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QUASI-CLASSICAL APPROXIMATION OF MONOPOLE HARMONICS

YURI A. KORDYUKOV AND ISKANDER A. TAIMANOV

Abstract. Using the generalization of the multidimensional WKB method to magnetic
Laplacians corresponding to monopoles, which we proposed earlier, we obtain explicit for-
mulas for quasi-classical approximations of eigenfunctions for the Dirac monopole.

1. Introduction

In [1] (see also [2]) we proposed a generalization of the multidimensional WKB method
(the Maslov canonical operator method [3, 4]) to magnetic Laplacians corresponding to
monopoles. This approach can be applied to general differential operators acting on sections
of non-trivial bundles.

In [1] the quasi-classical parameter ~ is quantized:

~ = 1,
1

2
,
1

3
, . . . ,

1

N
, . . . .

For each given value of ~, almost eigenfunctions of the magnetic Laplacian ∆LN
, N = ~−1,

corresponding to the magnetic field NF proportional to the initial field F , are constructed.
Recently, significant simplifications have been obtained in the computation of the canonical

operator near focal points, which have quite simple structure. In particular, they enable to
model the canonical operator in standard software packages and effectively apply it to many
applied problems [5, 6].

In this paper, we demonstrate a (simultaneous) application of these methods to a test
problem, the derivation of explicit formulas for quasi-classical approximations of monopole
harmonics, i.e., eigensections, corresponding to the Dirac monopole [7]. Exact solutions for
them were obtained in [8, 9].

2. Dirac magnetic monopole

Let M be a Riemannian manifold with a metric gjk and a closed 2-form F (0) describing
the magnetic field. In a sufficiently small neighborhood of each point, we choose a “vector-

potential” A(0) = (A
(0)
k ) of this form (a magnetic potential) from the condition

F
(0)
jk =

∂A
(0)
k

∂xj
−
∂A

(0)
j

∂xk
,

where {xj} are local coordinates in this neighborhood. The magnetic potential, generally
speaking, is defined only locally.

Consider a particle with charge q on the manifold M . In [9] it is assumed that q = Ze,
where Z ∈ Z and e is the elementary charge: e > 0 and is equal in absolute value to electron
charge. Consider the closed 2-form on M :

F = qF (0).
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If F satisfies the Dirac quantization condition:

(1)

[
F

2π

]
∈ H2(M ;Z),

then the form F is the curvature form of a complex line bundle L with structure group U(1),
the vector potential A = qA(0) defines the connection ∇ = d − iA in this bundle and the
first Chern class of the bundle L is equal to

c1(L) =
[
F

2π

]
.

In this case, one can associate to the magnetic field F , or, more precisely, to the system of
the external magnetic field F (0) and a particle with charge q, the magnetic Laplacian acting
on sections of the bundle L:

∆L = − 1√
g

(
∂

∂xj
− iAj

)√
ggjk

(
∂

∂xk
− iAk

)
.

Here g = det (gjk), g
jkgkm = δjm and, as usual, summation is assumed over repeated super-

scripts and subscripts.
The Dirac monopole [7] describes the motion of an electron in the three-dimensional space

in the uniform magnetic field

H = gD
r

r3
.

After separating the independent variables into spherical and radial components: Ψ =
f(r)S(θ, ϕ), the stationary Schrödinger equation for the eigenfunctions Ψ(r, θ, ϕ) of the
quantized system decomposes into a system of two differential equations. The spherical
component S(θ, ϕ) is a section of some non-trivial line U(1)-bundle L over the unit two-
dimensional sphere with coordinates θ and ϕ. The equation for S(θ, ϕ) has the form

∆LS = ES.

It can be seen from the construction of the connection A = qA(0) and the definition of the
magnetic Laplacian that the change of the sign of the charge to the opposite one leads to
the conjugation of the bundle L and of the eigensections

(2) q → −q, L → L̄ = L∗, ψ → ψ̄, E → E, where ∆Lψ = Eψ.

