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Global structure and geodesics
for Koenigs superintegrable systems
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Abstract

Starting from the framework defined by Matveev and Shevchishin we derive the
local and the global structure for the four types of super-integrable Koenigs metrics.
These dynamical systems are always defined on non-compact manifolds, namely
R? and H2. The study of their geodesic flows is made easier using their linear and
quadratic integrals. Using Carter (or minimal) quantization we show that the formal
superintegrability is preserved at the quantum level and in two cases, for which all
of the geodesics are closed, it is even possible to compute the discrete spectrum of
the quantum hamiltonian.
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Introduction

In their quest for superintegrable systems defined on closed (compact without boundary)
manifolds, Matveev and Shevchishin [14] have given a complete classification of all (local)
Riemannian metrics on surfaces of revolution, namely

B dz? + dy?

dh
G = CE =

h=h(x),  he=-—", (1)

which have a superintegrable geodesic flow (whose Hamiltonian will henceforth be denoted
by H), with integrals L = P, and @ respectively linear and cubic in momenta, opening
the way to the new field of cubically superintegrable models. Let us first recall their main
results.

They proved that if the metric G is not of constant curvature, then Z3(G), the linear
span of the cubic integrals, has dimension 4 with a natural basis P;,Py H. Qq,Q-, and
with the following structure. The map £ : Q — {P,, Q} defines a linear endomorphism of
73(g) and one of the following possibilities hold:

(i) £ has purely real eigenvalues 44 for some real p > 0, then @; and Q9 are the
corresponding eigenvectors.

(ii) £ has purely imaginary eigenvalues tip for some real p > 0, then @y + iQ)2 are
the corresponding eigenvectors.

(iii) £ has the eigenvalue p = 0 with one Jordan block of size 3, in this case
As 4
y &1y — 57 1 ) y W2 = 1,
{L,Q1} 2L—|—ALH {L,Q:2}=0Q

for some real constants A; and As. Superintegrability is then achieved provided the func-
tion h be a solution of the following non-linear first-order differential equations:

(9) ho(Agh2 + 12 Agh? — Ath+ Ay) = Ay Sm(:‘”) + Ay cos(pz)
(Zl) hx(AQ hi — ,u2 AO h2 — Al h + AQ) = Ag Slnhﬂﬂ -+ A4 COSh([I, ZL‘) (2)

We will denote case (i) as trigonometric, case (ii) as hyperbolic and case (iii) as affine.
The explicit form of the cubic integrals was given in all three cases. For instance, when
w # 0, their structure is

Q12 = ¢4 ((ao(x) P} + a1(2) P2 P, + () Py P2 + ag(2) PY). (3)
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where the a;(x) are explicitly expressed in terms of h and its derivatives, see [14]. The
integration of these ODEs led to the explicit form of the metrics in local coordinates [18],
allowing to obtain all the globally defined systems on S?. Then, it was shown in [21], how
to deduce easily their geodesics from the cubic integrals.

However, as pointed out in [14], the special case where Ay = 0 is also of interest. In
this special case the cubic integrals have the reducible structure Q12 = P, S and we are
back to the SI systems first discovered by Koenigs [I2] where the extra integrals (S, S)
are now quadratic in the momenta, leading to a linear span Z?(g) of the quadratic integrals
still of dimension 4 with basis

H P? Sy Ss.

Y

The local structure of these systems has been thoroughly analyzed in the articles [9]
and [10] with particular emphasis on the separability of the Hamilton-Jacobi and the
Schrodinger equations. They also generalized Koenigs systems by computing some poten-
tials V' (z,y) preserving superintegrability but we will restrict ourselves to the case of a
potential V() in order to preserve the Killing vector 0,.

More recently, further potentials were derived in [I6], while in [§] with emphasis on the
geodesics.

The aims of this article are the following:

1. To construct, starting from Matveev and Shevchishin setting for Ay = 0, the local
structure of the Koenigs models and to compare with Koenigs results.

2. To determine, according to the values of the parameters defining each model, which
ones are globally defined and on what manifold. We will exclude from our analysis the
degenerate cases where the metrics have constant curvature.

3. For the globally defined metrics, we will show how the superintegrability of their
geodesic flow gives a direct access to their geodesics.

For the trigonometric case this is done in sections 2 to 4. For the hyperbolic case this
is done in sections 5 to 10. For the afline case this is done in sections 11 to 13. Section 14
is devoted to some concluding remarks.

Part 1
THE TRIGONOMETRIC CASE

1 Local structure

Let us begin with the derivation of the metric and the quadratic integrals starting from
Matveev and Schevchishin equations:

Proposition 1 The SI Konigs systems
I, ={H, P,, S:} I, ={H, P, S_} (4)



are given locally by
sin? x
H=_——""_(P>+ P? 5
2(1—pcos:z:)( »+By) (5)

with
Sy =¢! (sinz P, P, —i—cosxP; —pH), S_=¢e¢Y(-sinzP,P, —i—cosxP; —pH). (6)

Proof: In the ODE (1) we must take Ay = 0. By a scaling of x we can set u = 1 and
by a translation of z we can take A, = 0. This ODE is easily integrated

A
—Ahhy + Ash, = Ay sinz = —7%2 + Agh = — A3 cosx + A,.
The scalar curvature being R = 2(h, hype — h2,), it is constant for A; = 0. Hence A,
cannot vanish so we can take A; = —2 and Ay, = —2hy, leading to
h — hy = £vag + a; cosx = h, =F G oy

2v/ay + a; cosz’

with two constants (ag, a;) € R?. Up to a global scaling we obtain for final metric

dz? + dy? sin?
g=(1—pcosx) eI 2(1—,0(:0590)( .+ Fy)

Transforming the formulas given in [I4] we obtain the integrals (6). O
Let us compare with Koenigs resultsﬂ given in [12] p. 378. His type I has for metric

a(e® )+ —
= (" +e™®) + du dv w:u v
(ew _ efw)2 2
Upon the change of coordinates (u =iz + y, v = —ix + y), this metric becomes

2 b
920008t D
4 sin“ @
which, up to an overall scaling, is indeed .

