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Galperin introduced an interesting method to learn the digits of © by counting the collisions of
two billiard balls and a hard wall. This paper studies two quantum versions of the Galperin billiards.
It is shown that the digits of m can be observed in the phase shifts of the quantum models.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The number 7 has attracted interest in human his-
tory. There are various elegant ways to determine 7 with
a good precision; for instance, the inscribed and circum-
scribed polygons on a circle [1-3] and the Monte Carlo
Method based on computers. Twenty years ago, Galperin
[4, 5] invented an extraordinary method to learn the dig-
its of 7, known as Galperin billiards. In such a scenario,
as shown in Fig. 1, a big ball is hurled towards a small
ball that has its back to a wall. An observer counts the
ensuing elastic collisions until the big ball’s momentum is
redirected enough to fully turn around. When the ratio
of masses for the two billiard balls % = 100", the total
number of hits in the system is [r10"] where [ ] is the
greatest integer function.
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FIG. 1: Schematic picture of Galperin billiards, consisting of
a big ball M, a small ball m and a wall.

The interesting results of Galperin billiards have been
discussed in different aspects, such as their relationships
with geometrical optics and Grover algorithm for quan-
tum search [4, 6] In this paper, we study two quantum
extensions of the Galperin billiards. In our first (semi-
classical) model, the motion of the small ball is assumed
to be described by quantum mechanics, and the big one
is classical. In addition, the classical part is assumed to
move slowly, and hence the quantum part is treated under
the adiabatic approximation. In the second (fully quan-
tum) version, both balls are quantum, which is equivalent
to a scattering problem in a two-dimensional unbounded
sector domain. The phase shifts in the two models are
shown to correspond to the number of collisions in clas-
sical mechanics. As phase shifts in scattering problems
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are closely related with state densities and energy spec-
trums [7, 8], this work connects the Galperin model with
the classic problem Can you hear the shape of a drum?
formulated by Mark Kac [9]. That is, the shape of two-
dimensional unbounded sector domain, corresponding to
the quantum Galperin model, determines the spectrum
of a quantum particle in it and the digits of 7 in collisions.

II. SEMICLASSICAL MODEL

We begin by replacing the small ball in the origi-
nal model with a quantum particle. As shown in Fig.
2, the classical big ball and the wall constitute a one-
dimensional infinite potential well, as the quantum small
ball is situated between them. The motions of the two
balls are governed by their interaction. Let z and y de-
note the positions of the big and small balls, respectively.
The small ball satisfies the Schrodinger equation
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FIG. 2: Schematic picture of semiclassical Galperin billiards,
consisting of the classical big ball M (blue vertical line on the
right), the quantum small ball m, and a wall. The red curve
between M and the wall shows the probability density for the
wave function of m with n=3.
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where m is its mass and

0, 0<y<uz,
v<y>={ yse

400, otherwise. (2)

Here, we assume that the big ball moves very grad-
ually, and therefore the wave function of the quantum
particle changes adiabatically. Under the adiabatic ap-
proximation, we assume that the position coordinate z
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of the big ball is fixed, and the wave function of the small
ball is given by

—+oo
—it [¥ Bndt+iv,
U =Y CpWpenJo Bndttin, (3)
n=1
h E = n?x2h? | — 2 i, NTY d : h
where b, = 5 -5V, = Zsin —=, and 7y, 1s the

Berry phase gained by the eigenstate ¥,, as the big ball
coordinate has changed from the initial position to the
position z. Under the adiabatic approximation, as the
Hamiltonian gradually changes, the wave function will
get an additional phase factor, and so called the Berry
phase [10]. Here, both the initial and final values of z
(big ball position) are +o00, and the final time ¢t — +o0.
The kinetic energy of the quantum small ball is close to
zero at the beginning and end. The Berry phase for the
nth eigenstate can be

t
d
=i / (W, L jw,ydt =0, (4)

as (¥, |d|¥,) = 0 (see Supplementary material for more
details).

