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1. Introduction

The aim of this paper is to study the construction of the wave functions of the
Hydrogen atom in the momentum representation, a topic which has been considered
in [I]- [7], among others. To understand why this is a non-trivial exercise in basic
quantum mechanics, we need to recall some physical and mathematical ideas that will
be important in the following sections. However, as we are mainly focused on physical
applications, we only sketch the mathematical details.

In the canonical quantization procedure pioneered by Dirac, one starts with a
classical Hamiltonian system which, for simplicity, we will assume to be n—dimensional
and having a phase space equal to R?" (that is, we avoid constraints). More
generally, we could think of a 2n—dimensional cotangent manifold T*M, where M
is a configuration space. In any case, the phase space is endowed with a canonical
symplectic form w which allows the definition of things such as Hamiltonian vector
fields X associated to classical observables f € C*(T*M) (that vector field is uniquely
defined by the condition w(Xy,:) = —df, where d is the exterior differential), and
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the Poisson bracket of two classical observables f,g € C®(T*M) (defined as {f, g} =
w(Xy, X,)). Those systems admit a privileged system of so-called Darboux coordinates
(a,p) = (¢*, -+ ,q¢", p1,+* ,Pn), in which the symplectic form becomes w = dq* A dp;,
equivalently, the Poisson brackets between the coordinates (considered as functions on
the phase space) are the canonical ones: {¢/, py} = 5%.

Quantization is achieved by replacing the classical observables f € C*(T*M) by
self-adjoint operators f defined on some dense subspace of the Hilbert space of square-
integrable functions L?*(M, du), with respect to some measure dyu (to be constructed in
the process), and the Poisson bracket by ih times the commutator between operators,
[ f ,g) = f og—go f . Thus, the Poisson bracket of the Darboux coordinates now becomes
the well-known Heisenberg canonical commutation relation

67, px] = ihol 1, (1)

where [ stands for the identity operator. Notice that this relation has to be valid only
in the common domain where it makes sense, and this could be the empty set [8].

Now, one can pose the question of what operators could be those ¢’,p,. Any
textbook on quantum mechanics presents an heuristic argument leading to the
consideration of the multiplication operator

@¥(a) = ¢v(a), (2)
and the differentiation operator
. . 9(q)

That correspondence works well when the classical configurations space is M = R", so
the Darboux coordinates are the Cartesian ones on 7*M = R?", and the corresponding
Hilbert space is L?(R",d"z), the space of square-integrable functions with respect to
the Euclidean measure. In that case, both ¢/ and p; are well-defined operators on the
domain consisting, for instance, of Schwartz-class functions S(R™), and admit unique
self-adjoint extensions (with which they are identified, respectively). The uniqueness of
the representation and is then guaranteed by the Stone-Von Neumann theorem:
any other pair of operators satisfying , are unitarily equivalent to , .

However, it is important to understand that things are drastically different if the
configuration space is not all of R™, or even if this is the case but we choose coordinates
different from the canonical Darboux (Cartesian) ones [0]. This remark will be crucial
later on.

A fundamental result in the theory of Hilbert spaces is the spectral theorem for
self-adjoint operators, which basically states that given one of these, we can find
a unitary equivalence in the Hilbert space such that the transformed operator acts
as a multiplication operator, that is, the transformed operator is “diagonal”. Each
choice of an operator and the associated equivalence that diagonalizes it, is called a
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representation of the system. In the light of this result, we can say that the canonical
Dirac correspondence , determines the position representation, as the operators
¢’ are multiplication operators. Of course, we could ask what is the momentum
representation, that is: What is the unitary equivalence F : L?*(R,dz) — L*(R,dx)
such that given the operator p = —ihd/dz, the transformed operator F opo F ! acts
via the multiplication by identity? (We are considering the one-dimensional case for
ease of notation). The answer is, of course, that F is the well-known Fourier transform,

defined as
F@)p) = [ o) do, (4)

It suffices to note that the desired result is equivalent to

F(pv)(p) =p- (FY)(p)- (5)
This is proved by observing that unitary operators preserve the density of the domain
and the closures, and integrating by parts (since the functions ¢ (z) in the domain of p,
vanish at infinity).

Expression suggests the following heuristic motivation for the introduction of
the Fourier transform: If we think of it as an integral transform whose kernel are the
“eigenfunctions” of the momentum operato , the plane waves e~ | then it is clear
that the derivative inside the integral transform, after integration by parts so that it
acts on the exponential, will give us the multiplying p. Then, given that the integration
is done with respect to the x variable, p can be factored outside the integral. We will
generalize this idea in later sections.