As shown in [10], keeping the same quadratic integrals @, one may add the potential

§

Vi) = 2(1 —p cosx)

(7)
still preserving the Killing vector 9.

Let us study the global structure of the type I Koenigs hamiltonian equipped with this
potential.

1We stick to Koenigs numbering which was modified in [9], [10] and followers.



2 Global structure

It follows from:

Proposition 2 The SI Koenigs systems

Il = {Ha Pya S—i—} IQ = {Ha Py> S—} (8)
with .
S e 2 2
H_Q(l—pcosw)<sm x(Px+Py)+§> )
such that
(z,y) € (0, 7) xR p€(0,1) e R,

as well as the quadratic integrals
Sy =e¢! (sinz P, P, —’—COSZ'P; —pH), S_=eY(—sinz P, P, —|—cosxPy2 —pH). (10)
are globally defined on the manifold M = H?2.

Proof: In the metric induced by the hamiltonian (9) we will take = € (0,7) and y € R. We
have to exclude the values p = 0, £1 for which the metric becomes of constant curvature.
To be riemannian this metric requires p € (—1,0)U (0, 1) but the change z — 7 — z allows
to restrict p to (0,1).

To determine the nature of the manifold M let us define the new coordinate

len(%m%) re(0,7r) - x€e€R.

The metric becomes
g = (1 + p tanh x) (dx?* + cosh? x dy?).

Recalling that the manifold H? is embedded into R? according to
i+ 1 — a3 =—1 (z1,72) € R? x3 >1
it was shown in [20] that if we take
x1 = cosh x sinhy ZTo = sinh y x3 = cosh y coshy (x,y) € R?

we have
dx? + cosh? x dy?® = dx? + da3 — da? = go(H?).

So we have obtained the relation
g = (1+p tanhy) go(H?).

Since the conformal factor is C*°([0,400)) it follows that this metric is globally defined
on a manifold M diffeomorphic to H2.



To establish that the hamiltonian and the quadratic integrals are globally defined we
have to use the generators (see [20]):

M, = coshy P, — tanh x sinhy P,
M, =P,
M3 = —sinhy P, + tanh x coshy P,

with the sl(2,R) Lie algebra

{My, Mz} = My {My, M3} = —M, (Mg, My} = — M.
We obtain
V' 1+ 3 2 2 2
H = (M7 + M35 — M;+¢)
2/ T+a3+pz) 0
and
—— = MM+ p—~u0=—H —_— =M M+ p—H
9 2 M3 p ,—1+$% 9 1M T p —1+x§

which concludes the proof. [J
For future use let us point out the following useful relation

(S +5-) (54 —5-)
Wt T o) e

coshy — sinhy = L? cosz — p E. (11)

Since the metric considered here is complete, by Hopf-Rinow theorem it is also geodesi-
cally complete. Let us now determine the explicit form of the geodesics.

3 Geodesics

As shown in [21] the determination of the geodesics equations is quite easy for SI systems:
they just follow from the non-linear integrals. The following points should be taken into
account for all the subsequent discussions:

1. We will consider the invariant tori
H=F e R, P,=L>0,
so that the hamiltonian @ gives

2B(1 — -
( ,’“;O”) S_p2 (12)
SN~ xr

P? =

2. To determine the geodesic equation y(z) we will always take an initial condition
for which y = 0. The most general case is merely obtained by the substitution y — y — o,
where yy € R, due to the invariance of the metric under a translation of y.
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3. The discrete symmetry y — —y shows that if y(x) is a geodesic then —y(z) must
be also a geodesic.

We will begin with the geodesics of vanishing energy.

Proposition 3 For E =0 we have the following equations for the geodesics:

coshy = sy z € (0,z,)
COS T4
(a) —-1<¢<0
cos(m — x)
coshy = ——= T € (T — Xy, )
COS T (13)
cos x
-1 inhy, = —— = +1
(b) < e sinhye = -~ x € (0,7) €
() {=-1 eV = | cos z| z € (0,7/2) U (n/2,7)
where

sinhf = +/[¢] — 1 cosz, = /1 — [¢]. (14)

Proof: Since we have

£

. 9 _L2
SN~ T

P?=—

we can set L = 1 and we are left with a single parameter £&. The positivity of P? requires
¢ <0.

The function P? has, for z = 7/2, a minimum p? = [§] — 1. So if £ < —1 then p? > 0
and the geodesic is defined for « € (0, 7). We have

sinxP$26\/sinh20+cos2x e = =1,

where € is the sign of the velocity. Taking for initial conditions (x = 7/2, y = 0) we obtain
Sy = +e sinh § and using relation (11)) we deduce ((13))(b).

If we have —1 < £ < 0 then p? < 0 and the geodesics are defined either for z € (0, x,)
or for x € (7 — x,, 7). In the first case the choice of the initial conditions (z = x,, y = 0)
gives S, = S_ = cosx,. Using relation we obtain the first part of (L3))(a). The second

part is merely obtained by the substitution x — 7 — z.

