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Spin-orbit interaction with large spin
in the semi-classical regime

Didier Robert*

Abstract

We consider the time dependent Schrodinger equation with a cou-
pling spin-orbit in the semi-classical regime 7 ™\, 0 and large spin num-
ber s — 400 such that h% = ¢ where ¢ > 0 and § > 0 are constant. The
initial state W(0) is a product of an orbital coherent state in L2?(R%)
and a spin coherent state in a spin irreducible representation space
Host1. For § < 1, at the leading order in 7, the time evolution ¥(t) of
U(0) is well approximated by the product of an orbital and a spin co-
herent state. Nevertheless for 1/2 < § < 1 the quantum orbital leaves
the classical orbital. For § = 1 we prove that this last claim is no more
true when the interaction depends on the orbital variables. For the
Dicke model, we prove that the orbital partial trace of the projector
on W(t) is a mixed state in L?(R) for small ¢ > 0.

1 Introduction

We consider here the Schrodinger equation for a system of particles with
large spin number when the spin and the position variables are coupled:

iU (t) = H(t)¥(t),

o (1.1)
\II(O) = QDZO ® sz)noa in L (R ) & H25+1
where ¢, 1n, are respectively Schrodinger, spin coherent states and
H(t) = Ho(t) + h€(t) - S. (1.2)

Ho(t) has a scalar i-Weyl symbol as well as @j(t) and S = (51,952,953)
are spin matrices representation in an irreducible space Hos11 of dimension
2s + 1, where s is the total spin number.

A particular case is the Pauli equation for the electron (s = 1/2).

A 1 ~
Hzi(hD—A)2+V+hB-o—,
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where D =i~ !'V,, x € R3, A = (A1, Ay, A3) is a magnetic potential, V an
electric potential, B = (By, By, B1) the magnetic field in R?; 0 = (01, 02, 03)
are the Pauli matrices:

(01 (0 = (1 0
TT=41 0)027\i o) o —1)"

For s = 1/2 we have S = %¢.

More generally the Weyl symbol of the interaction is hH;(t, X) where
Hy(t,X)= Y (t,X)S =¢(t,X)-S.

1<k<3
If the spin s is fixed, in the semi-classical regime, i N\, 0, Hy(t, X) is the sub-
principal symbol of H (t). Hence we can get a semiclassical approximation
at any order for W(t) using generalized coherent states as it will be recalled
later. For details see [3], Chapter 14 and [4] for matrix principal symbol
Hy(t).
The spin matrices Si are realized as hermitian matrices in the Hermitian
space Hasy1 such that S, = dD®(0,/2) are defined by the derivative at I
of the irreducible representation D) in Host1. In particular from the Lie
algebra su(2) we have the commutation relations

[Sk, Se] = i€k 0,mSm- (1.3)

¢ (t, X) are real scalar symbols in X € R??. So the full Weyl symbol of
H(t) is the matrix H (¢, X) = Ho(t, X)I + he(t, X) - S, with the spin opera-
tor S = (51,52,53).

For simplicity we shall assume in all this paper that the Weyl symbols
Hy(t) and €(t, X) are subquadratic [3](p.409). It follows that the quan-
tum Hamiltonian H (t) generates a propagator U(t,ty) in the Hilbert space
L?*(R% Hosy1). (see Proposition 123 of [3] easily extended to systems).

It is known (see [3] ( Ch.1 and Chap.7) that the Schrodinger coherent
states are labelled by the phase space T*(RY) and the spin (or atomic)
coherent states are labelled by the sphere S%. So it is natural to study the
semi-classical limit of the propagator with the phase space T*(R%) x S2. In
particular we can reformulate the propagation for coherent states @, ® ¥y
labelled by (z,n) € R?? x S? where ¢, is a Schrodinger coherent state and

,(ﬂs ) — 1y, 1S a spin coherent state.
Let us recall our notations.

e Heisenberg translations in L?(R%):

~ 1 . .
T'(z) = exp <ﬁp-x—q-p>

where z = (¢,p) € R? x R%, # is mutiplication by z and p = 2V,.
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e Schrodinger coherent states:

b
0, = T(z)goo, wo(x) = (Wh)_d/4 exp <%>

e SU(2) and the sphere S%: let

n = (sinf cos p,sinfsinp,cosd), 0 <O <7, 0 <@ < 2m;

To any n € S? we associate the transformation in SU(2),
0, .
g = gn = exp (25((Sln p)o1 — (cos w)m)) (1.4)

e irreducible representations and spin coherent states: let s be an half
integer and D* the irreducible representation in the Hilbert space
Hos11 of dimension 2s+ 1. Ton € S? is associated the spin coherent
states

Yn = Ds(gn)¢0,

where 1) is a unit eigenvector of S3 in Hosi1 with minimal eigenvalue
—s.

Let us consider uncorrelated initial states V., n, = ¢, ® w,(fo) , where

¢z, 1s a Schrodinger (orbital) coherent state and Q,Z)SO) a spin coherent state.
When the spin number s is fixed we have the following result proved in [2]
and revisited in [3].

Theorem 1.1. [2] For the initial state U, ) = @10 @ w,(fo) we have

U(t, 1)Uz ny = e SEOIF0 ST @ 48 4 O(VR) (1.5)

where zy — z(t) is the classical flow for the Hamiltonian for Hy(t), S(t,to)
is the classical action, the covariance matriz T'(t) is computed from the dy-
namics generated by the linearized flow of Hy(t) and «(t) is a real phase
computed from the spin motion n(t) which satisfies the Landau-Lifshitz [7]
equation

om(t) = €(t, z(t)) An(t). (1.6)

Remark 1.2. In Theorem[I1] the motion of the spin depends on the motion
along the orbit but the orbit motion is independent of the spin.