Finally, after these admittedly long preliminaries, we can formulate the problem we
are interested in, which is to compute the radial wave functions (using polar spherical
coordinates) of the Hydrogen atom in the momentum representation. In Section
we will recall the correct form of the radial momentum in these coordinates, and we
will compute the unitary transformation which diagonalizes it, by means of an integral
transform whose kernel is given by its formal eigenfunctions. In Section |3 we briefly
review the existing literature on this subject; in particular we review the Lombardi-
Ogilvie approach, whose output is a set of wave functions that are not manifestly
SO(4)—invariant. In {4 we give explicit expressions for the resulting radial functions
of the Hydrogen atom in momentum space following our proposal, which have the
advantage of being SO(4)—invariant; we also prove the equivalence with the functions
of Lombardi-Ogilvie. Finally, in Section [5| we present some conclusions and perspectives
for future developments.

2. The momentum representation for the Hydrogen atom

Here we face one of the difficulties we mentioned earlier, namely, the construction of the
momentum operator in coordinates other than the Cartesian ones. If polar spherical

1 Of course, that only makes sense at a formal level: The spectrum of is purely continuous and it
possesses no eigenfunctions in L?(R, dx).
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coordinates (7,0, @) are chosen, then the radial momentum can not be p,. = —ihd/0r.
The reason is that this operator is not even symmetric, and, as a consequence, its
expectation values calculated on Schrodinger’s radial wave functions for a central
potential are not real [10]. In fact, one gets an expression like

(o) —m/dsz [/Ooorwa)wg:r)dr} +2ih/dQ/Ooo P2l (r)|?,

and the usual uncertainty relations do not hold in this case. This situation leads to

unwanted consequences such as a violation of the second law of thermodynamics [I1],
so it has to be avoided.

De Witt [12] has devised a scheme to find the correct momentum operator conjugate
to an arbitrary coordinate function (that is, maintaining the Heisenberg commutation
relations (1)): Given any n—dimensional Riemannian manifold (M, g) (which in our
case will be the Euclidean flat 3—space M = R?), and a coordinate system 27 on it,
with 1 < j < n (in our case the polar spherical coordinates (r,0,¢)), the momentum
operator corresponding to 27 is given by

pj = —ihg 5 = 5“52 s (6)

where F";l are the Christoffel symbols of the metric g expressed in the 27 coordinate
system. In the case of the flat three-dimensional Euclidean metric in polar spherical
coordinates, it is immediate to find that the Christoffel symbols of interest are I'§, = 1/r
and I'7, =1 /r, so we get the following expression for the radial momentum operator:

pr = —ih (%—i—%) :—ih%%or, (7)
see also [9]. From a mathematical point of view, the operator p defined in @ is not free
from problems. Its natural domain of definition are the smooth functions of compact
support in the punctured space R3 — {0}, that is, C.(R® — {0}), and on this domain it is
a symmetric operator. However, it is not an observable, since its deficiency indices are
(0, 00) and, consequently, it does not have self-adjoined extensions (see [13]). Although,
in particular, p, is not an observable, its square p? is (since, being non-negative, it
admits a Fredrich’s extension).

Now we turn our attention to the Hydrogen atom. This is a particular case of
a quantum system of two particles interacting through a central potential. The wave
function 1(q) describing the relative motion, satisfy the Suchdingier equation

(H)(q) = [—%A T v<|q|>] b(a) = Bo().

where V'(|q|) is a radial function (that is, invariant under rotations), and p is the reduced
mass. Introducing polar spherical coordinates, and doing a little algebra, this equation
becomes

P L
{i T ot vw} V(r,0.0) = E¥(r,0,¢). ®)
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where L is the relative orbital angular momentum, and V(r) = —e?/r. By separation
of variables, the solution to is a superposition of functions of the form

¢N€m(7nv 0, ‘20) = RNK(T)YEm(ea 90) .

In what follows, we will be interested in the resulting equation for Rpy,(r) (the
radial invention), called the radial equation:

L+ DR

2[u 2/”42 + V<7n) RNKO") = ENRNg(T) , (9)

and our goal is: First, to find a unitary transformation H : L*(]0,o00[,r*dr) —
LA (R, r2dr) such that, given the operator p,, the transformed operator H o p, o H~*
acts via the multiplication by identity, that is, to find the momentum representation.
Actually, we will not make use of the inverse transform, so we will prove directly.
Second, we want to express the radial wave function in this representation. We devote
the remaining of this section to the first task, and the remaining sections to the second.
In order to find the transformation H, we follow the heuristic idea exposed after ,
and start by finding the (formal) eigenfunctions of p,, that is, for each p, €]0,00[, we
want the solutions to p,i,, (r) = £p,1,. (). As this equation is separable, we readily
get

o EiB5T

(1) = ) (10)

r

which represent outgoing and incoming spherical waves.
Remark: In what follows, we will make free use of natural units for which h = 1, for
the sake of readability.