If we have £ = —1 it is safer to use Hamilton equations
) sinz P, ) sinx , 1 sin @
1—pcosz 1—pcosz P, | cos x|

which gives (L3))(c) if one takes as initial conditions (z =0, y =0). O

Remarks:

1. Notice the very special case & = —1 for which the geodesics are asymptotes to
x = /2, where the velocity 4 vanishes.

2. As we have seen, the quadratic conservation laws give quite easily the geodesic
equations, except in case (c) for which they are degenerate.
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Having settled the zero energy case, let us define two new parameters ¢ and 7 by

_re _rk
7=, \2E P
which allow to write
P? (0 + cosx) (P?) (cos®? x4+ 20 cosz + 1)
L? T i’z L? g sin® x (15)

Let us consider first the geodesics with positive energy:

Proposition 4 Forn >0 and —1 < 0 < 1 the geodesic has for equation

coshy = i € (T4, ) (16)
V12 +2on+1
where x, is determined from
cosT, =n —\/n?+ 20m+ 1. (17)

Proof: If o > 1 then P2 is negative and there is no geodesic. If =1 < ¢ < 1 then P?
increases monotonically from —oo to 400 so it vanishes for z = z, given by (17), and
the geodesic is defined for z € (). The relation (11, taking for initial conditions
(x =z, y =0), we have

(cosz, —m) coshy = cosx — 7

which gives . U

On the following figure some geodesics are drawn:

0.8+ n=1 ..
0.6
0.4 -
S
//'/
E ~ i
02 P ;
/7
0 -
\_9_13 Sm li®m 3m 13w
46 8. 16 4 16
-0.2 ~ L x
S~ .
Bl
“\\\
-0.41 3 e ——
_0.6,
-0.8 ) o=0

Figure 1: the special case 0 =0



The empty interval (0,x,) is not represented. The values of z, are respectively

For x = x, the tangent is vertical since P, = 0 while for x = m— it is horizontal since
P, — 4o0.
There remains the last case:

Proposition 5 Forn >0 and 0 = —cosh < —1 we have:
ZOSZ_U - ze (0,z_)
—9 . AV -+ 0'77"’
(@) ne(0,e?) coshy = 1 — cosT
r € (vy,m)

V2 +20n+1

— 9 — — gin?
() e (e’ +00) ot — 1N — cosx + \/ n(|lo| — cosx) — sin” x e (0.1) (18)
n—1++/2n(lo| 1)

COS T — COS Ty
COST — COB Ty ze (0,2,)
1 — cosx,

c =e Y =cosx eVYe =
() m * COS T, — COST

cosT, + 1 T € (@)

where € = 1 and x4 are defined by

cosxy =N F\/n?+20n+ 1. (19)

Proof: From its derivative we see that P? decreases monotonically from +oo for z — 0+
to p?2 = L?e%(n — e7?) for x = x,, with cosx, = e’ and then it increases monotonically
to 400 for x — m—.

If n € (0,e7%) then the geodesic is defined for z € (0,z_)U (z,,7) withz_ <z, <z,
where x4 are defined by .

So if x € (0, x_) we take for initial conditions (z = x_, y = 0) which imply S, = S_ =
L*(cosz_ —n) and upon use of we get the first equation of (18)(a).

If x € (z4,7) we take for initial conditions (z = z,, y = 0) which imply S, = S_ =
L?(cosx, —n) and upon use of we get the second equation of (18)(a).

The case 7 = e~ is quite special. In this case let us define cosx, = e™?. The first
integral gives

S, =2L*¢Y (cosx — cos ) x € (0,z,)

and vanishes for x € (x,, 7). Taking for initial conditions (z = 0+,y = 0) we get the first

equation of (b).

The second integral is
S_=2L%e Y (cosx — cos ) T € (T, )

and vanishes for © € (z,,7). Taking for initial conditions (xr = 7—,y = 0) we get the

second equation of (18)(b).



The remaining case n € (e™%, +00) gives a geodesic defined for x € (0,7) and in view of
the structure of the quadratic integrals we can take for initial conditions (z = 04,y = 0).
The conservation of S_/L? gives

e ¥(n—cosz+ E\/2’I7(|0| —cosx) —sinx) =1 — 1+ ey/+2n(lo| — 1)

and this concludes the Proof. [J

To conclude our analysis let us consider the case of a negative value for 17 hence negative
E. Since P? is invariant under the transformation (E, 0,&) — (—F, —0, —¢) it follows that
(—|E],0,&) is obtained from the above results for (|E|, —o, =¢).

Let us give some examples of geodesic trajectories given by Propositions 5. For the
case (a) we have

Figure 2: the case 0 <7 < e™?

Remarks:
1. The y coordinate is along the vertical.
2. The hamilton equations

sin? x g sin? I N d_y B £ (20)

. dr P,

:1—pcosx :1—pcosx

show that for x — 0+ or x — m— the tangents to the geodesics are horizontal, while for
xr =x_ or v = x+ they are vertical.

3. The symmetry with respect to the axis x = 7/2 which was apparent for vanishing
energy has disappeared.
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while for case (b) we have

n=0.§
1 n=t _ .
e ///’
________ —
....... -
"_—’
T~ &m 3r x S5® 3% Tx =
8 4 8 2 8 4 8
x

Figure 3: the case n > e~?

In this last drawing only the geodesics with positive velocity can be seen. The negative

velocity ones are obtained from y — —y.
For case (c), which is quite special, we have

%o|a
Hla -

w

w

a

ELINEL BE
8 4 8

o|a
~|a

-
® N|;a
=|
® N|:
=|
»|
=|

Figure 4: the case n = e

The geodesics are defined only on z € (0,7/2)U(7/2, ) and only the positve y part of
the graph is shown. Since the velocity vanishes for x = z, the corresponding line is some

kind of a wall.
For the geodesics of vanishing energy (see Proposition 3) the main difference is that

for the Figures 2 and 4 the line x = 7/2 becomes an axis of symmetry.