Remark 1.3. Theorem [11l is a particular case of propagation of coherent
states for systems with a subprincipal term of order h and a principal term
Hy(t) (here scalar) without crossing eigenvalues. Moreover one can get a
complete asymptotic expansion in power of \h mod O(h*>).

For smooth crossings some non-adiabatic results are proved in [{]].

this construction follows from the computation of the isotropy subgroups of the SU(2)
action: we get roughly SU(2)/ISO ~ S? (see [3] for details).



The first new result in this paper is a generalization of Theorem [T for
s — +oo and A N\, 0 such that sh’ = ¢ where 0 < § < 1 and ¢ > 0 are
constants. Let us denote k := hs which is here a small positive parameter
for o < 1.
Theorem 1.4. Let us assume that 0 < 6 < 1. For the initial state U, n, =
Dap @ 1/1,%53, the solution of (1)) for the Hamiltonian ([L2)) satisfies:

U(t, t0) Uy g = o S)+isa(t) %05((;)) ® ¢1(15()t) +OWh+ k), (1.7)

where the dynamics of the coherent states satisfies the following system of
equations:
G = 9pHo(t,q,p) + KOp&(t, q,p) - n(?)
p=—04Ho(t,q,p) — k9,€(t,q,p) - n(t) (1.8)
n(t) = €(t,q,p) An(t).
Moreover S(t) is the action along the trajectory z(t) and a(t) is the action
along the trajectory n(t) of the classical spin, in the time interval [to,t].

Let be (2, nf) the flow satisfying (L.8)) with 2§ = 20, n§ = no.
Corollary 1.5. Let be 1/2 > ¢ > 0 small. Then we have

o if s < ch Y/2t¢ then the Theorem [1.7) is valid by taking k = 0 in (L),
with the error term O(h®). So in this case the quantum orbital follows
the classical trajectory for Hy(t) at the leading order in h.

o Ifs~ ch Y275 then the quantum orbital motion depends on the spin
motion: in general we cannot take k =0 in ([L8]). If Vx€(tg, z0) # 0

the orbital Gaussian gog((f)) follows the new trajectory z; and not zf.
Moreover there exist T > 0, ¢ > 0, such that

|2t — 20 > e|t — to|RY27E, for |t —to] < T (1.9)
(see Lemma [A])

Remark 1.6. Notice that the coherent state - (z) is localized in any disc
{IX -2 < chl/%s}, ¢ > 0,e >0, in the phase space R*. More precisely its
Wigner function W,r(X) satisfies for some p >0, C >0,

Wer (X)] < (wh) e X P,
And its Husimi function H v (X) satisfies, for some C' >0 and p' > 0,
0 < Hr(X) < O de X1,

(for more properties of the Husimi functions see [3], section 2.5).
Hence from (L) we get that H@F(t) (X) is O(h™) in a neighborhood of size
z(t)

pl/2—c/2 of 20 for0 <t; <t<t+rT.



Let us consider now the case k > 0 fixed and i N\, 0. We shall see that
Theorem [[L4] cannot be satisfied in general. In particular for the Dicke model
considered by Hepp-Lieb (for & = 1) [B] (See also [11] for a recent review).

Hpie = hweala + w3 Ss + \/%(aT +a)d,
In quantum optics this model describes the interaction between light and
matter where the light (photons) is a field operator. Here we consider a toy
model with an quantum harmonic oscillator for photons and N atoms of
matter being in two spin levels.
we > 0, w3 >0, N =2s+ 1 is the dimension of the spin states space, A > 0

a coupling constant, a = ﬁ(:ﬂ + hd,), al = ﬁ(:ﬂ — hdy) are the usual

creation and annihilation operators (satisfying [a,al] = 1) and 5}- = hS;.
Here the Fock space is simply L?(R).

A more explicite expression for Hp;. considered here is the following

2\ 4
xSy. 1.10
~T (1.10)
With this elementary model we get a contradiction with Theorem 4.7 of [2].
In the regime i~ s~!, s 7 co the orbital trajectory blows up into a mixed
state for t > 0 (”decoherence of the orbital state”).

A w ~
Hpie = 7%—71205 + 2%) + w3 Sz +

Remark 1.7. Why to consider large spin quantum systems?
Notice that for N atoms of spin 1/2 the spin Hilbert space should be of dimen-
sion 2NV corresponding to the tensor product @NDY2 where DY? is the rep-
resentation of degree 2 of SU(2) for the spin 1/2. Using the Clebsch-Gordon
formula we see that the representation @NDY? contains the irreducible rep-
resentation DN/2 of SU(2) of maximal degree N + 1 corresponding to an
effective spin s = % So that in this settting the large spin limit is also the
large number of atoms limit (thermodynamic limit).

Theorem 1.8. Let be 0 < k = his, U(0) = ¢, (x)tn, and ¥(t) = ef%gDiC\IJ(O)
with W(0) = ¢z @ Png-
Then there exists co > 0 such that for any 0 < p < 1/2 and h 0, we have

tr[trH2s+1H\Il(t)]2 < (1 + COKt2)71/2 + O(hﬂ)’ (1'11)

where Iy is the projection on the pure state ¥ € L?(R) ® Has i1, 194, Ho
is the partial trace of Iy in Hasy1 and the last trace in (6.7) is computed
for operators in the Hilbert space L?(R,C).