In his work, Dirac considered in detail the case when

gDe =
1

2
, q = −e,

that is, the magnetic charge gD of the monopole located at the origin takes the minimum
possible positive value so that the quantization condition is satisfied and the particle has
the charge q = −e (an electron). Here we set ~ = c = 1, where ~ is Planck’s constant and c
is the speed of light in vacuum. The eigensections corresponding to the smallest eigenvalue
E = 1

2
were found by Tamm [8]:

(3) Sa = cos
θ

2
, Sb = sin

θ

2
e−iϕ

for 0 ≤ θ < π.
The unit two-dimensional sphere S2 in R

3 centered at the origin:

S2 = {(x, y, z) ∈ R
3 : x2 + y2 + z2 = 1},
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is endowed with the Riemannian metric induced by the embedding in the Euclidean space
R3. In spherical coordinates

x = sin θ cosϕ, y = sin θ sinϕ, z = cos θ, θ ∈ (0, π), ϕ ∈ (0, 2π),

the Riemannian metric g is given by

g = dθ2 + sin2 θ dϕ2.

Let FB be the closed 2-form of the magnetic field given by

FB = B dvol = B sin θdθ ∧ dϕ,
where dvol denotes the Riemannian volume form of the metric g:

(4) dvol = sin θdθ ∧ dϕ
The quantization condition (1) means that

(5) 2B ∈ Z.

In what follows, we denote by L the bundle with curvature form

F =
1

2
sin θdθ ∧ dϕ,

corresponding to the value B = 1/2. Its first Chern class equals

c1(L) =

[
F

2π

]
= 1 ∈ H2(S2;Z) = Z.

In algebraic geometry, it is considered as a bundle over CP 1 = S2 and denoted by L =
O(1). The formula (3) defines sections of its conjugate bundle L̄ = L−1 = O(−1), since it
corresponds to a particle with negative charge.

For B = N
2
, the form FB = NF is the curvature form of the line bundle LN , where LN

is the Nth tensor power of L for N > 0, the trivial bundle for N = 0 and the Nth tensor
power of L̄ = L∗ for N < 0. It is clear that c1(L

N ) = N .
Consider the covering of the sphere by two coordinate neighborhoods U1 and U2:

U1 = {0 ≤ θ < π, 0 ≤ ϕ < 2π} , U2 = {0 < θ ≤ π, 0 ≤ ϕ < 2π} .
Since, over each of these domains, the restriction of any line bundle L is trivial:

L|U1 = U1 × C, L|U2 = U2 × C,

then the bundle is uniquely determined by the clutching function g12, which is defined on
U1 ∩ U2 and relates the linear coordinates λ and µ in the fibers over U1 and U2:

(6) µ = e−ic1(L)ϕλ.

In particular, for L = LN , N = 2B, we have

g12(θ, ϕ) = e−2iBϕ, (θ, ϕ) ∈ U1 ∩ U2.

The magnetic potentials of the form FB are given by

(7) A1 = B(1− cos θ)dϕ, on U1; A2 = −B(1 + cos θ)dϕ, on U2.

On U1 ∩ U2, they are related by a gauge transformation

A1 −A2 = g−1
12 dg12.
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The magnetic Laplacian ∆LN
takes the form

(8)

∆LN

=− 1

sin θ

∂

∂θ
sin θ

∂

∂θ
− 1

sin2 θ

(
∂

∂ϕ
− iB(1− cos θ)

)2

on U1;

∆LN

=− 1

sin θ

∂

∂θ
sin θ

∂

∂θ
− 1

sin2 θ

(
∂

∂ϕ
+ iB(1 + cos θ)

)2

on U2,

where B = N
2
.

The spectrum of the magnetic Laplacian ∆LN
is computed in [8, 9]. It consists of the

eigenvalues

(9) EN,j = j(j + 1) +
N

2
(2j + 1), j = 0, 1, . . . ,

of multiplicity

(10) mN,j = N + 2j + 1.

The corresponding eigenfunctions are known as monopole harmonics. Explicit formulas for
them are given in [9].