11



Part 11
THE HYPERBOLIC CASE

1 Local structure

Let us observe that for A9 =0 and =1 the ODE (2))(ii) leads to three different cases:
As -
—Alhhx+A2hx:7(€x+€6 z) (21)

where ¢ =0, £1. We have:
Proposition 6 The SI Koenigs systems
Z,={H, P, Si} I, ={H, P,, S5} (22)
are given locally by three different metrics, For e = 0 we have
go = (7" + pe ™) (dz* + dy?) (23)

with the integrals
Sy = +cosye® P, P, + siny(e” Py2 — H)

(24)
Sy = —sinye® P, P, + cosy(e®* Py — H)
For e = +1 we have .
= TP (42 4 ay?) (25)
sinh” z
with the integrals
Sy = +cosy sinha P, P, + siny(cosh Py2 — H)
(26)
Sy = —siny sinhz P, P, + cosy(coshx P; — H)
For e = —1 we have -
= ww:ﬂ + dy?). (27)
cosh” z
with the integrals
S1 = +cosy coshx P, P, + siny(sinhz P} — H)
(28)

Sy = —siny coshz P, P, + cosy(sinhz P; — H).

Proof: The ODE is easily integrated to

A
2

A ~
h? 4+ Ay h = 73(69” —ce )+ Ay

12



If A; vanishes the metric is of constant curvature, so we can take A; = —2 and Ay = —2hy
ending up with

—x

A _
h—hozi\/i(ew—ee—w)+A4 I S ¢ e

So, up to an overall scaling, we get the three metrics given above and transforming the
formulas of Matveev and Schevchishin [14] yields the quadratic integrals. [
The metric gy corresponds to Koenigs type II metric

U+ v
2

(a e+ b6_2w> du dv w =

when subjected to the coordinates change (u = z + iy, v = x — iy) and an overall scaling.

The metric g_ is still of type I when subjected to the coordinates change (v = x+iy, v =
—x + iy) up to scaling.

To recover the metric g, as a type I, up to scaling, we have to change the parameter
a — —ia and the coordinates (u =z +i(y + 7/2), v = —x +i(y — 7/2)).

Let us point out that the metric gy was first obtained in [10] and the metric g in [§].
The "new” metric g_ is a close cousin of g, with the W-algebra:

{Py>Sl} =5y {Py752} = =5 {51,582} = b, (2Py2+2PH—f) (20)
29
Sf—kS%zHZ—P;—Pj(ZpH—ﬁ).

In [T0] and [8] it was shown that, keeping the same formulas for the quadratic integrals,
the following potentials could be added:

£ . _ £
2(1+pe®) g1 Va= (30)

o W=
g0 0 2(coshx + p)

while for g_ one easily obtains:

V.= § . (31)

2(sinh(z) + p)

Let us consider successively the three metrics obtained above including their potential.

2 Global structure

2.1 The metric g
One has

Theorem 1 The SI Koenigs systems

1, = {H07 Pya Sl} 1, = {H07 Pyv SQ} (32)
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are globally defined on the manifold M = H? with the hamiltonian

1 P
and
(r,6) € (0,4+00) x S! (p, &) € (0,400) x R. (34)

The integrals are

LR i
S = +cos(2¢) P, — +sin(2¢) ( Ho — —
r r
P, P?
Sy = —sin(2¢) P, =2 + cos(2¢) (HO - —f)
r r
Proof: Starting from the metric the change of coordinates
r=e %> %:¢€Sl

yields, up to scaling:
g = (14 pr?)(dr* + r* d¢?) (r,¢) € (0,+00) x S".

For this metric to be riemannian we must take p € (0, +00) leading to a conformal factor
which is C*°(]0, +00)) and to a negative scalar curvature

4p
(1+pr2)3

The integrals are easily deduced.
To determine the manifold it is convenient to use cartesian coordinates

Ty =T COS ¢ Ty =7 sing
which transform the metric into
g = <1 + pr2> go(R?, can) go(R?, can) = da? + d3.

Since the conformal factor is C*°([0, +00)) we conclude that the manifold is diffeomorphic
to R?.
Let us define

sin ¢ cos ¢

Py =cos¢p P, —

P¢ PQZSiIlngT—f- P¢ L3:ZE1P2—ZL‘2P1

r

which generate the e(3) Lie algebra with

{P, P} =0 {Ls3, P} = —Ps {Ls, P} = P\.

14



In terms of these globally defined quantities in R? we have

1
S e s (P2+ P +€(a? +13) (36)

and for the integrals

S1 PP (—p(P?+ P2)+¢) T1 To
25, P2 p? L+ plai+a3) | 2 42

concluding the proof. [

2.2 The metric g,
Theorem 2 The SI Koenigs systems

IIZ{H7 P(Z)a Sl} IQZ{H7 P¢7 S2}

are globally defined on the manifold M = H?. The hamiltonian is

H= L (cosh2 x P? + re + £ sinh? x> (37)
2(1 + p sinh? ) X tanh? y
with
(X, #) € (0,+00) xS p € (0,1)U (L, +00) e R

and the integrals

S1 = +cos(2¢) Py Py + sin(2¢) (H —

2 — tanh?®
( an X)qu
tanh x

tanh? y

(2 — tanh? x) p2
tanh? y o)

. (39)
Sy = —sin(2¢) Py ﬁ + cos(2¢) (H -

Proof: In the metric we can take x > 0 since the metric is even and we will change
p into p. The scalar curvature is

(1-7%

R=-p- (coshz + p)3

(3cosh®z + 3pcosha 4 p? — 1)
forbids p = 1 which would be of constant curvature. To get a riemannian metric we must
therefore restrict p € (—1,4+00)\{1}.

The change of coordinates

1+ u Y 1
X nl_\/aE(O,—i-oo) 5 ¢ €
brings the metric to its final form
1 + p sinh? , 1+p
— LI X0 4 sin?  dg?) p=—Lc (0,400)\{1}
cosh” x 2

15



The integrals in are obtained by transforming the formulas (24).
To study the global structure we need the canonical embedding of H? C R3:

r; =sinhy cos¢  xp=sinhysing a3=coshy Y€ (0,+00) ¢€ S
and the globally defined objects

) cos ¢ sin ¢
M1:SIDQ§PX+mP¢ MQI—COS¢PX+mP¢ M3:P¢

which generate the sl(2,R) Lie algebra
{My, My} = Mg {My, My} = —M, {My, My} = —M,.