Remark 1.9. The previous result shows that for a spin s of order h™! the
orbital evolution is transformed into a mized state as the spin interaction is



switched on and h is small enough.

For a density matriz p, P[p] := tr[p?] is called the purity of the density
matriz p. Here it is applied for ps(t) := try,, Iy This is related with
the von-Neumann entropy which is defined as Syn[p] = —tr[plogp]. So we
have easily Syn|[p] > 1 — P[p]. For a pure state Syn[p] =0 and P[p] = 1.
Then from (61) we get that the density matriz try,, Iy has a positive
von Neumann entropy fort > 0 and h > 0 small enough.

In the analysis of the Dicke model one consider that the orbital part is an
open sub-system of the closed total system (orbital+spin). For other open
systems and time evolution of coherent states (like the ”Schrédinger cat”)
we refer to [3], Chapter 13 for more details.

2 Preliminaries

2.1 Reduction to the interaction propagator

It is convenient to annihilate the scalar part Hy(X) by considering the inter-
action representation for the propagator U(t,ty) of the Hamiltonian H(t).
Hence we have U(t,to) = Uo(t —to)V(t, to), where Up(t —to) = e~ o and
the propagator V(t,ty) must satisfy

ROV (t,tg) = (€1 (t) - S)V(L, o).

For 1 < k < 3 the Weyl symbols € (¢, X) is computed by the Egorov
Theorem. In particular its principal term is given by

Q:Lk(t,X) = Q:k(t, @g_to (X))

So for simplicity, in what follows we shall assume that Hy = 0 and consider
the simpler interaction spin-orbit Hamiltonian Hin(t) = h&(t) - S.
For the Dicke model Hj is the harmonic oscillator so we have:

®L(z,€) = (cos(wet)x(0) + sinwt£(0), — sin(wet)(0) + cos(wet)E(0),

hence Hin(t,x, &) = (cos(wet)x + sin(wt)€) St + hwsSs.

2.2 A realization of spin-s representation

Because our aim is to perform explicit computations for the spin side we
choose to work with a concrete representation (see for example [3], chap.7).
We assume here that V) = Hos+1, the complex linear space of homogenous
polynomials of degree 2s in two variables (21, z2) € C2. Hos+1 is an Hermi-
tian space for the scalar product defined such that the monomials (named
Dicke states):

s+m _s—m
(s) _ )

" /s m)(s—m)
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where —s < m <'s and m is an integer or half an integer according s is.
In Hos the spin operators are realized as

1
53 = 3 (zlazl - 22622)7 S+ - 216227 S— - 22821

2
Sy + S Sy =S
2 - 2

S = ——5— % (2.1)

with the commutation relations of the Lie algebra su(2) of the group SU(2):
[S3,54] = £54.

(0%

Recall that g € SU(2) if g = (5 _OCB>, a,BE€C, |a*+ |8 =1.
Spin coherent states are defined by the action of SU(2) on the Dicke state of

minimal weight: .@SSS)

states we choose a family of transformations in SU(2) indices by the sphere
S2. This is obtained by computing the isotropy subgroup ISO of the SU(2)

2), a = eiw,z/} € R. Then we get

. As known, to get a good parametrization of coherent

action: g € ISO if and only if g = (CS

that the space of orbits SU(2)\ISO can be identified with the sphere S? (for
details see for example [3]).
Let us denote

n = (sinfcos p,sinfsinp,cosh), 0 <0 <m, 0 < p < 2m;
To any n € S? we associate the transformation in SU(2),
0.
g = gn = €Xp z§(sm Yo — COS po9) (2.2)
where 01, o9 are the Pauli matrices which satisfy the commutation relations
[0k, 01] = 2i€k 0.m0m (2.3)

For s = 1 we have S, = %. So if g — D)y is the representation of SU(2)

in Hosy1 we have
DB g, = exp (g(ews - e_i‘pS+)> (2.4)

Definition 2.1. The coherent states of SU(2) are defined in the represen-
tation space Host1 as follows:

In) = D%(gn) 2" = v (2.5)



It is some time convenient to consider a complex parametrization of the
sphere S? using the stereographic projection n + 7, on the complex plane
and an identification of the coherent states |n) with the state [n) = 1,
defined as follows:

) = (L+ ")~ exp(nSy)ls, —s),
More precisely we denote |n) = [n) with the following correspondence:
n = (sinf cos p,sinfsin p,cos ), n = —tan 567@‘0

The geometrical interpretation is that —# is the stereographic projection of
n.
Recall the following expression of gy,

[% i 0 —ip

coss  —singe

Gn =1\ . ¢ 2i 29 (2.6)
sin e'¥ cos 5

For further investigations we shall need two results:

1) compute the derivative of ¢ = T(gp,) for a C' path on S2.
2) compute the adjoint action of T'(gn) on Sk, 1 < k < 3.
From (2.4]) we get

0,T(gn) = %T(gn) (sinf(e S +€¥S_) + (1 —cos6)S3) (2.7)
i00T(9) = 3T(g)(€PS- —e 7S (2.8)
Lemma 2.2. Let be a C* path on S?: t+— (04, ;). Then we have

T (gn) = T (gn) (sinf(e " S; + e S_) + (1 — cos 0)S3) ¢
+3T(gn) (€°S_ — e S,) 0. (2.9)
To compute 9, ¢ we use the Riemann model for S?. Let be —7 € C the

stereographic projection of n on the equatorial plane, from the south pole
ng,. The coordinates of n are given by

N+ n—1 1—|nf
ny = — , Mg = —————. N3 = )
1+ [n|? i(1+ nl?) L+ |nf?
So we have
AP L= . 217
n = —tan <—> e ¥, cosf = ,sinfe¥ = ———., (2.10)
2 1+ [n|? 1+ |n|?