Note that the formula (3) presents Sa and Sb as sections of L
−1 over U1 and according to

(6), over U2, they are given by the sections

Sa = cos
θ

2
eiϕ, Sb = sin

θ

2
,

that is, as sections, they have no singularities anywhere.
Let us introduce a Hermitian scalar product on the space of sections of the U(1)-bundle

L:
(11) 〈φ|ψ〉 =

∫

S2

φ̄ψ d vol.

The sections Sa and Sb are orthogonal with respect to (11): 〈Sa|Sb〉 = 0.
A more detailed discussion of the statements and constructions of §2 is given in [2].

3. WKB-approximation for monopole harmonics

The magnetic geodesic flow is given by the Hamiltonian

(12) H(θ, ϕ, pθ, pϕ) = p2θ +
1

sin2 θ
p2ϕ

with respect to the twisted symplectic form Ω on T ∗M :

Ω = dpθ ∧ dθ + dpϕ ∧ dϕ+B sin θdθ ∧ dϕ.
Since the magnetic Laplacian (8) is the quantization of exactly this expression, we omit the
usual factor 1

2
in front of the right hand side in (12). Thus, the value E of the Hamiltonian

has the meaning of twice the kinetic energy of the particle.
The corresponding Hamilton equations have the form:

θ̇ = 2pθ, ϕ̇ =
2

sin2 θ
pϕ, ṗθ = −2 cos θ

sin3 θ
p2ϕ +B sin θpϕ, ṗϕ = −B sin θpθ.

The magnetic geodesic flow is superintegrable. Therefore, the partition of the phase space
into invariant tori is non-unique and determined, for example, by choosing two commuting
first integrals I1 and I2. It is natural to take the Hamiltonian as one of them:

I1 = H(θ, ϕ, pθ, pϕ).
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As an additional first integral, we take

I2 = pϕ − B cos θ.

It is easy to check that the function I2 is everywhere defined.
The corresponding invariant tori Λ are parameterized by two parameters E and P and

given by the equations

p2θ +
1

sin2 θ
p2ϕ = E, pϕ − B cos θ = P.

The torus Λ(E, P ) is nonempty if and only if

P 2 < E +B2.

Put

B =
1

2
.

The magnetic Laplacian acts on sections of the bundle L = O(1). This corresponds to the
positive charge of the particle (in contrast to the Dirac case), i.e. to a positron.

According to [1], quasi-classical eigensections of the operator ∆LN
are constructed from

invariant Lagrangian tori Λ(E, P ). These tori must satisfy Bohr-Sommerfeld-type quantiza-
tion conditions, which hold for

E = λN,j =
j(j + 1) + N

2
(2j + 1) + 1

4

N2
, j = 0, 1, 2, . . . .

P =
k

N
− 1

2
, −j ≤ k ≤ N + j,

where ~
−1 = N ∈ N, and the quantization condition depends on ~.

Using the connection of the almost eigenvalues ÊN,j of the operator ∆LN
with admissible

values of the parameter E, we obtain

(13) ÊN,j = λN,jN
2 = j(j + 1) +

N

2
(2j + 1) +

1

4
, j = 0, 1, . . . .

The multiplicity of the almost eigenvalue ÊN,j equals

(14) m̂N,j = N + 2j + 1.

If we compare them with the formulas (9) and (10) for exact eigenvalues, we see that the
formula (13) describes the exact eigenvalues of the magnetic Laplacian up to a constant
correction ∆λN,j = 1

4
, and the formula (14) gives the correct answer for multiplicities of

these eigenvalues.
The almost eigenfunctions UN,j,k ∈ C∞(M,LN) of the operator ∆LN

corresponding to the

almost eigenvalue ÊN,j = λN,jN
2 are given by

(15) UN = UN,j,k = K
1/N
Λ(E,P )u ∈ C∞(M,LN ), u(θ, ϕ) ≡ u0,

where K
1/N
Λ(E,P ) : C

∞(Λ(E, P )) → C∞(M,LN) is the canonical operator constructed in [1].