One has
go(H?, can) = da? + do? — da? = dx* + sinh? y d¢*

so that our metric can be written

1 inh?
EEEVL LS Gt
cosh” y

and since the conformal factor is C*([0,4+00)) the manifold is diffeomorphic to H?.
The global definiteness on H? follows from

1
1+ p(a? +2d)

H, (302 + M — M) + €(a3 + 23)
while for the integrals we have

S — My My +(1_p)[M12+M22+(x2M1 — 1y My)?] + € o} 1
25, _ M2 4+ M2 w31+ p(af + 23)] 7?2 — 13

concluding the proof. [J
Let us conclude with the following remark: there is a singular limit relating H, and
Hy which is the following:

P, p £
xX=ur  Po=— p=— §=— pu— 0+ 39
o I IS (39)
and we have N
lim :u2 H+(X7Px7p7 :u) = HO(Ta Prvﬁvg)' (40)

n—0+

However, due to its singular nature, it is not useful for any proof.
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Let us analyze the last case:

2.3 The metric g_
We have:

Proposition 7 The metric

sinh ¢ +
g = TP (a2 4 dy) (41)
cosh” x

s never defined on a manifold.

Proof: Here we must take z € R. The metric, to be riemannian, requires sinh z + p > 0,
but since the scalar curvature is

(1 _'_ pz) . 2 . 2
R=—p+ m@smh x + 3psinhz + p° + 1)
the end point sinhx + p = 0 will be a curvature singularity precluding any manifold.

This can be understood in a different way using the coordinates change

0
y=¢¢eS' x:lntan<§): reR — 0e (0,m)

which transforms the metric into
1 1
_ = — df? + sin* 0 d¢?) = — S? .
We indeed get a metric conformal to the 2-sphere, but the conformal factor is singular at

the geometrical poles # =0 and 0 = 7. [J
Let us determine the geodesic curves for the two complete metrics gy and g .

3 (Geodesics

3.1 The geodesics of g
Working with the hamiltonian we have:

Proposition 8 The geodesics are given by:

E=0 7“_[; = \/E cos(2¢)

L2
|E|r?

(a) E>¢/2p

E#0 = sign(F) + e cos(2¢) (42)

2

(b) E.<E<¢/2p % =14 e cos(2¢)

with

e= \/1+g—2(2pE—§) Er=L*—p & +/p?+&/L2). (43)

Obuviously for case (b) the geodesics are closed.
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Proof: From the hamiltonian it follows that

L? 2
P2=2B+ (20 E -9t -2 ufy:;*@pE—@#+Lﬁ. (44)
For 2pE > & the function P? is monotonically increasing from —oo to +oo. It
vanishes for )
r? = L
TOE+VA

Taking for initial conditions (r = r,, ¢ = 0) gives S; = 0 and Sy = —+/A and upon use of
(11) we obtain

A=FE*+L*2pE —¢).

L2

Pl E + VA cos(26).

It follows that for £ = 0 and E # 0 we have obtained the equations in (42])(a) which
describe hyperbolas.

For 2p E < & we must have E > 0 and £ > 0. The derivative (P?)’" has a simple zero
VE-20E

P =2(F — e 2 ) = 2.

for 2 = The function P? increases from —oo to
E—-E)(E-E,)
E+VE=2pF ~’

where FE. are defined in , and then decreases to —oo. The sign of p? is therefore
essential.
If £ e (0,E; wehave p> < 0 hence P? is always negative and there will be no

geodesic. If E € [E,, £/2p) we will have p? > 0. The function P? will exhibit two simple
zeroes ry such that r_ < r, < r, and given by

E(l1+e)
E—20F

E_ <0< Ey,

2 _
ry =

Taking for initial conditions (r =r_, ¢ = 0) and using we obtain

L2
= E + VA cos(20)

from which we deduce (42)(b). O

3.2 The geodesics of g

We have to study the positivity of

2 2 2 L?
P, =2F+ L” + o tanh” y — 5 x>0 o=2(p—1)E —¢, (45)
tanh” x

while the geodesics, using , are obtained from

2
Sy sin(2¢) + Sy cos(2¢) = E — (1 +cosh’x) P;. (46)

2 sinh? y
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Writing the energy conservation
2

Cosh? P = 9 coshi o sinlt = 28+ (2 F ~ )sinl’x (47)

we obtain
Lemma 1 One has the following inequalities:
c<0 = E>0 E-20E>0 =— E>0. (48)
For the discussions to come it will be convenient to use, rather than y, the variable
u = tanh’y € (0,1)

leading to

L2
uwP?=F(u)=ou’+2(E+ L*/2)u— L? F’(u):a—i—ﬁ. (49)

The discussion involves two cases, according to the sign of the parameter & — 2p E.

Proposition 9 For & —2p E <0 the geodesic equation

=F+—4+|E+ —

L? L? L?
tanh? y 2 ‘ 2

L%0
e cos(29) e= \/1 + (E+—L72)2 (50)

does not lead to a closed curve because e > 1.

Proof: Let us first consider the case 0 > 0. Then the function F’ increases monotonously
from —oo to —(§ —2p E). So if £ — 2p E > 0 there is no geodesic, while for £ —2p E < 0
the function F' will be positive for v € (u_, 1) with
L? L?
= A=(E+ =)+ L0 51
(E+ L2/2) + VA ( 7) (51

The initial conditions (u = u_, ¢ = 0) give

S1=0 ngE—L2<i_1>:_\/Z

U_ 2

and upon use of we get (50).
The next case is for —L? < o < 0. Then F’ has a simple zero for u, = L/\/|co| > 1.

It follows that the variations of F' are the same as for ¢ > 0. Since o0 < 0 we know that

E + L?/2 > 0 which allows to write as

L? L?
X = <E + 7) [1+ e cos(2¢)].