Then we get easily

i) + i(ﬁ ﬁ)
S U/ ——— U 2.11
e Y2 \n  n (2.11)



Lemma 2.3. )
=101 (gn,) = 1T (gn,) (A0 + B¢)

with

L o > (00
(A6 + Bp) = ———— (35, —75_) + o1,
L2t " U
Proof. Standard computations. [J
Let us denote Si(n) = D*(gn)*SkD*(gn), k =+, —,3 or k =1,2,3.
In the following Lemma similar results are stated in [6], section 2.6, and
proved by a different method.

Lemma 2.4. If (0,¢) are the coordinates of n on S?, we have,

(2.12)

i —ip
S3(0,¢) = COS@.Sg—Sin9<e 57+2e s+>

. 1 1 .
S.(6,0) = c¥sind.Sy+ COSH; Si+ COSHQ eXPS_ (2.13)
A 1 -1 ..
S_(6,9) = e “sind.S5+ %5, + %e—%%@ (2.14)

S1(0,¢) = (% + % cos 2¢) S1 + % sin 2¢ S
+ cos psinf Ss
(2.15)

S5(0, ) = 9= 5in 208 + (LfH — sl oo520) S,
+ sin 0 sin p.Ss. (2.16)

Proof. We write D*(gn) = esl where L = ¢i#S_ — e %S, . Let be S one
of the spin operator, we have

1
8«95(07 (P) = 56_%L[Sa L]G%L

and the commutation relations

[L’ 53] = einJr + e_i“05+, [L’ S*] = —26_“053’ [L, SJr] = —QGW)SB.
So we find
1, . .
0pS3(0,) = —5(6“"57(9,90) +e7 S, (0, 9)) (2.17)
3954-(0790) - eiipSQ,(H’(p) (218)
0S-(0,9) = <530, ). (2.19)



hence
9253(0,9) = —S3(0, ). (2.20)

Solving the differential equation (2.20)) we get (2.12)). O
Now we come to the spin-coherent states. Le be ng the north pole on

S? corresponding to the Dicke state .@SSS) = ¥n,. The following Lemma is
basic for our next computations.

Lemma 2.5. For any n € S? we have
s
Sthn = —snihy + \/;V(n)wl,n

where 1y n = D (gn).@l(i)s and v(n) = (v1,v2,v3) € C3 is defined as

cos@+1 cosf—1

vi(n) = SR e 2 (2.21)
0+1 0—1

va(n) = COS%JF _COS% o2 (2.22)

v3(n) = —sinfe ¥ (2.23)

In particular we have n - v(n) = 0.

Proof. The formulas are proved from elementary computations using
Lemma [2Z4] and that S3¢n, = —St¥ng, S+¥n, = V2591 ng, S—¥n, = 0. In
particular we recover here a well known property of the spin coherent states:

n- Sty = —sihy.

O

Remark 2.6. In Lemma the formulas have only two terms, a leading
term of order s and a second term of order \/s. In Lemma 4.5 of [2] the
authors claims that the expansion is an asymptotic power serie in s~*. This
contradicts our computations.

It is also convenient to write down the evolution of the spin matrices on
the Riemann sphere, denoting Si(n) = Si(n) where n € C is the complex
coordinate of n € S%.

Lemma 2.7.

1 —|n|? nSy +0S-

Sa(n) = §g 4 P2+ T
— 2
] 1 n
S = -2 S S, —— S
+() T+ e T T e~ TP
n 1 T
S_ = -2 S S —— 5.
) e T TS T T
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2.3 The classical spin space

Let us recall that the sphere S? has a natural symplectic form:
on(u,v) = (uAv)-n = det(u,v,n), where n € S?, u,v € T, (S?).
Let be H : R?> — R a smooth function. Its resriction to S? defined an
Hamiltonian vector field Xy on S§? satisfying dH(Y) = on(Y, Xpg), VY €
Ta(S?). So we get the Hamilton equation (named in this context the Landau
equation):

n=VHAn.

In complex coordinates (2.I0) the covariant symbol H.(t,n,7) = (1, ]:I(t)i/)n>
of the Hamiltonian H(t) = h&(t) - S, becomes

He(t,n,n) = (14 [n*) " (€s(t)(1 = [nf*) — (€_(t) — 7+ €_(t) + 1))

where €L = € + i€y. Recall that the symplectic form on the Riemann
sphere C is 0. = 2i(1 + |n|*)2dn A dij. So the Hamilton equation in C

becomes

. (L+p)? _

This is the Landau-Lifschitz equation (L) in complex coordinates.
Following [10] the symplectic two form satisfies df. = o, where the one-form
is 0, = i1 (0;Kdij — 0,Kdn) and K(n,7) = 2log(1 + n7) is the Kihler
potential for C.