For brevity, we will omit the indices j and k where possible.
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The torus Λ = Λ(E, P ) consists of all (θ, ϕ, pθ, pϕ) such that

(16)
pθ = Pθ(θ) :=

(
E − 1

sin2 θ

(
P +

1

2
cos θ

)2
)1/2

=
(a + b cos θ + c cos2 θ)

1/2

sin θ
;

pϕ = Pϕ(θ) :=P +
1

2
cos θ,

where

a = E − P 2, b = −P, c = −
(
E +

1

4

)
,

θ ∈ [θ2, θ1], ϕ ∈ [0, 2π) and

(17) θj := arccos zj , j = 1, 2, z1,2 =
−b∓

√
∆

2c
=

−P/2 ∓
√
E2 + E(1/4− P 2)

E + 1/4
,

z1,2 are the roots of the quadratic equation a+ bz + cz2 = 0, ∆ = b2 − 4ac > 0.
Singular points of the restriction of the projection π to Λ are obtained when θ = θ1 or

θ = θ2. Therefore, the singularity cycle Σ(Λ) consists of two circles

{pθ = 0, pϕ = P +
1

2
cos θj , θ = θj , ϕ ∈ [0, 2π)}, j = 1, 2.

The singular points are of the fold type.
The torus Λ is the union of two nonsingular canonical charts U± with coordinates

(18) σ± : (θ, ϕ) ∈ U := {θ ∈ [θ2, θ1], ϕ ∈ [0, 2π)} 7→ (θ, ϕ,±Pθ(θ), Pϕ(θ)) ∈ U± ⊂ Λ.

and the singularity cycle Σ(Λ):

Λ = U+ ∪ U− ∪ Σ(Λ).

The image of the torus Λ = Λ(E, P ) under the canonical projection π : T ∗S2 → S2 has the
form

π(Λ) = U = {(θ, ϕ) : θ ∈ [θ2, θ1], ϕ ∈ [0, 2π)}.
Recall (see [1, Formula (22)]) that if U is a non-singular chart on the Lagrangian manifold

Λ with coordinate mapping σ : U → U , then the associated canonical operator Kh
Λ,U :

C∞(U) → C∞(U) is given by

(19) Kh
Λ,Uu(x) = e(i/h)τ(σ(x))−πimU /2

√∣∣∣∣
dµ(σ(x))

d vol

∣∣∣∣u(σ(x)), x ∈ U,

where τ is the eikonal function, mU is the Maslov index of the chart U , µ is a smooth positive
density on Λ invariant under the magnetic geodesic flow, d vol is the Riemannian volume
form. Since the bundle L is nontrivial, all our constructions also depend on the choice of the
trivialization of the bundle L, on which the form of the eikonal function τ depends. As a
consequence, for h = 1/N , the results of applying the operator Kh

Λ,U to a function u on Λ for
different choices of a chart U and of a trivialization of the bundle L give rise to a well-defined
section of the bundle LN .

In the case under consideration, the projection π(U±) = U of the non-singular canonical
chart (U±, σ±) to Λ is contained in two different trivializing neighborhoods U1 and U2. The
corresponding expressions for the magnetic potential are given by formulas (7) with B = 1

2
.
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Depending on the choice of trivialization, we obtain different expressions for the eikonal
function τ±U1

and τ±U2
on U± obtained in [1]. If we consider π(U±) as a subset of U1, then

τ±U1
(σ±(θ, ϕ)) = ±I(θ) + (P +

1

2
)ϕ+ τ1, (θ, ϕ) ∈ U.

If we consider π(U±) as a subset of U2, then

τ±U2
(σ±(θ, ϕ)) = ±I(θ) + (P − 1

2
)ϕ+ τ2, (θ, ϕ) ∈ U.

