7, 8,9/ 10]. A
generally accepted intuitive and physical understandingjever, seems to be still lacking.

As Hamiltonian operator for an electron (without spin) i thresence of a magnetic
field one takes

H= [P + eA(fc)} " om, @)

whereP is the canonical momentum operator of the electronthe electron mass anek its
charge.A (x) is a vector potential, which is not unique and is related eorttagnetic field by
B(x) = curl A(x). In classical physics such a vector potential is an auyiligrantity without
direct physical meaning. It may happen that a magnetic fiatdshes in a region while the
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Figure 1. Schematic sketch of the Aharonov-Bohm effecElectron scattering by an infinite,
perfectly shielded cylinder of radiuR, with a homogeneous magnetic fiel§le, inside,
depends on the magnetic flux.

allowed vector potentials do not. An example is given in[flgvith a constant magnetic field
which vanishes outside an infinitely long cylinder of radiRisSince the integraf A (x) - dx
over a circle around the cylinder yields the flux(x) cannot identically vanish outside the
cylinder.

A quick, heuristic, way to obtain the AB effect is to note that electron may
pass on either side of an impenetrable cylinder (seelfig.hBxeby picking up a phase
(e/h) [ A(x) - dx, with the integral taken over the electron’s path. The téasylphase
difference is(e/h)®, where® is the magnetic flux in the cylinder, and this leads to field
dependent effects for scattering. Related effects in ntagieds without shielding had been
pointed out earlier [11, 12].

A more detailed derivation [1, 19] describes electron scetg by eigenfunctions of the
Hamiltonian [1) withA(x) = (®/27r)e,, wherer = (/22 +y? > R. Impenetrability
is taken into account by choosing eigenfunctions with zeyorlolary conditions. Since the
vector potential outside does not vanish, the eigenfunstuiffer from those for the free
HamiltonianH © = PA’Q/QmC with the same boundary conditions. This then gives the bgffli
result that electron scattering depends on the magnetitifiside the cylinder although the
electron wavefunction cannot penetrate there. Ref. [3li@Ky calculates for a special case
the momentum transfer to the electron from the wall of thdwsed cylinder, compares it
with the momentum transfer implied by the scattering cresgisn, and concludes that in
general the force exerted by the cylinder surface is neenlsdtisfy Ehrenfest’s theorem. It
remains, however, physically somewhat puzzling why thiséalepends on the magnetic field
inside the cylinder although the wavefunction vanisheshensurface and inside. Ref. [13]
invokes a new, previously not considered, classical foooexplain the AB effect. This was
criticized in [14] and rebutted in [15]. Ref._[16] draws attlistion between the Aharonov-
Bohm phase shift and the Aharonov-Bohm effect and sugdesttite Aharonov-Bohm phase
shift is actually due to classical electromagnetic forcegmrelativistic effects are taken into
account. In arecent experiment [17] the time delay for actede passing by a “macroscopic”
solenoid has been investigated.
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Some authors have noted that if one starts right away withifagity shielded cylinder —
corresponding to quantum mechanics in a plane with a holetarée-dimensional space with
an excluded cylinder — the quantum dynamics for a partictside is not uniquely determined
(cf.,, e.g, [18]). In this point of view the choice of one particular aam dynamics then
appears somewhatd hocsince it typically relies on information from the excludesion.
This problem does not arise in approaches which considde fibut increasingly high,
barriers and then take a lim[t [19, 18] . In this case therenarénterpretational problems.
But it has also been shown [19,/18] that as the barrier hegyimareased in the limit one
arrives at exactly the same zero boundary conditions fowthefunction as before. Thus the
conceptual problem remains by which physical mechanisormmétion about the inside field
is transmitted to the outside.

In this paper it is shown that in case of large, but finite, lslmg the small wavefunction
tails, which can tunnel into the cylinder and into the magrietld, determine the force acting
on the electron. In the limit of infinite shielding this foroemains finite and flux dependent,
it determines the otherwise under-defined dynamics ougsideyields the AB effect.