To observe the motion of the quantum particle, we
consider a superposition of two adjacent levels as

1 1t et
v ﬁ(\yneﬂ% Jo Bndt 1, e Jo Bntadty, (5)

Its average position is given by (see Supplementary ma-
terial for more details)

v = (Y[yl¥)

T iSn(n +1) /t Ent1— En
( 0 h

cmMnT o) dt. 6
2 w2 (nt1z (6)

The average position vibrates around the midpoint 3 at
the Bohr frequency ET‘L{E" Hence, the phase differ-
ence, divided by 7, between the two eigenenstates can be
regarded as the quantum correspondence of the number

of collisions in classical mechanics.

The energy of the quantum ball is

2n2 4+ 2n + 1 72h?
5 - (7)

1
E=—-(E,+E,11)=

2 (En + En1) 2 m
We assume that the speed change of the classical ball
is determined by its energy exchange with the quantum
particle. One can obtain

2n? +2n+17%0%, 1 1 1
— )= ZM? 8
2 m (xfnin 172) 2 v (8)
where v = 92 M is the mass of the classical ball, and

dato
Tmin 18 its retracing point. Then, the definite integral in

(6) can be solved by variable transformation from ¢ to z.

It is obtained as

+oo
E..1—E, dn?2+4n+1 4
—dt =4/ ————7"R 9
/0 n Va2 v dn+ 2" " ©)

where R = 1/% is the square root of the two masses

ratios. The number of the cosine function in (6) reach-

ing its extreme values is 1/%7&2, which does not
depend on xy,iy, or the initial speed of the classical ball.

In the classical model, the full change of phase of
action-angle variables is 72 R [11] and the collision times
is [5] with 3 = arccotR [4]. When n — +oo and
R — +oo, the phase difference (9) in the semiclassical
model is equal to the full change of phase in the classical
model. At the same time, the number of extremums in
the semiclassical model is equal to the collision times in

the classical model. We define a normalized time as

a = sgn(v) arccos pm—in, (10)
p

where sgn is the sign function, p = v/Mz in the semi-
classical model while p = \/Mz? + my? in the classical
one, and the values of pyi, are their minimums. Here, we
mix y in p for the classical model to avoid the case that
x may remain stationary in a finite time interval at its
retracing point. When M > m, the two definitions of p
consistent with each other. As t increases from 0 to 400,
the value of a changes continuously from —7 to 7, and
p decreases from +00 to pmin and then goes back to +oo.
Using « as the variable, in Fig. 3, we show & comparison
between the average position i and the result of a corre-
sponding classical model. In general, the oscillation of g
correspond to the collisions in classical mechanics. The
period of the quantum oscillation is greater than the one
of the classical collisions, while the difference between

them is reduced as the quantum number n increases.
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FIG. 3: A comparison between the average position gy and
the corresponding results of a classical model when 8 = 7/10.
The three curves are obtained for the classical model (solid
blue line), the semiclassical model with quantum number n =
1 (dashed red line), and n = 10 (dotted black line).
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FIG. 4: The fully quantum Galperin model is equivalent to
a free particle in a two-dimensional unbounded sector domain
in the first quadrant where £ € [0, /2]

IIT. FULLY QUANTUM MODEL

We now consider a fully quantum model in which both
balls are described by quantum mechanics. The station-
ary Schrodinger equation of the fully quantum model can
be written as

h2 82 ﬁ2 32
[ %6_y2+v(x7y) U(z,y) = E¥(2,y).

(11)

S 2M 0

where x and y denote respectively the positions of the big
ball of mass M and the small ball of mass m, respectively
and

0, 0<y<ux,

400, otherwise. (12)

Vi = {

Such a two-body problem in one-dimensional space can
be converted into a free particle in a two-dimensional un-
bounded sector domain. Namely, introducing the polar
coordinates

VMz = pcosb, vVmy = psinf, (13)

and the Schrodinger equation turns to (see Supplemen-
tary material for more details)

[_%2(82 4101 82>+V(9)} U(p,0) = EV(p,0),

9> pdp p?00°
(14)
where
_J 0, 0<0<B=arctan/3;,
V(o) = { 400, otherwise (15)

When M > m, p ~ Mz and 6/ ~ y/x. The former
approaches to the position of the big ball, and the lat-
ter becomes the (normalized) position of the small one
corresponding to the curves in Fig. 3.