In particular the action I' for H, is the one form in @,7 x Ry satisfying

dl'. = 0. — H.dt. So, along an Hamiltonian path in time interval [0, 7], the
action is given by (see Appendix):

o T %(Wtﬁt) _
YT) = /0 <m - Hc("?taﬁt)) dt (2.25)

In the same Appendix it is proved that a(t) = 7(t) where «a(t) is the
phase given in Theorem [[.4l

2.4 The Schrodinger coherent states

We shall use some well known formulas concerning the Heisenberg transla-
tions operators 7T'(z) and coherent states.

Lemma 2.8. Le bet — z; = (q;,pt) a C' path in the phase space R2e. Then
we have

o A 1 : . .
ihoyT (z) = T(z) <§a(zt, Z) 4Gt - hVg — p - x> . (2.26)

Lemma 2.9. [3, chap.2] Assume that A a sub-polynomial symbol. Then for
every N > 1, we have

N Y
dp. = Y W32 g o), (227

11



the estimate of the remainder is uniform in L?(R™) for z in every bounded
set of the phase space and

U, . = T(2)AnOpy (27)g. (2.28)

where g(z) = rn/de=lel?/2, Op{’(2Y) is the 1-Weyl quantization of the
monomial :

(2,6 = 276", v = (v/,7") e N, In particular Op¥(27)g = P,g where
P, is a polynomial of the same parity as |7y|.

3 The Schrodinger equation for the spin-orbit in-
teraction

Recall our reduced Hamiltonian H(t) = he(t) - S and the Schrodinger equa-
tion
(310, — ()W (1) = 0, W(0) = gy © . (3.1)

Let us consider the following ansatz

I
Wapp(t) = ei? z((1;t ¢n(t

such that for #°s = x > 0 and some p > 0 we have:
(ihdy — H(t))Wapp(t) = O(K'TH) for h— 0 (3.2)
hence from Duhamel formula we should have

() = Wapp (8) | = O(1).

If €(t) depends only on time ¢ then the ansatz ([3.2]) gives an exact solution
for some ~(t), n; [2].

Proposition 3.1. Let us assume that H(t) = h¢(t) - S, where €(t) depends
only on time. Then the ansatz B.2) is exact for any s. More explicitly we
have

Wapp(t) = e Pzo ® wn(t (3.3)

The classical spin motion n(t) follows the Landau-Lifshitz equation
and the phase «a(t) is the classical spin action computed in (Z25]).

Proof. This is well known (see a proof in Appendix [B]).

12



4 The regimes=ch™®, 0<6 <1

In this section we give a proof of Theorem[[L4l We have two small parameters
hand k= sh = ch!~°.

In this regime we shall prove that the formula (L3 is still valid with the
error estimate O(Vh + k).

Let us consider the ansatz

i iso r S
W (1) = enstio)tisa® T o S (4.1)

As for the scalar Schrédinger equation (see [3], Chap. 4) we shall compute
a path t — (2(¢),n(t)), a covariance matrix I'(¢) and phases S(t, o), a(t, to)
such that (LH) is satisfied.

It is enough to prove the result for the interaction propagator V(t,ty) such
that the orbital Hamiltonian H(t) is absent. The full result is obtained by
applying the scalar propagator of the orbital motion.

It is enough to prove, for the norm in L?(R%, Haer1), we have

O (t) = H(t)WH(t) + O(W(Vh + K)).

By standard computations we get asymptotic expansions in h for each term
ihdy Uk (t) and H(t)¥#(t) mod an error O(A(vh + k)).

Recall the notations

ol = T(2)Angh, go(x) = ()" epe’<=1=> Apf(x) = i ¥*f(x/Vh) and
Yn = T(gn)¥n,- (4.2)

Using (2.26)), (2.2]), Lemma 2.3] Lemma [2.9] and Taylor formula around z
at the order 3, the Schrodinger equation for the ansatz (8.2)) is transformed
as follows.

(%U(Zt’ Zt) - ats(t) - ShOé(t) + \/ﬁ(qt “Vy — pt : X)) go ® T;Z)no+ (43)
90 ® (A0 + B,

= 7 (€t 20) + VAV XC(t, 2)0pY (X) ) go @ hSk(ny)thn, + O(h(VE + k),
1<k<3

But we have

(4t - Vo — Dt - x)g0 = (i¢ — P) - £go, and OpY(a- X)go = (a+1if) - xgo

where a- X = a-x+ - £ From Lemma 2.3 we have

Af + By) = VM Ving + si’m’2 <ﬁ — ﬁ) Y (4.4)
Lm0 1 2 \ e @) ™
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From Lemma [2.7] we have also

S3(Mn, = :nlg Un + \/—1 + n |2¢1 ng>
S+(77)1/}n0 = 1 T ‘ ’21/1110 + \/_1 + ’ ‘2 ¥1,n
5—(77)%0 = 1+‘ ’21/1110 _\/_l—i-’ ‘leno

Now we get the equations to compute the ansatz by identifying the co-
efficients of (A, k) in ([£3]). Easy computations give the following results.

e Projection on gy ® n,: the coefficient of A gives the classical action
S(t,tp) and the coefficient of k gives the spin action «(t). In particular.
we get

Oé(t) = % - Hc(ntaf/t)a (45)

where He(n, 1) = (1, €(t) - Siy).

e Projection on xgo®1ny, determines the Hamilton equation for the orbit
Zt.

e projection on xgy ® Y1 n, determines the Landau-Lifshitz equation for
n(t).