The last case is for 0 < —L?. This time F”’ has a simple zero for u, = L/\/H <1so
that F increases from —oo for u — 0+ to p? for u = u, and then decreases to —(§—2p F) >
0, where p? = (L — +/]o])? — € +2p E. Tt follows that I exhibits one simple root u_ (given
by ) such that 0 < u_ < u,. Imposing the initial conditions we get again . U

Remarks:
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1. For o = 0 the geodesic equation does simplify into

LZ

m = (2E + L2) COSQ¢ E > O (52)

2. For o > 0 the energy may be negative, and for the special case where E = —L?/2
the geodesic remains well defined since we have

L2
tanh? y

= o cos(29) o=2(p— 1)L2 - &> 0. (53)

The closed geodesics will appear now:

Proposition 10 If

Ec {E+,2§—p) & £—pL*>0 (54)
where
By = LIVE+plp—1)I7 = (p - 1/2)L] (55)

the geodesic equation

L (E + L—2> (1 te cos(2<z§)) (56)

tanh? y 2
leads to a closed curve since e, still given by (@), 18 strictly smaller than one.
Proof: The function P% for u — 0+ starts from —oo and increases monotonously to
p? =2F + L* — 2L\/—o0 for u = u, < 1 and then decreases monotonously to —(§ — 2p )
for u — 1—. This time let us consider the case where £ — 2p E > 0. If p? < 0 no geodesic

is allowed, hence let us take p? > 0. It follows that Pi will be positive for u € (u_, uy)
such that 0 < u_ < u, < uy <1 with

2 2
E+Z 1+ VA T E+E VA

U—

Taking for initial conditions (u = u_, ¢ = 0) gives

S, =0 SzzE—LQ(i—%>:—\/Z
u_

and we conclude using .
One has to discuss the initial algebraic conditions:

E—2pE >0 o< —L? pr=(E+L*)2*+L*c >0

to show that they lead to (54). The analysis involves elementary algebra and will be
skipped. [J
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Remark: Let us observe that the geodesics of this metric g, were discussed in [8]. These
authors write the metric

~ 2cosh(2z) +b

da? + dy? >0  2yeS' b>-2
sinh?(2z) (da” + dy) ! Y

which is nothing but our metric g; given by (25)). In order to describe the geodesics they
change the coordinates (z,y) into (r, 6) given by [

2cosh(2z) + b

=2 L
> sinh(21) € (0,+00) 0=2yeS

However, since we have

dr (14 20r?)

dr sinh?(2x) /2 cosh(2z) + b’

we realize that for b € (—2,0) this is not a local diffeomorphism hence r is not a coordinate,
at variance with our choice of coordinates which is valid for b > —2. Of course for b > 0
we are in complete agreement with [8] albeit our coordinate x is somewhat different from
their coordinate r while our ¢ and their # are the same.

Part 111
THE AFFINE CASE

1 Local structure
The local structure, already found in [9] and [10], is given by
Proposition 11 The SI Koenigs systems
T, ={H, P,, 51} I, ={H, P, S} (57)

are given locally by
(agz + ay)?

CLQQ]Q + 2a1x + ap

(P2 +P)) (58)
with
Sl = (agx—l—al)PxPy—y(H—aQPyQ)
(59)
25y = (agx? 4 2a12) P} + 2y(asx + a1) Py Py — y*(H — ay PY).
Proof: The ODE (2) (iii) for A9 = 0 becomes

A A
—Ahh, + Ay h, = Asz + Ay — —§h2+A2h:73x2+A4x+A5.

2Correcting an obvious typo.
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Since A; cannot vanish we set A; = —2 and Ay = —2hg which leads us to

s + ay

h = hg + v/ asx? + 2a1x + a h, =
0+ Va 1 0 NCES TR

and to the metric

dx? + dy?

m P(I’) = CLQZEQ —f- 2@11’ —|— Qo

g = P(x)
which implies the hamiltonian (58). O
Let us compare with Koenigs results. His type III metric subjected to the coordinates
change (u=x+ iy, v = —x + 1y) gives

a

ot b) (da® +dy?)  (60)

a
ng(erb) du dv — gK—<

while the change of coordinate as x + a; — x, possible for as # 0, transforms our metric
into:

ao—a% 2 2
g=(1+ . (dz* + dy*). (61)

Both agree (up to an overall scaling) for b # 0 while the case b = 0 must be excluded since
one recovers a constant curvature metric.
Koenigs type IV metric, up to the same coordinates change as above gives

gr = (u+v)dudv = gx = 2x(dx® + dy?). (62)

This should be compared with our metric for a; = 0. Then we must have a; # 0,
otherwise the metric becomes flat, and the change of coordinate x + ag/2a; — z gives

g = x(dz* + dy?)

which is Koenigs type I as pointed out in [9]. Therefore the affine case unifies at the same
time Koenigs types III and IV.

2 Global structure

The scalar curvature

R A
Ezﬁ(3(a2$+a1)2—A> A:a%—aoag%o

shows:
1. That to avoid a flat metric we must impose A # 0.
2. That a simple zero of P is a curvature singularity.

The global structure follows from
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Theorem 3 The SI Koenigs systems
Ilz{Ha Pya Sl} I2Z{H7 Py7 S2}

are globally defined on the manifold M = H?. The hamiltonian is

H= g (PP P ) e 4o x R pe0.0)

and the integrals
Si=uP,P,—y(2pH — P;)
28, = —u® P} + 2yu P, P, — y*(2p H — P}).
We have the algebraic relations
{P,, 5} =25 {P,,5} = Py2 —2pH {51,592} = (25 +2H —¢)P,

and
ST +2(2pH - P))S; = (2H - §)P).

Proof: Let us organize the discussion according to the values of as.