Notice that, outgoing and incoming spherical waves can be expressed in terms of
spherical Hankel functions of the first i (z) and second h{”(z) kind, respectively given
by

h(l) _ 6_ h(2) _ €
D)=~ W) =i
For instance, we have: .
_ e P @)
¢pr (7”) = r = —iprhy (pﬂ’).

Now, we can state the main result of this section. For the sake of clarity, we drop
the subindex r in the radial momentum, writing simply p instead of p,..

Theorem 1. Define the transformation H : L*(]0, oo, 72dr) — L*(R,r?dr) by

(Ho)(p) = / " o)y (r)r2dr (1)

Then, it holds
H(po)(p) =p- (Ho)(p)- (12)

§ Although r lives in ]0, 0o[, the radial momentum p, takes real values, including negative ones.
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Proof. First of all, notice that H acts as

(Ho)(p) = —ip /OOO ¢(T)h82) (pr)r2d7" = /OOO ¢(7“)e’ip’”rdr.

Written in this form, it is clear that it can be considered as a Fourier transform on a
weighted Lebesgue space L'(]0, 00[, rdr), as the weight u(r) = r is a locally integrable,
positive function on ]0,00[[] It is also apparent that the Schwartz class S(]0,00])
is included in the domain of #H (notice that the vector space of Schwartz functions is
closed under multiplication by polynomials), so we can work in this subspace (or even in
the smaller subspace of functions with compact support) and apply a standard density
argument to extend the definition to the broader space L*(]0, oo, 72dr). The proof that
‘H is unitary is also standard. Finally, we integrate by parts to show that holds for
any ¢ of compact support on |0, oo :
. < 70 _
o)) = [ =250, () dr

0

—— [ oty )ear
o [ o)y (7 ar
— p(H6)(p)

3. H Atom wave functions in the momentum representation: Previous
results

Before considering the problem of writing the solutions to @ in the momentum
representation, given by the transform H in of the preceding section, let us consider
previous approaches to this problem.

3.1. The functions of Podolsky and Pauling

Podolsky and Pauling [I] (and later also Hylleraas [2]) tried to find solutions G s (P )
to @ by considering the standard Fourier transform as the unitary transformation that
|| Yet another point of view is that (H¢)(p) is the Fourier transform of the Borel measure ¢(r)rdr on

]0,00[. The appearance of the Hankel function hé2 is no surprising at all, since it is well known that
the ordinary Fourier transform of a radial function is given by a Hankel transform.
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diagonalizes it, thus arriving at the formulae,

1 ® 4
Gnem(P) = (27rh)3/ enP R ngm (1 )dr

= QNg(p)ng(Hp, (Pp)a

where R yem(r) denote the usual wave functions of the Hydrogen atom in the position
representation, and Y,"(6,, ¢,) are the well known spherical harmonics.
One method for evaluating the above integral consists in expanding the plane wave

as
oo m=¥

eihreosd Z Z (20" + 1) e (pr) P (cos 6),

0 m=—~
which leads to the Fourier transform expanding into a series of integral transforms whose
kernels are spherical Bessel functions of every order, and to a factorization in terms of
the variables pr and cosf. Had we considered instead the radial component of the
momentum as a variable, naively taken as the classical value p, = pcosf, we would

e 7 [y (1) i ()] ®

that is, to a kernel with spherical Bessel functions of the first and second kind, and of

have arrived at

zeroth order. We discuss this in more detail after eq. below. Irrespective of the
techniques applied, the result is known, and here we quote reference [3], where the radial
wave functions in the momentum representation have been worked out for the general
case of any dimension. Atoms in higher dimensions have unusual properties that can
serve as signature of extra dimensions in quantum mechanics, as they are predicted by
grand unification and string theories. For the three dimensional case at hand, the radial
wave functions Gyy(p) turn out to be

; N (—1)INl  (4hBp) 25
gmp):(zhﬁ)zrmn\/ i GO () - (9

Here, f = Zuca/Nh is a constant given in terms of the fine structure constant «, the
reduced mass pu, and the atomic number Z, so hf equals g, in eq. (4.7) in [3]. The
symbols C%(z) stand for Gegenbauer polynomials. After a change of variable in their
argument, given by

Rp:—p* 2hSp
———, SihXp, = 5
h252+p2’ Xp h252_|_p2’

the wave functions in the momentum representation obtained in this way, known as

cos Xp = Xp € 10,7, (15)

Podolsky-Pauling functions, read

Gne(xp) = (QHB);ZHQ\/(Nﬂ_(]\i—_kzi]v!r(g + )COS _S (Xp)
(+1

S(Nfl)f(Xp) = sin’ XpON 1 (cos Xp)- (16)
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Here, S(y_1)¢(xp) coincides with the second polar-angle part of the ultra-spherical
harmonics, Yiem(Xp, Op, ¢p) = Ske(xp)Y?" (0p, p), with K = N — 1 denoting the four-
dimensional angular momentum value.