Notice that for the interaction dynamics the covariant matrix I' is con-
stant, it depends only on the orbital dynamics for Hy(¢) not in the interaction
with the spin, contrary to the orbital motion when x > /.

Using the same method as in the scalar case considered in [3], Chapter 4 we
can complete the proof of Theorem [[.4

5 The regime hs = k=constant

The ansatz is very natural when considering the classical analogue of
BI). We assume fis = k > 0 and we keep £ as our semi-classical parameter.
1

For simplicity assume that xk = 3.

The symbol of ]:I(t) = @(t) .S, is H(t,q,p;n) = —k€(t,q,p) - n, defined on
T*(R) x S?, (recall that the covariant symbol of S is —sn, see [3], prop. 90)
we get the classical system of equations

q = _1/26p€(t7 qap) 'n
p = 1/28qe:(t7 Q7p) 'n
n = C(tq,p) An. (5.1)

When €(t) depends only on time there is no orbit interaction with the spin
and using section we can compute the phase a(t) such that ([B.2]) is the

14



exact solution of (B1)). O

But in the following computations we shall see that [B.2) is not possible if

Vx€(t,X) #0.

For simplicity we assume here that for 1 < k < 3, €(¢) is a linear form on
R4, € (t, X) = ap(t) - X = ag(t) - o + Br(t) - &, X = ().

Let us revisit the computations of Section @ in the particular case. Denote
Cp=C £iC,.

Let us denote (0)7 and (0)g the coefficient of A on left and right side of
#3). In the same way we introduce (1/2)r, g and (1), g. for the coefficients
of A'/2 and h'. Just compute to get

1 . . 1 !m!z <77t 77t>
0 ==0(z,%) —At) —=——— [ 2 - L 5.2
( )L 2 ( t t) r}/( ) 21+ |77t|2 n e ( )
1— || 7 Uk
O)p=——""Cs(t,z) — ———=C_(t,z) — ———=C, (t, 2
Or = —Tpp&ta) ~ et ) — e (ha)

The equation (0);, = (0)g determine () when z;, 7 are known.
In the linear case consider here Vx(¢) is independent on X. So we have:

(1/2), = (—ig—p)xgo ® Yn, — #Wgo ® Y1,ng

WD = - (%mgw FiBs) - — T (o (8) + 84 (1)
L+ |me|? 14 |2 - *
ur

a0+ 18-(0)) o0 0

1

+ <¢3(75)L Qf(t)m

+
14 [me]?
)

Un
1+ [me]?

We denote €(t) := €(t,2;). From the equation (1/2);, = (1/2)g, using that
the states xgo ® Y9 and gg ® 11 n, are orthogonal in Has, we obtain a system
of coupled equations which determines a trajectory (z,7;) in R?? x S2. In
particular we get again for n; the Landau equation (B.4]) for €(¢, z¢) but here
the time dependent equation for z; depends on ny.

Now let us consider (1)r, r. First we have (1);, = 0. Let us compute (1)r
which is a term supported by the the mod zgy ® 1 n,-

— ¢, (1) ) 90 @ Y1.ng (5.3)

Mr = —(#W(as(t)ﬂﬁs(t)H (et () +iB1 (1))

_
L+ [ne?
W(Q_ (t) + ’Lﬂ_ (t))) - Xgo ® Tbl,no.

Then we get that (1) # 0 if Vx€(t) # 0.
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Remark 5.1. The section 4.2 of [2] use in a fondamental way their Lemma
4.5 concerning the action of the spin operators on spin coherent states. But
the conclusion of this Lemma is false as we have shown in ([L0). In particu-
lar the \/s term in our Lemma[23 is at the origin of the wrong ansatz ([3.2])
in the regime hs = k.

6 More on the Dicke model

6.1 Preliminary computations and reductions
A simpler form of the interaction Hamiltonian for the Dicke model is
Hping(t) = ((cos t)x + (sint)hD,)hSy. (6.1)

More generally consider the Hamiltonian H(t) = («(t)z+ B(t)D,))A, where
A is a bounded Hermitian operator in the Hilbert space H. Let be U(t) the
propagator for the Schrodinger equation with initial data at ¢t = 0.

0y (t) = H(t)W(t)
Then we have the following lemma related with Campbell-Hausdorff formula.

Lemma 6.1. There exist two scalar functions c(t) and é(t) such that

U(t) = e 3DA% = bODs A g—ia(t)aA (6.2)
where c(t fo T)dT, a(t fo T)dr, b(t fo T)dr, and
Ut) = e—%5(t)A2e—i(b(t)Dx+a(t)x)A (6.3)

where ¢é(t) = c(t) — a(t)b(t).

Proof. Let us first remark that ([6.3]) is a direct consequence of the Campbell-
Hausdorff formula. So it is enough to prove [2). Let V (t) = e~ (H)PeAg—ia(t)zA,
By a direct computation and a commutation we get that that

0,V (t) = (a(t)z A+ b(t) D)V (t) + a(t)b(t) A%
So we get ([G2) with ¢(t) = «(t)b(t). Now from the Campbell-Hausdorff
formula, we get ([G3]) with é(t) = c(t) — a(t)b(t). O

a.