(66)

(67)

If as = 0 then a; # 0 (otherwise the metric is flat) so let us take a; = 1. The coordinate
u =z + ag/2 gives the type I metric ¢ = u(du? + dy?). This metric is riemannian iff u > 0
and y € R. Its scalar curvature being R = v it follows that the end-point u = 0 is a

curvature singularity precluding any manifold.
If as = 1 defining u = x + a; gives for the type Il metric

du? + dy?
2

g=(u*—A) A =a?— ag u>0 y € R.

u

Using the embedding H? C R? given in [I8]:

1 1
xlz% xzzﬁ(u2+y2—1) x3:%<u2+y2+1) /U/>O yER
leads to
du? + dyy?
golE) = dut +dad—dod = T2 = g (i - A) go(HP),

So if A > 0 the conformal factor vanishes for u = v/A implying a curvature singularity
while if A < 0 the conformal factor never vanishes and the manifold is diffeomorphic to

H?. Defining p = —1/A, up to a scaling, we get the metric (64).
If as = —1 defining u = x — a; gives for the metric

g=(A—u?) go(H?) A = af + a.

If A > 0 the end-point u = v/A will be singular, while for A < 0 we must change the

overall sign to be riemannian and we are back to the case a; = 1.
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The integrals are easily transformed from and give . They allow again for a
potential, which does not modify their structure. The relations and are then
easily checked.

The global structure is best displayed using the generators defined in [I§]:

Mlzupu—i-ypy

2 _ 2
—u®—1
M2 = uy Pu + % Py
2,2
— 1
M; = uy P, + w P,
which generate the si(2,R) Lie algebra. The relations
1 To + X3
H=_——(M?+ M2 - M2 =22
2(1—|—pu2)( P 218 " 1+ a2
and
Sy= MMy~ My) ~2pyH 98, = M} M —2pytH  y= 112D
7
show that this system is globally defined on H?. [
3 Geodesics
From the hamiltonian we get
Pj_ £+2E L? EcR L>0, (68)
while the integrals are
S =LuP,+y(L* - 2pE) 28y = —L*u® + 2LyuP, + y*(L* —2p E).  (69)
We have for first case
Proposition 12 If 2E < £ and 2pE > L? the geodesic equation is
2pE — L?
w = BB )y = we (., +0) (70)
where
E—2F
Uy = || ——=.
20 FE — L?

Proof: For 2F < £ the classical motion is possible iff 2p E— L? > 0 and for u € (u,, +00).
Taking for initial conditions (u = u,, y = yo) the conservation of S; gives

S =—y(2pE —L*) = LuP, —y(2p E — L?)
which implies . O

We have for the second case
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Proposition 13 If 2E = ¢ the geodesic degenerates into the lines

2pE — L2
= BP0, 400, (M)

Proof: Using the Hamilton equations

u? Lu?
1 =+\(2pFE — L? )= ———
“ (2 >1+pu2 Y 1+ pu?
we get
d 20 E — L?
du _  [@2pE—L?
dy L?

which implies . These are the asymptotes of the hyperbolas (70). O
Let us conclude with the last case:

Proposition 14 If 2E > £ we have three possible types of geodesics:

2pE — L2
2pE > L* u2+uz:(pL—2)(y—yo)2 u € (0,+00)
WE=L -l = we (0,400) (1)
2V2F — ¢
2pE — L2
2pE < L? u2+(pL—2)(y—yO)2:uf u € (U, +00)

where

2F — ¢
Uy = || s
|20 E — L?|

Proof: In the first case the positivity of P? allows for u € (0,+0c). Taking for initial
conditions (u = u., y = yp) and using as in the proof of Proposition 6 the conservation of
S1 we get the first geodesic equation.
In the second case, resorting to Hamilton equations we get
dy L

A T
du V2E €

In the last case the positivity of P? requires u € (u,, +00). Taking the same initial
conditions as above one gets the required result. [

Remarks:

1. In all the cases above we have checked that the conservation of Sy gives the same
result as the conservation of Sj.

2. All the conics appear for the geodesic equations obtained here, particularly circles.
This can be compared with the geodesics of the hyperbolic plane which are either circles
or lines (u >0, y = yo).
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Part IV
QUANTUM ASPECTS

1 Carter quantization

We can go a step further and examine the quantization of SI models. We will adhere to the
simplest concept of “quantum superintegrability” which is the following: at the classical
level we have seen that the relations

(H,P,} =0 (H,$}=0 (H,S:} =0 (73)

do hold. Quantizing means that to the previous classical observables we associate, by some
recipee, operators H, P,, S, S; acting in the Hilbert space built up on the corresponding
curved manifold.

The system will be defined as quantum superintegrable iff

[H,P,]=0 [H,5,]=0 [H, S, = 0. (74)
While the relations are rigorous, the relations are most often checked only for-

mally, which is of course required, but hides the delicacies involved in a proper definition
of their self-adjoint extensions.

The simplest and most natural quantization is certainly Carter’s (or minimal) quan-
tization (see [6]). Denoting by a hat the quantum operators and setting i = 1, the
quantization rules are:

@:—%(Qiovi—i—vioQi) ST PP =—V;0870V, (75)

As a consequence we have:

Proposition 15 All of the classical SI Koenigs systems remain formally ST at the quantum
level using Carter quantization.

Proof: As shown in [6] in equation (3.8), since P, is generated by a Killing vector, we
have

[H,P,)| =0. (76)

For the quadratic observables, as shown in [4], if S is a quadratic Killing-Stackel tensor
one has 5

(.8 = (Vs BY) 0V, + V0 (V:5))
where B ' '

BY = Sk[l RiCkl gj]l.

For a two dimensional metric which is diagonal, as it is the case for all of the Koenigs
metrics, the Ricci tensor is always diagonal. It follows that the tensor B vanishes identi-
cally. Therefore the classical conservation laws for S; and S, are lifted up to the quantum
conservation laws

(H,5]=0 [H,5] =0 (77)
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and this concludes the proof. [

Remarks:

1. Let us put some emphasis on the formal character of the proof. Indeed we are
working with unbounded operators defined only on dense subspaces of the Hilbert space.
Computing their commutators non-formally is a very difficult task.