The great advantage of these functions is that they determine bases of the
irreducible representations of the orthogonal group SO(4). Indeed, it is clearly possible
to factor the ultra-spherical harmonics Y(n_1)em(Xp,0p, ¥p) in the expression for the
full wave functions Gy (p ), thus explicitly showing the full O(4) symmetry of the
Hydrogen atom in the momentum representation.

It is important to point out that the Podolsky-Pauling functions depend on
pP=pi+ pz +p?, the squared (Euclidean) norm of the linear momentum, and not on the
genuine radial momentum , p,, which is the projection of p on the direction of r, and can
naively be thought in terms of its classical expression, p, = pcosf. In that sense, the
Podolsky-Pauling functions seem conjugate to the radial Hydrogen atom wave functions
when expressed in terms of 72 = 22 4 y? + 22, rather than to the radial coordinate itself
(see the discussion in subsection , regarding the corresponding uncertainty relations).

3.2. The functions of Lombardi and Ogilvie

Lombardi [6] and Ogilvie [7] worked out the total momentum space wave function,
factorized as a(p) = a(p,)B(0)p(p), as follows: Starting with the radial equation (9)),
they made the replacements

10 .
—i——r -
ror P

1 Pr
- — —i/ dpl =1, (17)

r —0o0

Rye(r) — ane(p,),
and the resulting second-order integral equation (expressed in natural units of A = 1
(see eq. (32) in [7])),

(12 = 2B + (0 + 1)1 + 202 T ) anelpy) = 0, (18)

was solved by taking its second-order derivative and converting it to a differential
equation in the p, coordinate. The solutions to are then given in eq. (33) in [7],
and can be rewritten[¥] for the sake of comparison, with the notations of the preceding
section, yielding

N—f—1 iB C+k+2
ane(pr) = Ny Z C’f\w( )

— pr— 1B
S ()
— pr+p
cNe = k!(is(j—v E_—ék_ —1 )1')(?(22 i:: 1+)!1)!’ (19)

9§ For example, identifying 8 here with py/N in [7].
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Notice that here, following Weyls’s symmetrization recipe, p, = %(p .

"+ 72-p). The
normalization constant, here denoted by A%, can be consulted in eq. (33) in [7].

These calculations present several problems from a mathematical point of view,
the most important one coming from the replacement , which needs a careful study
of the domain in which is valid. From a physical perspective, the wave functions of
Lombardi and Ogilvie, even being deduced from the correct radial momentum operator,
have the drawback of not being explicitly SO(4)—invariant, a fact which perhaps is the
explanation of why they are not more widespread.

In the following section, we calculate the 1py,(p.) functions from the integral
transform in Theorem 1, finding two new equivalent, although different looking,
representations. We will prove that these two representations are necessarily equivalent
to the a,¢(p,) functions above.

As to the angular part of the wave functions, they have been constructed in [6], [7]
as eigenfunctions of the operator pg given by

Dy = —zh\/ﬁ%m = —ih (% + %cot 6) , 0€]|0,m], (20)
which is transformed by means of the unitary operator ¢t = exp(imu) making the change
of variable u = cosf, in which case py becomes p; = —id/0u = 7td/0t. Obviously,
the angular wave functions so obtained are essentially distinct from the associated
Legendre function, P;"(cos#), appearing in . In a way similar, the azimuthal wave
functions are handled by setting v = exp(ip), leading to the operator p, = vd/dv.
In fact, the complex functions by Lombardi and Ogilvie are quite different from the
real ones by Podolsky and Pauling. In the following subsection, we briefly consider the
possibility that the angular part of the momentum space wave functions may not be
those given in the preceding works by Podolsky-Pauling or Lombardi-Ogilvie, so other
parametrizations may be eligible as well.