The paper is organized as follows. In secfibn 2 we review theraent why the quantum
dynamics can be viewed as ambiguous if one has a perfeceydski cylinder right from
the beginning. This is due to the fact that classically egjemnt Hamiltonians can become
physically inequivalent after transition to quantum mathbs. In sectiofl3 expressions for the
forces for finite and infinite shielding are given in termsadial derivatives of the modulus of
the wavefunction. These radial derivatives are calculategctiori 4 and the resulting forces
are determined. In sectidh 5 itis indicated how the forcésrd@ne the dynamics and the AB
effect. In the appendix expressions for the forces are epliderived which are valid for
arbitrary geometries, not only cylinders.

2. Indeterminacy of the quantization

We first consider a freelassicalelectron outside an impenetrable infinitely long cylindér o
radius k. No assumption about a possible magnetic field inside thedst is made. By
symmetry one can confine oneself to the- y plane. A possible classical Hamiltonian
function is H® = P?/2m,, with reflections from the boundary of the excluded region
implemented by the configuration space. The Hamiltoniawgwer, is not unique. Indeed, if
Qqum (x) is any vector function (a “dummy field”) outside the cylindeatisfying

curl Qgum(x) =0

there, otherwise arbitrary and not connected to any fieidéthe cylinder, then
Hdum - [P + Qdum (X)]2 /2me (2)

equals the kinetic energy and also yiad's: 0. This is, up to a constant, the most general
form of the Hamiltonian yieldinge = 0 and equaling the kinetic energy. Classically, all these
Hamiltonians are physically equivalent. This general egjence, however, is no longer true

1 This corresponds to the well known freedom to add to the Lragjean a total time derivativeCt., e.g, [18].
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Figure 2. Wavefunction behavior near the boundary: finite shelding. Cylinder of
radiusR, wavefunction corresponding to incoming electrons of motue hke, with kR =
4.3 x 1073, Two different magnetic fluxes: (@ = 0.2 h/e, and (b)® = 0.4 h/e. Solid lines:
|zp,(f”v) (r, )| near the cylinder boundary for fixed polar angle= 1.37 and for increasing
barrier heights” as well as for the limifi’ — oo. Thick vertical line: cylinder boundary.
Broken lines: slope at this point. For the two fluxes the stogiéfer significantly, but differ
little for a fixed flux and different barrier heights.
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Figure 3. Infinite shielding with dummy field. kR as in fig.[2. (a) Solid Iines|:w,(f)(r, ©)|
near the boundary as a functionrdbr fixed polar angleo = 1.37 and for two different values
of k which labels inequivalent dummy fields'™ from (B). The slope at = R (dashed,

dum

dot-dashed lines) depends en(b) The slope at = R plotted as a function of for two polar
anglesp; = 7w andyp, = 1.3w. The value ofs is uniquely determined if the slope is known
for two different angles.

after transition to the quantum theory (with zero boundaryditions on the cylinder)cf.,
e.g, [18,120]). For a giverf2q,, (x) with curl Q4. (x) = 0 outside the cylinder, we define
as

k = non — integer part of j{ Qqum (x) - dx/h 3)
sothatd) < k < 1. Then one can define the continuous and differentiable fmmof modulus

1
A(x) = exp {% /xx |:Qdum<xl) — %ew} -dx’} (4)

0
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wherex, can be chosen as, = (R, 0); r, ' > R. Itis easy to check that(X) Hgum A(X)" =
H'" where

dum

~ ~ 2
HY =P+ (%) /2m., ngg(x)z$e¢ (5)

dum dum

with 0 < k < 1, and the zero boundary conditions are preserved. The Hamah operators
HC({;ZH are physically inequivalent fob < x < 1, and without further input information

it is unclear which one to choose. Thus there is an ambiguitgnwone starts right away
with infinite shielding, and this ambiguity can be fixed by imsphg an additional boundary
condition which arises in a natural way when one takes into@gat tunneling and associated

forces, as seen in the following.