Let us assume that ¥(0,2) = @,,(z)1yn,, the product of a Schrédinger
coherent state and a spin coherent state. Let us assume first that § = 0.
Then the time evolution is given by W(t,x) = ¢, (x)e " **S1y  We have
seen (Proposition B]) that

e_ia(t)x51 T;Z)no = eisﬂ/(t’gﬁ)wn(t,x)'
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The classical spin n(t, z) is given here by

ni(t,z) = mnp1 = cosby,
no(t,z) = sinfycos((t,x)),
ns(t,z) = sinfysin(6(t,x)),

where 0(t,z) = 6y — a(t)z. The phase «(t,x) is given by

Gt z) = at)x ( n(t, ) ‘H??‘Q no(t, ) ) (6.4)

S L \ T+ ng(te) T 14 gt z)
with y(tg,z) = 0 and |n|?> = (11_:7”7;?’)2 So we have the formula

\Il(tv 1’) = Pz (x)eiSW(t,x)wn(t,m) :

If s is frozen (h-independent ) we can use the Taylor formula and we get
[9(2) = 02004 o) | L22210) = O(VR)

which is a compatible with the ansatz [8.2)) for p = 1/2.
For sh = k > 0 we also consider Taylor expansion.

(z — q0)°

2 4 0z - o)

Y(t, @) = (t, qo) + ¥ (t, qo)(z — qo) + 27(t, qo)

Hence

(z—

P20 (x)eis'y(t,x) = Pz (x)eis(’Y(t’qO)+8xﬂ/(t’qo)($_q0)+agﬂ/(t’qo) 30)2) + O(:‘f\/ﬁ)

in this formula we see that the spin motion add a momentum to the orbit
motion (the linear term in (x — gg) and a quadratic contribution to the
Gaussian.

But the Taylor argument to eliminate the z-dependence does not work for
the spin part 1y 1)

The reason is the following. From explicit formulas [3], we know that

[n—m|?

|<7;Z)na¢m>| = GSIOg(l_ 4 )’ (6'5)

hence we have y
_ [n—m]|
[ton = m® = 2(1 =T )
With the localization by ¢, for x in a neighborhood of gy we have |n(t, x) —
n(t,qop)| of order h. Assume that 0 < 6y < 7/2 and f = 1. Then there exist

c1 >, co > 0 such that for t > 0 we have

— 2|y 2
”wn(tx) - wn(t,qO)H2 >ci(l—e c2st?|x—qpo| ).
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Using that s = 7, we get with c3 > 0, for ¢y > 0 small enough,

H‘pzo (x)(wn(t,qo) - wn(t,aﬁ))H%2(Rx7H25+1) > Cglﬁ?tQ, A7 6]0, to].

This shows that the classical spin n(¢,z) has to depend not only on the
orbit but also on the position x on the orbit which is not compatible with
the ansatz ([B.2)).

Another and more accurate way to understand the last computations is
related with an entanglement-decoherence phenomenon for the time evolu-
tion of the initial state ¥(0) = ¢, ® 1ny, when the interaction with a large
spin system is switched on.

We shall see that for ¢ € [0,%p],x > 0 and s = %, then V(¢,2) is an entan-
gled state which means that it is not possible to have a decomposition like
(1) = p(t) @ (1) with p(t) € L2(R) and (1) € Hae1.

We use the partial traces in the Hilbert space L*(R, C)®@Hasi1 = L*(R, Hast1)-
Recall that in a tensor product of Hilbert spaces H = H1 ® Hs, for a trace
class operator A in H, the partial trace of A on Hs is the unique trace class
operator in H1, denoted try, (A), such that the following Fubini identity is
satisfied for any bounded operator B on H1,

tryy, (trHQ (A)B) = tr’H(A(B ® HHQ))'

We shall use the following invariance property: if Uy are invertible operators
in Hg, and U = U; ® Us, then we have

trag, (UTAU) = U Mry, (A)U;.

Notice that if He = C then we have H; = H; ® C and trc(A4) = A.
Let U = ®1y € Hi1 ®Hso. and denote by Iy the orthogonal projector on
V. Then we have try, Iy = IIy, .
Physical interpretation: if A is a density matrix in H (non negative operator
with trace 1) then try,(A) is also a density matrix in H; which represents
the state of the sub-system H;.
Suppose that the total system satisfies a Schrodinger equation with an initial
state Wy = 11 ® 99 (pure state in H). For time ¢ > 0 the density matrix
Iy ) of the total system is pure but the density matrix try, (Iy()) of the
subsystem in 7; is not necessary a pure state because it is not isolated
(decoherence ). When the rank of try, (TIly () is > 2 the sub-system (1) can
occupy at least two orthogonal pure states with probabilities in ]0, 1], like
for the Schrodinger cat.

Let be U € L?(R,C) ® Hasy1) ~ L?(R,Has11). A simple computation
gives

03, () f / F@) (), U () ndy, VF € LA(R).
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In the same way we have also

trromyu = /(W(m),u)HQSH\I’(x)dx, Vu € Hosy1.
R

The orbital density matrix po(t) := try,,,, (Ily()) has the integral kernel
K(t,z,y) = S0 (¢ 2. y) where

K(t, xz, y) = Pz (x)SDZt (y) <7;Z)n(t,:v) s ¢n(t,y) >H2s+1 : (6'6)

So we have

tr(po(t)) = [ | ta.y)Pdady,
Recall that H(t) = a(t)xS;.