3.3. The angular functions of Liu, Tang and Xun for a particle on the sphere

The angular parts of the wave functions in momentum space, for a motion on a sphere,
can be constructed using Dirac’s theory of constraints and the associated star-bracket.
In so doing, one defines the geometric momentum,

p =—ih(V+ Hn), (21)

where V denotes the local gradient operator on the sphere, H denotes the mean
curvature of the sphere as embedded in three dimensional Euclidean space (an extrinsic
measure of curvature), and n is the normal vector (egs. (3)-(4) in [14]). Then, the most
general form of its z component, denoted by p(a,s)- in eq. (8) in [14], is obtained as,

" 5
Do)z = _% (— sin 6% — v Ccos 9) + ;ﬁ cos 6. (22)
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It is further argued in [I4] that the values of & = 1, = 0 are particularly appropriate
(see (33) there). For these parameter values, p(o,g). takes the form,

h 0 h 0
Dla=1,8=0)> = —27 (— sin 9% — COS 9) = 27 sin 6 <% + cot 6) , (23)
which is clearly distinct from . The corresponding eigenfunctions, reported (modulo
the normalization factor) in eq. (47) in [14], are,

1 —ips 0 _ 1 —ip. Intan ¢
0.0) = o tan (5) - et (24)

Thus, the scheme of Dirac’s second-class constrained quantization, as applied to
the Hydrogen atom, gives angular wave functions different from those in [6], [7]. In
this regard, it has to be noticed that the construction in this section depends on the
particular embedding of the sphere in R? one chooses (through the normal vector field
n), and it has been suggested that the corresponding curvature effects can be detected by
specially designed momentum spectrometers [15, [16]. In this sense, which functions are
best suited to describe the actual Hydrogen atom is a question that should be decided
on the basis of such experiments.

4. Radial wave functions in the momentum representation: A proposal

In this section we apply the integral transform in Theorem 1 to the study of the radial
wave functions of the Hydrogen atom in the momentum representation. Because the
wave functions are defined up to a phase, in the following we shall ignore the imaginary
factor in front of h(()Q) (prr/h), but we will recover the h.

4.1. Complex finite expansions in terms of Gegenbauer functions

Let Ryy(r) be a radial wave function, solution to (9)). Notice that it has a dependence on
the energy E which, for bounded states, can be parametrized by an integer N. In what
follows, it will be necessary to make this dependence explicit, hence we will introduce a
new variable p = 257, where = Zuca/Nh has been already defined in subsection .
Consider now the radial function ¢(r) = Rn¢(267) = Rye(p). It is well known (see, for
instance, [I7]) that it can be expressed in terms of the Laguerre polynomials L%(p) as

Rye(p) = Nyee PP2p L2 (p), (25)

where the normalization constants Ny, (different from the Ny, of subsection are
given by
(N—1(-1)

— /2 0 - )
Nove = GO v o

The transformed radial wave function in momentum space, according to ([11f), can
be computed as
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pr [T Pr
onelor) =B [0 (Br) Raalorar

5 [ (5 - () et

We will separately study the integrals appearing here, so we define I; and I, as,

pe\ _ L [T 2
I (2715) = NNE/O jo(hr> Rye(p)redr

1 ]
= W/o Jo <2pﬁip> SLAT L (p)p P dp, (26)
and
, e
I (2%8) :/\/_NZ/O no (1;1 )RNe( yridr,
1 )
= (2@3/0 no (;;hp) SLNTL(p)e' P, (27)

respectively, and rewrite the wave function under consideration as,

In order to evaluate I (255) and Iy (255), we express the Hydrogen atom wave

functions, based on Laguerre’s generalized polynomials, in terms of finite sums of Slater-
type functions. To this end, we first make use of the well-known expression for the
Laguerre polynomials,

Li(p) = Y (-1 ( nre ) o (29)

t=0
which we then substitute into the equations , and . In so doing we find,

N—{(—1
Dbr o N+{ <_1)t . Pr 2 t
h (2hﬁ> - ; (N—f—l—t)t!<26>3/o % (%@’))6 A

-2 (O )i e () @

t=0

where 7 (2{[3) is an integral of the Hankel transform type (with a kernel given by the
Bessel function of the first kind, J;,2(p)), given by

pr > p?“ _P €+t+§
T _ Br_ |
! (%ﬁ) /0 sz (%ﬁp) R

Analogously, the second integral is evaluated as,

& (2];@ - Nﬁ (N A t) t§<_21ﬁ)>t3 WIQ (2];56) (31)
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where 7 (2}{5> is another integral of the Hankel transform type (with a kernel given by

the Bessel function of the second kind, Y;/2(p)), given by

p’f’ o OO T 2 £+t+2
12(2715) _/0 Yz (%ﬁ ) PR

The aforementioned Hankel transforms, 7Z; (%ﬁ) and Z, (2h5>, are tabulated in [I§]
(eq. 6.621 on p. 699, and in 6.622 on p. 700, respectively). Therefore, we obtain

-

h (2]7);5) N (2@(“3“) L(E+3+1) Pff +t (),

and

- 2 544 1
7 (2) = - 20 Ir e 1@, ).

respectively, where

@]

Here, P, #(x) and @), *(z) denote the associated Legendre functions of the first and the
second kind, characterized by their order v, and degree p, with Re(v + ) > 0 (they

N

are also known as Ferrers functions of the first and second kind [19]). Thus, we arrive
at the following result.