3. The forces for finite and infinite shielding

Finite shielding of the cylinder can be modeled by a poténifigc). Just for simplicity we
considerV(x) = V,O(R — r), with V; — oo later on, and a homogeneous magnetic field
inside the cylinder with vector potential

2 x

Ap(x) = — [%@(R—r) + 500 - R)] ( v > (6)

where @ is the magnetic flux, but also other magnetic fields can beidered. The
Hamiltonian then is

Aoy = [P+ cAs (3)] T ame+ V(%) )

We consider a normalized (planar) Wavefunctiwbqf’v), corresponding fot — —oo to an
incoming free particle which is then scattered. Due to tlingesmall tails enter the cylinder.
The total force on the electron is

F&Y = ™V = vV — v x Blg{™Y)) . ®)

Note that only the tails contribute. As the tails, the Lorefutrce goes to 0 whelw — oc.
For a step potential the first part beconég”” Rdy [ (R, ¢)|e,. Expanding)™"” in
terms of eigenfunctions aff3 ,» and using egs. (35) - (40) af [19] one can show explicitly for
largeVy that Vy/|o(*" (R, o) | = R, [ (R, )| /(2m) /2 + O(Vy ™). Thus

2 2

h 27 8
pev) - / Rdy {EW’”(R,@@ e, +O0(Vy ). ©)
e JO

2m,

This result is also true for more genefalandB, e.g.B(r) = 0, » > R/2, as well as for the
torus and other domains (with a surface integral and norex@ative). This general case is
treated in the appendix.

For infinite shielding and fixed arbitrarily chosen dummyu‘ié]é{fl)m we useF\"” =
d/dt (" |mev |1 for the force and eventually obtain

& / " rag [ 2uim >|2 (10)
2mc 0 (p ar t 7%0 eT'

Again this carries over to other domains as shown in the agipen

F\” =
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The as yet underdetermined dummy fi@ﬁf}m can be made unique by requiring that the
r-dependent forcé (10) agrees with (9) in the liiit— oo (obtained with the field actually
contained in the cylinder). It will now be shown that thisugement uniquely determines
and thus also the dynamics of the idealized case.

4. The radial derivative and resulting forces

It suffices to consider electron beams of definite incomingekc momentumfpke, say.
The corresponding scattering solution is a stationaryestdenoted bytp(q’v and w,i“),
respectively. To calculate these we note that around thkwead direction,p = =, the
incident wave should behave as an eigenfunctioﬁlgf. This implies that the incident wave
should behave as

6ik~x—ie<1>(<p—7r)/h for kr > 1’ |S0 — 7T| <é€ (11)

and similarly for@b,(f). The asymptotics in Ref[ [1], based on the probability cuirres the
sam@.

The wavefunctionp,iq”v)(r, ¢) can be calculated analytically as a series and evaluated
numerically. Note that the wavefunction is gauge dependgiiie its absolute value is not.
Although the tails go to zero inside and on the cylinder wietends to infinity, the behavior
of the wavefunction in the vicinity of the cylinder dependssitively on the value o,
as seen in figd.l2 (a) and 2 (b). There we consider two diffemagnetic fields inside
the cylinder, with fluxesbl and ®,, and increasing barrier heights. For each flux and
barrier helghﬁp ( ) is calculated and its absolute value is plotted as a functiorfor
¢ = 1.3 7. With increasing barrier height the wavefunctions are indeed seen to converge to
zero inside the cylinder(< R). The form of the tails depends on the spedBiand V, while
the limiting slope depends only @b, or rather on

a = non — integer part of e®/h. (12)

With infinite shielding and a dummy fleldldum, the scattering sqution&,ﬁ“)(r, ©)
vanish on the cylinderr( = R), but the rate with which O is approached when— R
depends om. To see this we calculat@,ﬁ“)( r, ) by expressing it as a linear combination
of eigenfunctions OH( ., of fixed canonical angular momentum, with unknown coeffitsen
Using the asymptotlcs of Bessel and Hankel functions ahd) ¢ht can determine the
coefficients and obtains

¢](:) (,,,’ 4,0) — Z (_i>|n+li\ein(g0+7r)
Jinr) (KR)
i) - S Hl )| 13)

§ One can also start with an incident plane wHve=c™** and use the Lippmann-Schwinger equation to obtain
the corresponding scattering solution. We have deterntimedecessary Green'’s functions and have shown that
one obtains the same expression as with] (11). This genesaizesult for a magnetic strirlg [21] and will be
published elsewhere.
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The rate is given by the tangent slope}@f)(r, )| at the cylinderi.e. by the radial derivative
8,|v\™ (r = R, ©)| which can be calculated fron{_{13). Singg” = 0 on the boundary of
the cylinder one easily sees that