Here the function I(θ) is given by

I(θ) =
1

2
|P +

1

2
| arcsin 2a+ b+ (b+ 2c) cos θ

(cos θ − 1)
√
∆

+
1

2
|P − 1

2
| arcsin 2a− b+ (b− 2c) cos θ

(cos θ + 1)
√
∆

+

√
E +

1

4
arcsin

2c cos θ + b√
∆

,

and τ1, τ2 are arbitrary constants.
Let us find a measure µ on the invariant torus Λ(E, P ) that is invariant under the magnetic

geodesic flow. Let us write it in the chart U± in the form

µ± = f±(θ, ϕ) dθ dϕ.

The restriction of the generator of the magnetic geodesic flow to the torus Λ(E, P ) has the
form

X = ±2Pθ(θ)
∂

∂θ
+

2

sin2 θ
Pϕ(θ)

∂

∂ϕ
,

where Pθ and Pϕ are given by (16).
The condition for the measure µ to be invariant with respect to the flow is given by

± ∂

∂θ
(2Pθ(θ)f±(θ, ϕ)) +

∂

∂ϕ
(

2

sin2 θ
Pϕ(θ)f(θ, ϕ)) = 0.

Setting f±(θ, ϕ) = f±(θ), we get

∂

∂θ
(2Pθ(θ)f±(θ, ϕ)) = 0.

Therefore, as a solution, one can take

f±(θ, ϕ) =
1

Pθ(θ)
.

Thus, the invariant measure µ can be taken to be the measure

µ± =
sin θ

(a + b cos θ + c cos2 θ)1/2
dθ dϕ.

It is easy to check that µ is a smooth positive density on the torus Λ.
Recall that the Riemannian volume form d vol is given by (4).
Let us compute the indices of charts. First of all, we recall that the cotangent bundle T ∗S2

is endowed with the twisted symplectic form Ω. Therefore, in order to apply well-known
formulas for the Maslov index, it is necessary to pass to the standard symplectic form Ω0.
Such a passage is given by the choice of a trivialization of the line bundle L and, accordingly,
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by the choice of a magnetic potential. Considering the trivialization over U1, we obtain the
mapping

fU1(θ, ϕ, pθ, pϕ) = (θ, ϕ, pθ, pϕ +
1

2
(1− cos θ)),

which takes (T ∗S2 |U1 ,Ω) to (T
∗S2 |U1 ,Ω0). Under this mapping, the invariant torus Λ(E, P )

is mapped to the torus Λ0(E, P ) given by the equations

p2θ +
1

sin2 θ
(pϕ − 1

2
(1− cos θ))2 = E, pϕ = P +

1

2
,

and the canonical charts U± to nonsingular canonical charts U±

0 with coordinates

σ±,0 : (θ, ϕ) ∈ U 7→ (θ, ϕ,±Pθ(θ), P +
1

2
) ∈ U±

0 ⊂ Λ0.

Consider the Jacobian

J (σ±(θ, ϕ)) = f−1(σ±(θ, ϕ)) = Pθ(θ), (θ, ϕ) ∈ U±.

Choose a central point σ+,0(θ+, ϕ+) ∈ U+
0 , say, σ+,0(θ+, ϕ+) = σ+,0(π/2, 0) and a point

σ−,0(θ−, ϕ−) ∈ U−

0 , say, σ−,0(θ−, ϕ−) = σ0,−(π/2, 0). Choose and fix the argument of the
Jacobian at the central point: argJ (σ0,+(θ+, ϕ+)) = 0. Accordingly, the index of charts U+

0

and U+ equals zero:

m
U

+
0
= mU+ = 0.

The index of the chart U−

0 is given by

m
U

−

0
=

1

π
argJ (σ+.0(θ+, ϕ+)) + ind γ,

where γ : [0, 1] → Λ0 is a smooth path such that γ(0) = σ+,0(θ+, ϕ+) and γ(1) = σ−,0(θ−, ϕ−)
and ind γ is the Maslov index of γ.