Lemma 1. The radial momentum wave functions V¥ne(p,) can be expressed as the
following finite series expansion:

B N+¢ 1 -
Ynelpr) = % we 2 (1) (N—ﬁi—l—t ) t!(2ﬁ)3(2$)(%+)

Bhm
Pr

[N

4+

N

) 2 s
L(0+3+1) (P +t(x)+z; e+§+t(x))’

with x defined in (@

Proof The statement follows by back substituting Z; ( %5) and 7, (2%3) in and
, respectively, and taking into account ( . O

Now, using the relations of P, #*(z),Q;,

14

#(x) with C2(x), D3(x), the Gegenbauer
functions of the first and second kind respectively (see eq. (61) in [20], and eq. (1.13)
in [21], here transcribed in the notation of [20)]),

2T (ut5) (v —p+1)
Ty Tw+p+1)

H(p) — Q“ﬁr(ﬂ‘i‘ %)F(V_LH‘ 1)<1 _xQ)y/2Du+1/2<x)
2 F'v+p+1) s

(1-22)5C2 (),

Y
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(in their respective intervals x € [—1,1], and z € (—1, 1)), we can rewrite the expression
for vne(pr). To this end, we take u = 1/2, v = {+t+3/2 in the formulae above, to find

N—¢—1

N :
nepr) = Y ap! VI—a2a O (O () 4D} 4()) (33)
t—
where
(N) O+t42 t N+{ 1
= 2 —1 re+t+2).
@y = Nive (=1) (N—f—l—t)t!(w)? (E+1+2)
Finally, by making a further change of variables,

r:= cosy, (1—a%) :=sin’y, (34)

we arrive at the following result.

Theorem 2. With the preceding notations, the radial momentum wave functions
Une(pr) can be expressed as the following finite series expansion:

N—(—1
Une(pr) = Z QZV) siny cos" > (Czl+1+t(cos ) +iDgyy44(cos 7)) :
t=0
Notice that this compact closed form of the radial momentum functions shows that,
as in the case of the functions of Podolsky and Pauling, the functions presented here
are expressible in terms of a so(2,1) ~ su(1,1) basis.
As shown in [21], the combination, C(x) 4+ iD;)(z), defines a further Gegenbauer
function of the second kind, D) (x + i0), now of complex argument, by putting

CN(z) 4 iD)(z) = 2D} (x + 40), (35)

where the notation 0, means the limit with respect to ¢ — 0 in the corresponding
function with the variable x + ie. With that, the expression for ¢ n/(p,) can be written
even more concisely.

Corollary 1. With the preceding notations, the radial momentum wave functions
Une(pr) can be expressed as

N—/—1
Une(p) = D 2ap) VI— 222D (2 +i0), (36)
t=0

Notice that the use of Slater-type functions in above, can cause numerical
instabilities of the solutions (due to the alternating sign of the (—1)' factor) when the
summation extends to very high (N —¢+1) values, a critical remark already expressed in
[5]. However, contrary to the case of the Fourier transforms of the radial wave functions
considered in [I], [5], [4], in the present case we can not avoid this problem by invoking
the generating functions of the Laguerre and Gegenbauer polynomials. The reason for
this is that, following this path, the hypergeometric function which would appear instead
of o F} in eq. (20) in [5], can not be transformed to the binomial series (as 1 Fp, in eq. (21)
in [5] does).
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4.2. Alternative finite complex expansions in terms of elementary functions obtained

by means of Fourier sine and cosine transforms

A simpler form for the radial momentum wave functions can be obtained by expressing

the spherical Bessel function as jo(z) = sinx/x and converting I (2’;{5> in ([26) to,

e\ [T
(i) = 0 (are) o

:pﬁ,«@/ooosm (2hﬁ )Rm( )pdp . (37)

Inserting above the expression for Ry,(r) from (25)), and taking into account , we

get,
p(py Bt N_H(_l)tl N +¢
2mB) "~ p 2B = O\ N—t-1-1¢

X b e =5 sin < Dr ) d 38
/0 p ong” ) 4P (38)
Similarly, no(z) in (27)) can be expressed as ng(z) = — cosz/z, leading to

(o _ 1 Nfl(_ntl N+1

“\2n8)  p (282 = O\ N—t—1-¢

o) , P
+t+1 r
X p e~ % cos —p) dp.
/0 (27w

Integrals of the form and , are standard Fourier sin and cos transforms, which
are well known known (see 860.89 and 800.99 in [22]) and read:

o r 1
/ e *sinbrdxr = (n+ D)sin(n + 1)§ ,
0 (a? + b2)
o r
/ x"e”* cosbrdxr = (n+1) COS(?: 1)
: (2 + 00
b
sinf) = ——, COSHZL“ 6 =tan" ' —
(Oé2 +b2)§ (042 +b2)§ «