As the potential V() does not depend on the radial
coordinate p, the stationary Schrodinger eq.(14) can be
solved by using the separation of variables method. We
assume that ¥(p,0) = R(p)®(0) and ®(A) = 0 when
6 ¢ [0, 8]. The Schrodinger equation turns to

o2 )
— 5z ®(0) = 2(0), (16)
- <§—p2 4o [l)—2> R(p) = ER(p). (17)

The eigenfunctions and eigenvalues for the angular part
can be directly found to be ®(6) = sinlf when 6 € [0, 5]
and | = nr/B with n = 1,2,3... The physical solution
to the radial eq.(17) is a linear combination of the first
kind of Bessel function, as the second kind of Bessel func-
tion (Neumann function) tends to —oo when p — 0 [12].
Here, we write the common eigenfunctions in terms of
the Hankel functions as

Wii(p,0) = [H" (kp) + H (kp)] sin 6, (18)

with k = V2E/h (see Supplementary material for more
details).

The probability current density of the stationary wave
function (18) can be divided into two equal and oppo-
site parts without cross terms (see Supplementary mate-
rial for more details), which are along the radial direc-

tion and correspond to the two terms Hl(l) (kp) sinlf and

Hl(2)(k:p) sinlf respectively. In addition, when p — oo
[12],

2 . x

H{' ) 2 e 3] (19)
[ 2 - ™

Hl(2) (kp) ~ F_]{:pefl[kl’*(”r%)?], (20)

which become spherical waves in the two-dimensional sec-
tor domain. Therefore, the two terms, Hl(l) (kp)sinlo

and H 1(2)(k:p) sinlf are incident and outgoing waves, re-
spectively. They can be regarded as the quantum corre-
spondences of the two movement processes in the classi-
cal model divided by the retracing point of the big ball.
Here, an observation is that, although a more reasonable
incidence wave should promulgate along x-axis, the in-
cident direction makes a difference of at most 1 on the
number of classical reflections in the unbounded sector
domain in Fig. 4 [4]. The phase shift between the in-
cident and outgoing waves can be directly derived from
the asymptotic formulations (19) and (20) as

5(n) = (I + %)ﬁ = (%” + %)ﬁ. (21)

It does not depend on the wavenumber k, or energy F
equivalently, and can be regarded as the phase gained
by the standing wave sinlf. The difference between two
adjacent phase shifts is

AS=5(n+1)—d(n) = (22)

7T2
?.



FIG. 5: A comparison between the average position 8 and
the corresponding results of a classical model when 8 = 7/10.
The three curves are obtained for the classical model (solid
blue line) and the fully quantum model with quantum number
I = % (dashed red line) and I = 107” (dotted black line).

When M > m, it becomes A§ = 72 R, which corresponds
to the phase difference (9) in the semiclassical model and
the change of phase in the classical model.

To observe the reciprocal motion of y between 0 and
x, i.e., 6 between 0 and 3, we consider a superposition
of two eigenfunctions with the same energy and adjacent
angular quantum number [ as

U=+ ey, (23)

where I = nm/B I' = (n+1)m/B and ¢ = 5. Here, the
relative phase e“™ ensures the phase consistency between
the average position in quantum model and classsical po-
sition. We also divide it into incident and outgoing parts
according to the superscripts of Hankel functions. The

incident wave reads
yin = Hl(l)(kp) sin 10 + ei”Hl(,l)(kp) sinl'6), (24)

and the outgoing term has the same form with the Hankel
functions of the first kind replaced with the second kind.
For a fixed p, the average values of # in the incident wave
is

_ Tin"gwin gy
e(p) = f in*\yin
f\I/ Windh
3 B B 8n(n + 1) eicle(z)Hl(ll) + €7iCWHl(1)Hl(,2)
— 9 2 2 1 2 1 2
2 7w (2n+1) Hl( )Hl( ) 4 Hl(' )Hl(’ )

(25)

where we omit the argument kp to the Hankel func-
tions and the result in outgoing wave for simplicity. The
expression (25) is similar to the average position (6) of
the quantum particle in the semiclassical model. In ad-
dtion, the vibration of the average value 6(p) with p de-

pends on the relative phase between H l(l) and H. l(,Q)

H.(Yl)* = »(YZ) and |H»(Yl)(kp)| is a monotonous decrease
function of kp.