The following formula holds (see, for instance, [10, Formulas (1.1) and (1.2)]):

ind γ = lim
ε→+0

var
γ

argJ ε,

where, for any ε > 0, the Jacobian J ε has the form

J ε(σ±(θ, ϕ)) = Pθ(θ)

(
1∓ iε

∂Pθ

∂θ

)
, (θ, ϕ) ∈ U±.

Using this formula, it is easy to compute that

ind γ− = −1, m
U

−

0
= mU− = −1.

By (19), in the domain {(θ, ϕ) : θ2 + ε < θ < θ1 − ε, 0 ≤ ϕ < 2π} with an arbitrary ε > 0,
we have

(20) Kh,1
Λ,Uu(θ, ϕ) =

u+(σ+(θ, ϕ))e
i
h
τ+U1

(σ+(θ,ϕ))

(a+ b cos θ + c cos2 θ)1/4
+ i

u−(σ−(θ, ϕ))e
i
h
τ−U1

(σ−(θ,ϕ))

(a+ b cos θ + c cos2 θ)1/4
,

where we consider π(U±) as a subset of U1 and u± denotes the restrictions of u to U±.
The formula (20) can be rewritten in the form

(21) Kh,1
Λ,Uu(θ, ϕ) = e

3πi
4 e

i(τ
+
U1

+τ
−

U1
)

2h

[
u− − u+

(a+ b cos θ + c cos2 θ)1/4
cos

(
τ+U1

− τ−U1

2h
+
π

4

)
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− i
u− + u+

(a + b cos θ + c cos2 θ)1/4
sin

(
τ+U1

− τ−U1

2h
+
π

4

)]
.

Set

τ±1 = ∓I(θ2).
Then

τ+U1
+ τ−U1

= 2(P +
1

2
)ϕ, τ+U1

− τ−U1
= 2(I(θ)− I(θ2)),

and the formula (21) takes the form

(22) Kh,1
Λ,Uu(θ, ϕ) = e

3πi
4 e

i(P+1/2)ϕ
h

[
u− − u+

(a + b cos θ + c cos2 θ)1/4
cos

(
I(θ)− I(θ2)

h
+
π

4

)

− i
u− + u+

(a+ b cos θ + c cos2 θ)1/4
sin

(
I(θ)− I(θ2)

h
+
π

4

)]
.

In particular, setting u(θ, ϕ) ≡ u0, we obtain a formula for the almost eigenfunction

UN ∈ C∞(M,LN ) of the operator ∆LN
with the corresponding eigenvalue λ̂N

(23) U
(1)
N (θ, ϕ) =

2e
πi
4 u0

(a + b cos θ + c cos2 θ)1/4
ei(P+1/2)Nϕ sin

(
(I(θ)− I(θ2))N +

π

4

)
,

where we consider π(U±) as a subset of U1.
Similarly, we obtain

(24) U
(2)
N (θ, ϕ) =

2e
πi
4 u0

(a + b cos θ + c cos2 θ)1/4
ei(P−1/2)Nϕ sin

(
(I(θ)− I(θ2))N +

π

4

)
,

where we consider π(U±) as a subset of U2.
Formulas (23) and (24) are valid in the domain {(θ, ϕ) : θ2 + ε < θ < θ1 − ε, 0 ≤ ϕ < 2π}

with an arbitrary ε > 0.
We use the method proposed in [5] to describe the canonical operator in a neighborhood

of a fold of a Lagrangian manifold.

Let us write the function U
(1)
N (θ, ϕ) in terms of the Airy function Ai, using the well-known

asymptotic representation for Ai in the form of trigonometric functions:

Ai(−x) = 1√
πx1/4

sin

(
2

3
x3/2 +

π

4

)
(1 +O(x−1)), x→ +∞.