Lemma 6.2. There exists co > 0 such that for any 0 < p < 1/2 we have
VR €y Pdody < 1+ cont?) 2 + 0() (6.7)
R2

Notice that K (t) is a non negative operator of trace 1. So let be Aj(t)
the eigenvalues of po(t) (in decreasing order with multiplicities). So if ¢ > 0,
k > 0 and A small enough, we get from the Lemma that

DNH <Y N =1
j j

hence K (t) has at least two eigenvalues < 1 when the spin interaction is
switched on (recall that K (0) is the projector on a pure state).
Proof of Lemma

We use (6.5]) to compute the Schwartz kernel (6.6) and Lemma [6.3]
So we get for any p > 0,

/ ‘R(t,x,y)‘zdxdy S (ﬂ_h)—l / e—%(u2+v2+61ﬁt2(u—y)2)dudv
R2 {

u?4v2<ro}

Then a direct computation gives the estimate:
/ K (t,x,y)|*dzdy < (14 2c16t2) 72 + O(RM)
RQ

O

Let us now consider the full interaction Hamiltonian for the Dicke model:
Hpint(t) = ((cost)z+(sint)hD,)hS,. By a symplectic transform this Hamil-
tonian is conjugate to the previous one. So Lemma is also true in this
case.
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6.2 Proof of Theorem [L.8]

Strategy:

1) Reduce to the interaction picture with the propagator V(t,y):

Denote Wy(t) = V(t,t0)Wo. Then we have Iy = U (t —to)Ily, ,Uo(to — 1)
Hence we have

tr?—lzs.HH\I/(t) = UO(t — to)try25+lﬂ\pl(t)uO(t0 — t)

But Uy(t — tp) is a unitary operator in L?(R,C) so it is enough to prove the
result for Wy (t).
2) Proof of the result if wg =0
Let us consider the time dependent Hamiltonian H (t) = («(t)z+8(t)D,))S1.
Using (63]), to compute partial trace on Hast1 it is enough the consider the
propagator:

W(t) — efi(b(t)thJra(t)m)Sl

Finally by a symplectic rotation R(t) we get a metaplectic transformation
R(t) in L?(R,C) such that

ROW (H)R*(t) = e¥B51 .= W (¢).

We have already proved above the decoherence for the evolution of the initial

state W(0,x) = @z, (z)1n, by W(t). So the proof for ws = 0 is achieved.
3) The case ws # 0.
Now the interaction is computed from the decoupled Hamiltonian

Ko = Hy + hwsS3. So we have U(t) = Uy(t)V(t), where Up(t) = e~ 150 and
the propagator V(t) must satisfy

AV (t) = Kr(t)V(t), V(0) =1,
where
Ki(t) = (a(t)x + B(t)hDy) (COS(wgt)Sl + sin(wgt)gg) .

Like in the case w3 = 0, to compute the partial trace it is enough to consider
the case (t) = 0. Hence we can conclude, like for ws = 0, using Proposition
B (&3) and the following Lemma

Lemma 6.3. Let us consider the Landau equation depending on the param-
eter x € R,
om(t) = €(t,x) An(t).

Assume that €3 = 0, Vo€ (t,x0) # 0 and n3(0) # 0. Then there exists
co >0, tg >0, rg > 0 such that

n(t,z) —n(t,y)| > cot|lx —yl|, if |rxog—y|+|ro—2| < 10,0 <t <t (6.8)
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Proof. From the Landau-Lifshitz equation we get |0s0,na(s,u)| > ¢; > 0
from s and u — xg small enough. Then (G.8]) follows. O

Remark 6.4. It seems possible that these results coud be extended to more
general spin-orbit interaction like €157 such that Vx€(X) # 0 (principal
type condition) by constructing a unitary Fourier-integral operator U such

that UC,U* =~ 2.

A Classical perturbations of Hamiltonians

Our aim here is to analyze the consequence on the trajectories of the pertur-
bation of order x in (L8] for the critical regime s ~ h~1/2. More generally
let us consider times dependent smooth vector fields in R™, F(t, X), G(t, X)
and the differential equations

Y(t)=F(t,Y(t), X(t) = F(t,X(t)) + kG(t, X (t)), X(0=Y(0) = X.
Lemma A.1. There exists tg > 0, k9 > 0 such that for we have
|X(t) — Y (t)|| = wt|G(0, Xo)|| + O(kt?), for 0 <t < t9,0 < K < Ko.
In particular if G(0, Xo) # 0 we have, for ca > 0,
|X(t) =Y (t)] > cort, for 0 <t < to.

Proof. The following argument is standard to compare solutions of differen-
tial equations.
In a first step, we get for some ¢; > 0, tg > 0, that we have

I X () =Y (t)]| < ek, for 0<t<tp.

Then we use the variation equation with the linearized equation around Y ()
to get

X(t)-Y(t) = Ii/ot R(s,t)G(s,Y (s))ds + O(k*t?).

So we get the Lemma with ¢y > 0 small enough. O

B Proof of Proposition B3.1]

Here we can assume h = 1.
We are using complex coordinates on the sphere for the Hamiltonian (Section

2.3):
He(n,7) = (1+ [n*) (& (1 = [nf*) = (€71 + €m))
Recall that n = % for n = (n1,nz,ng) (7(0,0,—1) = o)
Let us compute the time derivative of the ansatz ([8.3]), like in Section [
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The classical dynamics of the spin is given by (2.24]).
By a straightforward computation we get the spin phase a:

_ [ _Stm) N g
o) = [ (s = Helnan) ) dr =0
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