In Fig. 5, we show a comparison between the average
value 6(p) and the classical motion of 6, as functions of

, since

l
1) = arccos T (26)

As 7 increases from 0 to 7, the value of p changes con-
tinuously from é to 4+00. Here, é is the quantum cor-
respondence of the minimum of p in the classical model,
i.e., the retracing point of the classical model p = pmin.
Thus, the parameter 7 in the classical model is defined by
replacing % with pmin in €q.(26). Although the value of p

is allowed to be less than é in the fully quantum model,

there is no vibration of f(p) in the region of p < % There
is a obvious stationary region of the fully quantum model
where 7 is near zero. The region becomes smaller as the
quantum number [ increases. When [ — 400, this region
almost disappears, and the period of the quantum oscil-
lation is consistent with the one of the classical collisions.

IV. SUMMARY

In summary, we study two quantum extensions of the
Galperin billiards, one of which is semiclassical and the
other is fully quantum. In addition, we assume the small
quantum ball in the semiclassical model, can be treated
under the adiabatic approximation as the big classical
ball moves adiabatically. The phase shifts in the two
models are shown to correspond to the number of colli-
sions in classical mechanics.

As the quantum model connects the digits of 7 in the
classical Galperin model with the spectrum of a quantum
particle in a two-dimensional unbounded sector domain,
it would be intriguing to study the relationship among
the digits of m and other physical problems in the same
domain, such as statistical mechanics and phonon eigen-
functions. Actually, these physical problems in similar
domains are attracting attention [13, 14] .
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Proof of the relation (U,|d|V,) =0

The eigenstate ¥, is

2 . nmy
¥, (y) =4/ —sin —. S1
=2 (51)
The derivative with respect to ¢, we obtain
dT. — sip Y 1 d 2, nmy nty o
n—SHIT'(_—/ﬁ) T+ E(_?) — -ar
1 . nmy  V2nmy nmy
=[- sin —= — —]dx
V23 x Vb z
1 2
=— \/ﬁ[sin ? + Y cos ?]dm (52)
Therefore
1 ”” 2
(U, |d|P,) =— —2d:v/ [sin? Y Y in ﬂ]dy. (S3)
x 0 x x x
The first integral of the above formula is
x x 1
/ sin? @dy = / — (1 — cos nﬂ'y) dy
0 x 0 2 x
. —l/wcos 2n7ryd
272, z Y
x
== S4
., (54)



the second is

0

xT
nm
nry d cos

dy
2nmy
x
2nmy nmy

¥ 2
) 2 - ”_”/ cos mrydy]
x z Jo x

Substitution Eq.(S4) and Eq.(S5) into Eq.(S3) gives

(Wn|d| W)

1 * 2
——Qda:/ [sin? nry + Y sin _mry]dy
x 0 T T

T

Le(3-3)

The average position of the small-ball

We consider a superposition of two adjacent levels as

=5

(\Ijn + \I]n-l-l)

nim - rt E
Y . 671-]0 %dt

(V7Y Py

+ sin D
T

Then let us calculate the average position of the small ball.

lyl = (¥]y|¥)

xr
= / [\/I(Sm MY iy Brdt 4 gin (A Dy g @dt)]y
0 x x x

i

X

1 [* 1 [* 1
— _/ sin? Yy dy + _/ sin2 wydy
0 € T Jo

xT

+$Lﬁ

The first integral of the above formula is

(sin 7Y =i fy ey MDY gy Bty
X X

Y

T

1 ‘E,—E,
€ 0

h

(S6)

(S9)



The second one is

l/ sin’ 7(n+1)7ry ydy
x

:%/ (1— cos +1)7Ty>ydy

([ 25220
<%2_ 7r/O ydsin n+1)7ry>
(

\ s

l\')