0 |6l ()| = [0 )| i r =R (14)

With this identity and using the Wronskian for Bessel and kédfunctions, one obtains from

@3)

Z (_i)m—i%‘ ein(ga+7r) )
We note that this derivative is invariant under the unitaapsformation\(x) in (4).
In fig. 3 (a) |¢§f) (r, )| is plotted as a function of for two values ofx and for fixed
¢ = 1.37 and it is seen that the slope iat= R depends om. In fig.[3 (b) the slope at
r = R is plotted as a function of for two values ofp (solid curve:y; = 7, dashed curve:
po = 1.371) and it is seen that the values of the slope at the two diffeargles determine
uniquely. Moreover, this slope agrees with the limitingegdor a magnetic flus if < equals
the non-integer part of® /A (i.e. if kK = «), and then the corresponding forces on the electron
beam are equal, by eqgkl (9) ahdl(10); conversely the conditie « is also necessary for this.
Thus requiring the equality of the forces determines thegiptsly underdetermined dummy
field Q) .
The force on the electron beam can easily be calculated’for» oo by means of
(@5) (with x = ) as a rapidly converging sum involving Hankel functions.efiéhis both
a component in the backward direction as well as a perpeladicomponent. The former
is repulsive and invariant under the replacement> 1 — «. The latter reverses sign under
a — 1 — « and under charge reversal, vanishesdfee 0, 1/2, 1, and for smallb points in
the same direction a Lorentz force would do for an electrerdmthe cylinder. FokR < 1
one obtains for the force per unit cylinder length on an etecbeam of incoming momentum
hke, and density

B’k [ —2sin*(me®/h) ;
(®,V—00) _ o
F P Me ( sin(2we®/h) +O(E") (16)

. 2
0, [ (R, )| =

" 7R

(15)

wherea’ = min(2«, 4 — 4a). The higher-order terms iR contain the reflecting force by the
cylinder and they vanish foR — 0 (magnetic string). FokR ~ 1, F; is several orders of
magnitude smaller thaR) since reflection by the cylinder dominates. Subtracting ¢fives
about the same order of magnitude, but the remainder is lbuawnah smaller than in[(16).

5. Forces and the AB effect

These results yield a physical explanation of the AB effadiodlows. For the idealized case
of an impenetrable cylinder, the quantum (but not the atadsilynamics in the outside region
is underdetermined since it contains a largely arbitramyichy” field. Although tempting,
there is noa priori reason to relate this field to an (in principle unknown) maignield
inside the cylinder. This leads to physically inequivalbiaimiltoniansﬁ[(g“) 0 <k <1,

um’



The Aharonov-Bohm effect: the role of tunneling and assediforces 8

and ax dependent force. To derive an additional boundary comdivich removes the
indeterminacy we consider high, but finite, barriers. THantunneling, minute tails of the
scattering wavefunction can enter the cylinder. The shmglénd a magnetic field inside
the cylinder exert a force on these tails and on the electBynthe combined influence of
magnetic field and increasing shielding on the form of theefiavction this force remains
finite and flux dependent even when the shielding goes to ipfamd it can be expressed by
the radial wavefunction derivative at the cylinder. Rempgjrthat the force for the directly
tackled idealized case (with infinite shielding from thesat} be equal to this limiting force
fixes the former’s as yet underdetermined dynamiies £). Alternatively, the limit slope of
the scattering solution at the boundary can be considerad additional boundary condition
for the ideal case which also removes the indeterminacy.dlinemy field determined in this
way is, up to a factoe, just the vector potential customarily used right away mdiscussion
of the AB effect.

6. Summary

It has been shown that the AB effect for cylinders arisesequiturally when one considers
tunneling and the force exerted on the small wavefunctide td the electron inside the
cylinder. Although the Lorentz force vanishes when thestgd to zero in the limit of infinite
shielding, the flux dependence of the remaining force prsisd precisely yields the AB
effect. It has also been shown that the limit slope of thetedag solution at the boundary
can be considered as an additional boundary condition &idial case which also removes
the indeterminacy of the quantization procedure. The saswdts are expected to carry over
to the torus and other domains.