We get

U
(1)
N (θ, ϕ) ≍

√
πe

πi
4 ei(P+1/2)NϕA(θ)N1/6Ai

(
−N2/3Φ(θ)

)
,

where ≍ means the equality up to terms of order O(1/N) in the amplitude,

Φ(θ) =

(
3

2
(I(θ)− I(θ2))

)2/3

,

A(θ) =
2u0

(a+ b cos θ + c cos2 θ)1/4

(
3

2
(I(θ)− I(θ2))

)1/6

.
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Let us find the asymptotics of the amplitude and phase in the formula as θ → θ2 + 0 in
order to extend these asymptotic formulas to some neighborhood of (θ2 − ε, θ2]. Note that
for θ → θ2 + 0

a+ b cos θ + c cos2 θ = c(cos θ − cos θ1)(cos θ − cos θ2) ∼ c(cos θ1 − cos θ2) sin θ2(θ − θ2),

(a+ b cos θ + c cos2 θ)1/2

sin θ
∼ (c(cos θ1 − cos θ2))

1/2

(sin θ2)1/2
(θ − θ2)

1/2,

and, therefore,

I(θ)− I(θ2) =

∫ θ

θ2

(a+ b cos θ + c cos2 θ)1/2

sin θ
dθ

≍
∫ θ

θ2

(c(cos θ1 − cos θ2))
1/2

(sin θ2)1/2
(θ − θ2)

1/2dθ

=
2

3

(c(cos θ2 − cos θ1))
1/2

(sin θ2)1/2
(θ − θ2)

3/2.

We get the asymptotics of the phase for θ → θ2 + 0

Φ(θ) ≍ (c(cos θ2 − cos θ1))
1/3

(sin θ2)1/3
(θ − θ2)

and of the amplitude

A(θ) ≍ 2u0
(c(cos θ1 − cos θ2) sin θ2(θ − θ2))1/4

(c(cos θ2 − cos θ1))
1/12

(sin θ2)1/12
(θ − θ2)

1/4

=
2u0

(c(cos θ1 − cos θ2))1/6(sin θ2)1/3
.

From (17), we find

sin θ1,2 =
P
√
E ∓ 1/2

√
E + 1/4− P 2

E + 1/4

and

c(cos θ1 − cos θ2) =
√
∆ =

√
E2 + E(1/4− P 2).

Thus, we see that the functions Φ(θ) and A(θ) are smooth on the half-interval [θ2, θ2+ ε),
including the point θ2, moreover Φ′(θ2) 6= 0. We extend them to the half-interval (θ2−ε, θ2),
using the above asymptotics for θ → θ2 + 0.

Using arguments similar to those given in the proof of Theorem 2 in [5], we obtain the
following statement.

Theorem 1. The function U
(1)
N,j,k(θ, ϕ) given by (15) has the form

U
(1)
N (θ, ϕ) ≍

√
πe

πi
4 ei(P+1/2)NϕA(θ)N1/6Ai

(
−
(
3

2
N

)2/3

Φ(θ)

)
,

in the domain {(θ, ϕ) : θ2 − ε < θ < θ1 − ε, 0 ≤ ϕ < 2π} with some ε > 0, where we consider

π(U±) as a subset of U1 and

Φ(θ) =

{
(I(θ)− I(θ2))

2/3, if θ ∈ [θ2, θ2 + ε)
2
3
(c(cos θ2−cos θ1))1/3

(sin θ2)1/3
(θ − θ2), if θ ∈ (θ2 − ε, θ2)
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A(θ) =

{
2u0

(a+b cos θ+c cos2 θ)1/4

(
3
2
(I(θ)− I(θ2))

)1/6
, if θ ∈ [θ2, θ2 + ε)

2u0

(c(cos θ1−cos θ2))1/6(sin θ2)1/3
, if θ ∈ (θ2 − ε, θ2)

For N = 1, j = 0, k = 1, 2 we obtain quasi-classical approximations of the eigensections S̄a

and S̄b of the form (3) (recall that we are considering the case of a particle with a different
sign of the charge, which leads to the conjugation of bundles and their sections). In general,
a comparison of these quasi-classical answers with the classical ones (see Appendix) shows
that they are almost localized on the projections of the corresponding Lagrangian tori.