=R Rl- Bl- Bl=
)

The integral in the third term of Eq.(S7) is
/ ysin Y g DY 4
o x x

x
= / ysin Y sin 7(71 + Dy dy
0 T T

x
:_1/ [ycosw_ycosﬁ_y] dy
2 /o T T

_ 1 L/ ydsmm_zf ydsin ™Y
2 2n+ )7 J, x T Jo x

[ ] £ ()]

= 22 [; _ L]
(2n+ 17272 72|’

thus the third term is

x X
t p—
e T
2en+1)2 ), h

Then the average position of the small-ball Eq.(S8) can be written as

x 8n(n+1) En+1
M=2-25 con [

T
2 72 2n+1

The Schrodinger equation of the fully quantum model in polar coordinates

The stationary Schrédinger equation of the fully quantum model can be written as

9%  RB* 9?

TOM 22 2m 02 + V(xay):| U(z,y) = EVY(z,y),

where

_J0, 0<y<u,
V(z,y) = { 400, otherwise.

Introducing the polar coordinates

VMz = pcosf,/my = psinb,

2 x
x (n+1)my . 2(n+ Dmy
> — {(y sin ————~= ) o — /0 sin ———— dy

En

2 (" nmy . (n+1)my "E, -
= [ [sin —=sin ———y]dycos [ ————
0 z 0 h

(S10)

(S11)

(S12)

(S13)

(S14)

(S15)

(S16)



and substitution Eq.(S16) into Eq.(S15) gives

_J 0, 0<0<p=arctan /3;,
V= { +00, otherwise. (517)

Then, the stationary Schrodinger equation can be written as

ﬁ2 32 ﬁ2 82
oM -5 6)| W(p,0) = E¥(p,0 1
2M6(pcose)2 2ma(psin9)2 +V( ) (pv ) (pa )a (S 8)
VM vm

and

U(p,0) = E¥(p,0). (S19)

h? 0? 0?
[_? (6(psin9)2 * 6(pcos6‘)2> Vi)

It is easy to find that the above formula is of the form of a two-dimensional Schrodinger equation. The Laplace
operator in polar coordinates is given by

0? 02 0? 10 1 62
sz + :__|____|_——, S20
d(psin®)® 8 (pcosh)®> Op*>  pdp  p*0H? (820)
The Schrodinger equation turns to
h? [ 0? 10 1 02
— =+t -+ == V()| U(p,0) =FE¥(p,0). S21
5 (55t 2o g ) VO 90.0) = (o0 (s21)
where
_J0,0<0<5,
V(o) = { 00, otherwise. (522)
The scattering wave function of the fully quantum model
The stationary Schrédinger equation of the fully quantum model can be written as
h?, o2 10 1 02
—— (=t -+ —==5)¥(p,0 )V (p,0) = EV(p,0). 2
(57 255+ 5 Ve 0+ VO¥(0.6) = E¥(.0) (523)
Substitution the trial solution ¥(p,d) = R(p)®(#) into the above formula gives
L )4 v ()5(0) = Eb(6) (S24)
2 p? 00? - ’
h?, 0? 10 2E
—— (== + -+ —)R(p) = ER(p). S24
5 (52 * 55+ V) = ER(p) (524)
Let
2p*Ey
% = o (S25)
Eq.(S24) becomes
62
— &) +1?°2() =0, (0<0<LP). (S26)



The solution of the above formula is

®(0) = sin o, (S27)
where
1:%, n=1,2,3.... (S28)
It follows from Eq.(S25) that
2252
Ey = W (829)
Substitution Eq.(S29) into Eq.(524) gives
0? 10 2F 1 n?n?
= -—R — ——)R(p) =0. S30
g2 P) 25 Be) + (G = 55 )R () (S30)
Let
2F
k? = ﬁ,g = kp, (S31)
Eq.(S30) becomes
0’R  10R 1 n’n?
— +——== 1-—= R=0. S32
3€2+p3€+( e [32) (S32)

As the second kind of Bessel function (Neumann function) tends to —oco when p — 0, the physical solution to the
above formula is a linear combination of the first kind of the Bessel function, [12]