Appendix A. General case: Forces in a magnetic and scalar figl

Appendix A.1. Magnetic and large, but finite, scalar potnti

We first consider a general time-independent magnetic Beid in a regionG, with a vector
potentialA (x) vanishing at infinity, and a scalar potenti&fx) which is nonzero in the same
regionG and vanishes outside. Later we will remark on the more génas® that the scalar
potential may also vanish on parts of the interiot:bf

The force,FﬁV), on an electron of chargee at timet is then the sum of the scalar and
Lorentz force,

FY) = (") (—=vV —ev x B)¢!")) (A1)

Wherewt(v) denotes the wavefunction under the time development wéetHdumiltonianH,,
of an electron coming in from infinity. The Hamiltonian is

Hy = (P +eA)?*/2m + V. (A.2)
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We will investigate the behavior of the force in_(A.1) fordarscalar potentidl” and will
show that it can be expressed as an integral over the suéfacef the regionG,

2
V) _ 2 oy
! 2m Jaa on

4+ terms — 0 for V — o0

do

(A.3)

Note that the dependence of this expression on the magnaticcomes through the time
development via the Hamiltonian. In two dimensions and & thgionG is a circle one
arrives at [(D) if one Iets)t(v) go to a stationary solution afy, .
To prove [A.3) we first consider the scalar partin_(A.1) anovethat
1 _—
W, = 9vey = = o | e VeTP e
2m Jq
+ terms — 0 for V — oo (A.4)
To show this we use partial integration to write

W, =il = [t v vjul 0|

_ / diz Vv + ce. (A.5)
V' can now be expressed by the Ham(i;ltoniaA.Z). For theldate have
("), Hyw)
= o (Pt e, P+ eAWd") + (), Vi)

- 2m

= 5P+ AW, (P AN g (6

1
+ 5 (P eA)”, (P +eA)y)e + (" Vi)

where the indices denote integration over the respectyiems. The temwt(v), Hvzpt(v)) is
independent of and therefore equals the incoming kinetic energy. The &rsh@after the last
equality sign converges faf — oo to the corresponding expression with Dirichlet boundary
conditions on7, by standard results [22, 18},g.if A is bounded and if the initial incoming
wavefunction is in the domain of the Hamiltonian. This limiso equals the incoming kinetic
energy. Since all terms are non-negative, the remainingstén (A.6) have to go to zero
whenV — oco. Hencefor V' — oo

W), Hyp e 0 (A7)
W vy =0, @ o e =0 (A.8)
(P+eA)), (P +eA) e —0 (A.9)

With this one obtains for boundedl and with the inequality
2
| @+ Ay 122 I P o — Il eA o o

that also
I P?/)t(v) |l =0 for V— 0. (A.10)
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This and Schwartz's inequality then imply that
(V") HyypM)g = 0 for V = oo
if the initial wavefunction is in the domain dfy . Inserting
V =Hy — (P?+eA)?*/2m
into (A.5) one obtains from[(A.11)

1 [
Wi vy = = oo [ e v s ear”
G

+ c.c.
+ terms — 0 forV — 0.

Using [A.10) and Schwartz's inequality this yields the iian (A.4).

10

(A.11)

(A.12)

We will now investigate the first term on the right hand side(&f4) and will show that

it can be expressed as a surface integral, i.e. foi-thle component

1
“am | v 0P 4 ce.

m
hz 1% |4
———{/‘&%)V@)wh+aa
m oG

— € -/do VW—V%(V)} .
Gt}

To prove this we use partial integration, i.e. Gauss's theoin the form

[ s0a==[@n9+ [ e-doss.