Theorem 3. With the preceding notations, the radial momentum wave functions
Wne(pr) can be expressed as:
N—£—1 (e+t+2)tan*1(%)(

Une(pr) = Z bNe

¢ 2
%) +t+

W 1y (;;rﬁ)z)w

Z bNgez(K-i-t-i-? COSE—&-H—Z 9’ (40)
t=0
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where we have introduced

® _ ritre 1 . N +¢
b, = N2 W(_l)H<N—e—1—t T(0+t+2),.

0 = tan™* (5—;) .

Proof. Taking into account the preceding results, and making n = ¢+t + 1, a = 1/2,
and b = p,/(2kf3), the function ¥ n(p,) in takes the form,

1 & 1 N+¢
Yne(pr) = NNZW tz(; (—1)t5 <N _y J_r 1_ t>F(€ +t+2)

and

sin(¢ + ¢+ 2) tan™* (%’—g) . icos(ﬁ +t+2)tan! (%)

() (o))

from which the statement follows. O

X

The functions in , are obviously equivalent to the in Corollary ,
because both are obtained from the same integrals , and , just computed using
a different technique. This is also visible from comparing their real and imaginary parts
upon making use of relations
sin(n + 1)6 cos(n + 1)0

sin 0 sin 0
for n = ¢ 4+t + 1. The latter are obtained upon substitution of the eqs. (14.5.12) and
(14.5.14) from [23] into the expressions appearing in the above proof to Lemma 1.

C}(cosf) = , D} (cosf) = , 0=, (41)

Two interesting properties are:

(i) The functions are continuous, finite at the origin, and approach zero at infinity.
Therefore, they are bounded continuous and hence square integrable.

(ii) The denominator in can be rewritten using,

1\? -\ 1 1 £2
(5) * (2[;16) = @y M) = g (c_]?”pg) ’

(where €% = —2uc?Ey). This is a manifestly SO(4)—symmetric expression in an

Euclidean four-dimensional space, in which p, is interpreted as the radius of a two-
dimensional sphere, while £%/c¢? + p? = s% could be viewed as the squared radius
of a three-dimensional sphere. Moreover, recalling that

1
tan~! L2 = cos! () =0, (42)

Y e ()

it becomes apparent that, as was the case of the Podolsky-Pauling wave functions,
the functions in are SO(4)—symmetric.
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In particular, the second property shows that the well known SO(4) symmetry of
the Hydrogen atom in the position representation, is also present in the momentum
representation, which is a consistency test.

4.8. Equivalence with the functions of Lombardi-Ogilvie

As mentioned earlier, the greatest drawback of Lombardi-Ogilvie functions is that
they are not manifestly SO(4)—invariant. Our functions , , do present that
invariance, and now we are going to show that they are equivalent to those in , thus
curing that problem.

We start by considering again the radial Schrodinger equation (we work in A = 1
units):

2 L(0+1)  Ze?
|:§—'u + (Q,UT’Q ) - , :| RNZ(T) = ENRNg(T>.

If we apply the integral transform H in Theorem (1] to this equation, and write ¥n¢(p;)
for the transform of Ry,(r), we arrive at

e Ryo(r)

r r

e Ryy(r)

5 r2dr =0.
r r

(43)

We want to show that this equation is equivalent to the defining equation of the

(P} = 2uE)Yne(p,) — 2u262/ ridr + 00+ 1) /
0 0

Lombardi-Ogilvie functions , repeated here for the reader’s convenience:
<p;% —UE + 2uZe + (0 + 1)[2>aNg(pr) —0,

where, recall, I denotes the integral operatoﬂ in ,

Pr
I:—i/ dp). .

In their setting, Lombardi and Ogilvie do not specify the domain of this operator,
but for sufficiently regular functions (in particular, for those in the dense subspace
C5°(R)), we can take derivatives with respect to p, in (43), and evaluate the following
integrals:

r

d e g
—i / —Ry(r)rdr = / Rye(r)r®dr = ¢we(pr)
0 0

——z’d/prd'a () = anelpr)
= dpr . PrONe\D,) = CNe\Pr ),

(44)

T For an analysis of this operator, see [24], p. 134, Problem 19.
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d d e ] ) > eprt N
(_der) ( dpr> / . RNg( )redr —/ . Ryo(r)rodr
= Ywelp) = (—i— / a / a
= VYNe\Pr) = ? ap. dpr pr pr@NZ

= ane(p), (45)

which follow from the definition of ¥n,(p,) as an integral transform, in combination

and

with the fundamental theorem of the integral calculus. The above considerations show
that our method has the advantage over eq. of being generalizable to any radial
potential and any dimensions, in which case one will encounter different integrals,
possibly multidimensional ones.