Ry = CJi(kp). (S33)

For the following calculation, we replace the Bessel function with the Hankel function

Ry = Cy [H (ko) + H (k)] (534)
where [12]
(1) _ i potm zsinh t—vt
HY (z) = ; e dt, (S35)
A — 00
1 cO—TE .
Hl(/Q) (;C) =__ e* smhtfytdt'
T ) oo

The no-normalized wave function of this system can be written as

Ui i(p, 0) = R(p)i®(0) = [H" (kp) + H* (kp)] sin10. (S36)

The probability current density of the scattering wave function Eq.(18) can be divided into two equal and
opposite parts without cross term

The incident and outgoing waves can be written as

win = HY (kp) sin 6, (S37)
e = H® (kp) sin 6.
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The wave function is

U= Pin 4 e = [Hl(l)(kp) + Hl@)(kp)} sin 6. (S38)
The probability current density is
J = (0¥ — UpU*) = — (VY — UV, (S39)
where
0 10
=p—=¢,+ —==€. S40
v pape”+ p8069 (540)
Utilizing the properties [12]
HV*(2) = HP (x), (S41)
0 1
%Hu(fﬂ) = 5 Hy-a1 (@) = Hopa (2],

one can calculate the probability current density of the incident wave as

The first term of the above formula is

VT = psin? (10) HI(Q)(kp)angl(l)(kp)é'p

Isinlfcosll
+ HO (ko) H? (k) 2020

kp . R
= 7p sin® (16) Hl(2)(kp) (Hz(i)1(kp) - Hl(Jlr)l (kp)) €p

Isinlfcosll
+ H o) H? (hop) —— =, (S43)

and the second one is

o 0
TVE = psin? (10) Hl(l)(kp)a—le(2)(kp)€p

Isinlfcoslf
+ 1 (kp)H® (k) ————

kp . o
= = sin? (10) H{" (kp) (H) (kp) = HZ) (k) &,

Isinlfcoslf
+ H} (o) Y () ————¢0. (S44)

Then, Eq.(S44) becomes

Jin = —% (xp""*wi" - xp"v\y) (S45)

thkp . "
= 2 sin? 1) (B (ko) (0, (kp) = H (k) ) = 5 ) (B (ko) = B (ko) )| &

Similarly, the probability current density of the radio wave can be obtained

JSC — _% (\I’SC*V\IISC _ \I’SCV\I’SC*) (846)

thkp . "
Lsin (10) [ (kp) (HZ, (kp) = HP (ko)) = HP (hp) (B (ko) = H (kp)) | 2.
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Then we calculate the probability current density of the wave function. Its first item is

V"V = psin® (1) [Hl(l)(kp) + Hl(z)(kp)] a%
1.0
+ [Hl<1>(kp) + Hl(2)(kp)] [Hl(l)(kp) + Hl(2)(kp)] ;smw% sin lf¢éy

kp . ~
= Lsin® (10) [H" (ko) + HP (k)] [H (kp) = B (ko) + HZ, (ko) = B (k)| &,

(10 (p) + B (kp)| &,

Isinlf coslf _
(1" (k) + P (k)] [HL" (k) + P (k)| ==, (847)

+

the second is

«_ kp . "
eV = Lsin® (10) [H (ko) + B (ko) [HE) (ko) = B (ko) + HY, (kp) = H, (k)]

Isinlf coslf _,
+ [ ko) + B (k)| [HE (k) + HV (ko) 222220, (S48)
So, the probability current density of the wave function is
h, . "
J= - (UVY - UV
ihkp . o
— 2 sin® (1) (H (ko) [HE, (kp) = HIP (o) = B (k) [HZ) (kp) = HZ (ko)) ) €
ihkp . o
= = sin® (10) (H (k) [HZ) (kp) = HD, (k)| = 1P (k) [, (k) = B, (k)] ) &,
=J" 4 Jc=0. (S49)

It is clear that, the ecurrent density of the stationary wave function Eq.(18) in the main text can be divided into the
incident and outgoing parts, which are opposite, without cross term.
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