/ dtz o000 = — / dtz 9,000 00"
G G

Then

+ / ej -do ngt(v)ajwt(v)
oG
and

/d%@@”@@%ﬂ_ (/w%a@% oV
G
—i—/ e - doaw (V).
oG
Applying (A.14) to the first term on the r.h.s. of_(Al16) yisld
/ddllf ngt(v)a]@]W: /ddllf Oj t(v)&a]W
G G
—/el®@% g
oG

—i—/ e - doaw (V).
oG

(A.13)

(A.14)

(A.15)

(A.16)

(A.17)
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Adding eqgs.[(A.Ib) and(A.17), the first terms cancel and dostains

/ ddflf aﬂbév)a]a]’(/)t(v) + c.c.
G

= / e; - do 8Z¢t(v)8j t(V) + / €; - do 8J¢t(v)3z¢t(v)
oG oG

- [ o aul ol
oG
(A.18)

which gives [A.IB).
For largeV (A.13) can be further simplified. Indeed, one h/}ag) — 0 on G for
V' — oo and hence
V)

vyl — 062 n (n = normal)

oy

82‘ V) = €; - th(v) — €, n
on

(A.19)

for V' — oo. Insertion into [[A.IB) gives

1
— —/ dx 8i¢§V)P2 t(v) + c.c.

2m Iel
oy oyl
on 0On

hZ
" om o
plus terms going to 0 fov — oc.
For the Lorentz force one has

WM eB x vty = () [ eB x m (P + Ay )

e; -ndo (A.20)

and one finds from[(A.10) and Schwartz's inequality togethiéh the boundedness ©f that
it decreases to 0 whéin — oo . This, together with eqd._(A.20) arld (A.4) yields (A.3).
These results can be generalized to the situation when teatmd " vanishes on a part
of the interior of the regiou-, e.g. one could have a magnetic field in a cylinder of raditus
while the shielding would be only in a cylindrical rirflgy < » < R. Then for particles coming
in from infinity one obtains the same results as above sineénttoming wavefunction will
less and less penetrate through the ring. This can be madematically precise by a similar
reasoning as above.

Appendix A.2. Forces in the case of infinite shielding

If one starts right away with infinite shielding the particteotion takes place completely
outside the regiois and there is no regular expression for the force acting abtlumdary.
We therefore usé/dt (mv) as definition for the force. Moreover, the Hamiltonian is not
uniquely determined, as pointed out before, and we arbitrick for it a particular H g,
with a dummy fieldQ24,.., analogously to[{2). Then

mv =P + Qqum- (A.21)
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Now let, be a normalizable wavefunction coming in from infinity (arery in the domain
of Hyum). We will show that then

d _ h? oYy
&@Dt,mvwﬁ = - /ac do |+

2

o on (A.22)

Note again that the dependence of this expression on the gidrala 2,,.,, comes through
the time development via the Hamiltonian. In two dimensiand if the regiorn~ is a circle
one arrives at[(10) if one lets go to a stationary solution df 4,,,,.

To show [(A.22) we write the left hand side as

y .
W mvi) = S Hawnt, Vi) = (o, VHaumtr)} (A.23)

At this point it is crucial that in the first termi 4, cannot be moved over to the other side
by hermiticity since then one would be led|[id4..,, v] = X = 0 and thus there would be no
force. The underlying mathematical reason why this is riotadd is thatvy), need not lie in
the domain ofH,,,,. However, one can mov&,.,, - P over by partial integration since the
boundary terms vanish. Thus

d
T (i, mvipy) =

m

S Jpn s {P2oive

+ 01 (2 Qaum - P + Q) VU

- %deumwt} . (A.24)
Inserting0 = ;hA2V2(vipy) — 1 h2V2(viy) gives

d
&(@Dt» mvy) =

m

d,. f_12(27
2mh Bd\Gd ! { VIV

+ VPV (Vi) + U [Haum, V] }

Note that the last commutator vanishes. Inserting (A.2&X,,, terms cancel, by partial
integration as in [(A.14), since the boundary terms vanishusTone obtains for the-th
component of the force in_(A.23)

d —h? _ _
&Wt, mu;) = om RAG d'x {vzwt8i¢t - wtv28i¢t}
—_h2 _ _
= —h{ - / dx Vb - Vi), — / do - Vi, 051y
2m RNG oG

+ / dx N, - Vol + / dO'Evaﬂﬁt}
RNG lel

where the last equality results from partial integratiohe Tirst and third term cancel, while
the last one is zero singevanishes on the boundary. This yields
2

d h _
&<¢t,mth> = 2—/ dO . thth . (A25)
m Jaag
SinceV, is perpendicular to the boundady: this gives[(A.2D).
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