4.4. Comparison between the functions of Podolsky-Pauling and Lombardi-Ogilvie

A comparison between the momentum space wave functions of Podolsky and Pauling,
on the one side, with those of Lombardi and Ogilvie, on the other, is in order. For the
sake of transparency, we here limit ourselves to compare the corresponding profiles of
the momentum distributions, and ignore normalization constants. Also, for illustrative
purposes, we select some quantum numbers, for which the expressions look particularly
simple. To be specific, below we compare the respective momentum distributions for
(=N —1.

Modulo normalization constants, the Podolsky-Pauling distributions for maximal ¢
values corresponding to , read:

(4hBp)*

|gN,N—1(p)|2 ~
(h2ﬁ2 +p2)2(N+1)

(46)

For comparison, those of Lombardi-Ogilvie, in our parametrization are given by,

1
|¢N,N71(pr)|2 ~ (232 +p3)N“ (47)

Graphically:
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Figure 1: Plots of the Podolsky-Pauling (PP) and Lombardi-Ogilvie (LO) non-
normalized momentum distributions, for N = 1,2,3,4 (in order, left to right and top to
bottom), in units A3 = 1. The argument of the former is p €10, co[, while that of the
latter is p, €] — 00, 00| .

According to , the Podolsky-Pauling momentum distribution for the ground
state falls off as (1 + p?/h?B?)~*, a fact experimentally confirmed by [26]. This can
be explained by noticing that in the space spanned by the radial Hydrogen atom wave
functions and their Fourier transforms to momentum space the following uncertainty
relation holds valid:

(r)(p*) >

where D is the dimensionality of the space, D = 3 in our case (see [27]ff] The
inequality in encodes the complementary character of 72
the explanation to the fact that the wave functions of Podolsky and Pauling are the

D2

and p?, and provides

ones appropriate for the description of the p? expectation values distribution in the
Hydrogen atom states. However, if what we want is the distribution of the expectation
values of the radial momentum, (p,), then the Lombardi-Ogilvie wave functions should
be more appropriate. Indeed, our conclusion is that the two sets of functions under
discussion are complementary to each other. While the ones by Podolsky and Pauling
test the distribution of linear momenta with arbitrary orientation, those of Lombardi and
Ogilvie would test the distribution of strictly radially aligned momenta, and this could
be experimentally confirmed by appropriate radial polarization diffraction experiments,
along the lines of [30].

* Alternatively, such Heisenberg-like uncertainty relations can also been confirmed and generalized on
the basis of information-theoretic methods [28], [29].
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5. Conclusions and perspectives

We propose a construction of the Hydrogen atom radial wave functions in momentum
space from an integral transform which generalizes the case of the free particle
momentum representation (see Theorem . The corresponding kernel is given
by a spherical wave, instead of the traditional plane one, which comes from the
consideration of the formal eigenfunctions of the symmetric radial momentum operator
. This operator, although not self-adjoint, has the feature of satisfying Heisenberg’s
commutation rules with the radial coordinate.

The resulting radial wave functions are equivalent to those of Lombardi and Ogilvie
[6, 7], and can be expressed either in terms of finite complex expansions of Gegenbauer
functions of the first and second kind (Theorem [2] and Corollary [I]), or in terms of
(elementary) trigonometric functions (Theorem [3]in Section [4)). The first representation
reflects the so(2,1) ~ su(1,1) Lie algebra symmetry properties of the momentum wave
functions, while the second one shows explicitly properties such as square integrability
and SO(4) symmetry, a feature that was absent from the Lombardi-Ogilvie functions.

The total wave functions of the Hydrogen atom in momentum space, if needed,
can be obtained as products of the radial functions presented here with the angular
functions either of Lombardi and Ogilvie [7], or with those of Liu, Tang and Xun in
[14], giving qualitatively different outcomes. Which is the correct one is a question that
must be decided by means of comparison with experimental data.

The wave functions expressed in momentum representation, could be of use in
studying the radial diffraction of hydrogen beams through lattices such as graphene
[25], roaming of Hydrogen atoms in the decomposition of organic compounds [31],
momentum probabilities for particles in a Coulomb well [32], tunneling [33], [34],
and other phenomena, in which Heisenberg’s uncertainty relation between the radial
coordinate and the radial momentum is required, among them possibly questions of
information entropies [35].

In addition, our approach may also be of interest to the construction of Wigner’s
phase-space functions and their applications, for example, along the lines of [36].
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