It is easy to see that for any N the sections UN,j,k, j = 0, 1, 2, . . . ,−j ≤ k ≤ N + j, are
almost orthogonal with respect to the scalar product (11):

〈UN,j1,k1|UN,j2,k2〉 ≍ 0, (j1, k1) 6= (j2, k2).

Indeed, for different j, they are almost orthogonal, since they are almost eigensections cor-
responding to different almost eigenvalues of the operator ∆LN

, while, for the same j and
different k, they are almost orthogonal, because they have the form S(θ)eikϕ.

Moreover, if we choose the constant u0 so that the normalization condition holds true:
∫

Λ(E,P )

u20 dµ = 1 ⇔ u0 =
1√

µ(Λ(E, P ))
=

1

2π
(E + 1/4)−1/4,

then the corresponding almost eigensection UN,j,k is asymptotically normalized:

‖UN,j,k‖ ≍ 1.

4. Monopole harmonics

By [9], for the eigenvalue EN,j , j = 0, 1, . . . , of ∆LN
given by (9), the corresponding

eigensections YN,j,k, k = −j, . . . , N + j, are of the form

Y
(1)
N,j,k(θ, ϕ) = ΘN,j,k(θ)e

ikϕ on U1; Y
(2)
N,j,k(θ, ϕ) = ΘN,j,k(θ)e

i(k−N)ϕ on U2,

where the function ΘN,j,k(θ) has the form

ΘN,j,k(θ) = Θ̃N,j,k(cos θ),

where

Θ̃N,j,k(x) =

[
N + 2j + 1

4π

(N + j + k)!(j + k)!

(N + j)!j!

]1/2(
1− x

2

)−k/2(
1 + x

2

)(N−k)/2

P̃N,j,k(x),

the polynomial P̃N,j,k(x) is the Jacobi polynomial P α,β
n (x) with parameters

α = −k, β = N − k, n = j + k,

and has the form

P̃N,j,k(x) = j!(j +N)!
∑

s

(−1)j+k−s

s!(j − s)!(N − k + s)!(j + k − s)!

(
1− x

2

)j+k−s(
1 + x

2

)s

,

where the sum is taken over all integers s for which the arguments of the factorials are
non-negative.

It is easy to see that

Y
(1)
N,j,k(θ, ϕ) = eiNϕY

(2)
N,j,k(θ, ϕ).
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The sections YN,j,k are eigenfunctions of the angular momentum operator Lz given by

LzY
(1) = (−i∂ϕ − N

2
)Y (1) on U1; LzY

(2) = (−i∂ϕ +
N

2
)Y (2) on U2.

It is easy to see that

LzYN,j,k = (k − N

2
)YN,j,k.

In particular, for N = 1, j = 0, we have

Θ̃(1,0,0)(x) =
1√
2π

(
1 + x

2

)1/2

, Θ(1,0,0)(θ) =
1√
2π

cos (θ/2)

Y
(1)
(1,0,0)(θ, ϕ) =

1√
2π

cos
θ

2
, Y

(2)
(1,0,0)(θ, ϕ) =

1√
2π

cos
θ

2
e−iϕ.

and

Θ̃(1,0,1)(x) = − 1√
2π

(
1− x

2

)1/2

, Θ(1,0,1)(θ) = − 1√
2π

sin (θ/2)

Y
(1)
(1,0,1)(θ, ϕ) = − 1√

2π
sin

θ

2
eiϕ, Y

(2)
(1,0,1)(θ, ϕ) = − 1√

2π
sin

θ

2
.

We see that Y
(1)
(1,0,0)(θ, ϕ) and Y

(1)
(1,0,1)(θ, ϕ) coincide with the solutions (3) up to normalization

(division by
√
2π) and conjugation. According to (2), the conjugation is due to the fact that

these solutions describe particles with charges e and −e in the same magnetic field.

The authors thank S.Yu. Dobrokhotov, who drew their attention to this problem and to
the papers [5, 6], where a simplification of the formulas for the Maslov canonical operator
near the simplest singularities of Lagrangian manifolds is proposed.
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