2. One could use, as an alternative quantization, the so-called conformally equivari-
ant quantization [5]. Then is still valid while relations no longer hold for this
quantization.

Before diving into the hamiltonian spectrum it is of some interest to consider the action
coordinates which are of conceptual interest.

2 Action coordinates for g
We have
Proposition 16 The action coordinates, for the closed geodesics obtained in Proposition

8, are given by
E

VE=2pE’
H(J) = J<\/§+p2 J2—pJ) (79)

while the quadratic integrals are

Si=0 ng—,/ﬂ—fg(\/m—pj) (80)

Proof: The Hamilton-Jacobi equation, starting from the action

Ih=L J=I+1I,= (78)

and the hamailtonian is

S=W(r)+L¢— Et,

gives trivially I4 = L. It remains to compute

1 , 2 [T , , L?
I, =— o WHdr=— W' dr W' =4/2(14 pr?)E —&r? — —.
21 T ), r?
The first change of variable
L? Le? (™ sin?6
0 : —=1 0 = I, = de,
" Er? e cos ™ /0 (14 € cosh)?

0
and the second change t = tan 3 gives eventually

4L62 +o0 t2
I, = dt
T Joow (L)1 +e+(1—e)t?)?
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which is computed using the residue theorem and gives . As we have seen in Proposition
we have E € [E;,£/2p) where

By =L*(=p +/p* +&/L?),

Differentiating
E

J = N1y J=I1,+14>L
shows that J(E) is a strictly increasing bijection from E € [E,&/2p) to J € [L,+00).
The inversion needed for E(J) is elementary and gives (79).
The integrals follow from the initial conditions which had given S; = 0 and Ss = —V/A.
Expressing S in terms of the action variables gives . O
Remarks:

1. The hamiltonian is degenerate, a typical feature of SI systems.

2. The closed geodesics stem from the potential: indeed, if £ = 0 there are no ellipses
at all and since we have £ > 0 the radial component of the force derived from the potential
is attractive and given by

Er

o —
(1+pr2)?

3. The knowledge of the action-angle coordinates establishes its bi-hamiltonian struc-
ture as shown by Bogoyavlenskij [3].

Let us determine, for the classical hamiltonian Hy given by , the discrete spectrum
of its quantum extension.
3 Point spectrum for the hamiltonian on g

Using Carter quantization we have

£r?
2(1+pr?)

—

1 - 1
Hy = —3 ViogZ?oV,;+V(r)= —3 A+V(r) Vi(r) = (81)

Proposition 17 The point spectrum off{\o 15 given by

En,m:j<\/€+,02j2—pj> J=2n+|m|+1 (n,m) e NxZ, (82)

and the eigenfunctions

W (r, @) = e~ ¢/2 M2 LIml(¢) em? (=VE-2pE 1? (83)

are expressed in terms of Laguerre polynomials.
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Proof: We have to solve the eigenvalue problem

1

(Hy— E)U(r,¢) = D]

(83 + %&1 + 7‘_12 83,) U(r,¢)+ (V(r)— E)Y(r,¢) =0

for which we can take
U(r, ¢) = eim‘i’@/)(r), mel — l/D; U(r,¢) =m Y(r,¢)

The resulting radial ODE

m2

(8T2+%@T—T—2+2E—(§—2,0E)r2> W(r) =0,

upon the changes

(=VE=2E " U(r) = 2P R(Q)

gives for R the confluent hypergeometric ODE

E
VE—2pFE

Its two independent solutions are denoted in [1] as ®(a, ¢; ¢) and ¥(a, ¢; () and we have to
impose that the eigenfunctions are square summable i. e.

1
(R"+(c=¢R —aR=0 a=§(lm\+1— ) c=|m|+1

+o0o
/0 (1+ Q) ¢ [R(Q)? < +o0.

Taking into account the
The general solution, square integrable for ( — 04, is

m=0  R(¢)= Ay ®(ao, 1;¢) + By ¥(ag, 1;()

For ( — 400 we have

d(a,c;¢) = Ega—c e [1 + 0 (1)}

I'(a) ¢
and the exponential increase destroys the square summability. This can be avoided iff the
parameter a = —n with n € N since then ® reduces to a polynomial.

This gives [

~ E
J=———=2n+|m|+1 neN meZ

VE—2pFE

Squaring produces a second degree equation for E giving the expected spectrum (82)).

3The similarity of this quantum relation with the classical relation is really striking.
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The relations

n+ |m|

-1
ol + 10 = (") U LMQ w0 = L0 nen
give for the eigenfunctions. [

Let us point out that the result obtained here for the energies agrees with the result
obtained in [2] for N = 2. In this reference the authors obtained the quantum energies
using for separation variables the cartesian coordinates (x1, z3). This reflects the superin-
tegrability of this system which allows separation of variables for several different choices
of coordinates.

Let us observe that in [2] the quantization is done in flat space while we have quantized
in curved space. Remarkably enough both approaches lead to the same energies while, of
course, the eigenfunctions are markedly different. Let us examine the relations between
the two approaches.

Starting from formula and quantizing in flat space the authors of [2] obtained

%(1312 PB4 ) U a) = BV, m) UE) = VE-20E  (84)

which is nothing but the sum of two harmonic oscillators. So the energies and eigenfunc-

tions follow easily
E = (ny +ns+ 1)QFE) (85)

and solving this relation for £ we recover the formula up to the identification n;+nq =
n-+2|m|. The eigenfunctions are expressed in terms of Hermite polynomials which become,
using our polar coordinates

Moy no (¢, ¢) = e /2 Hy, (\/Z cos ¢) Hy, (\/Z sin @). (86)

The relation between these two bases of the Hilbert space, as shown in Appendix A, is
given for m > 0 by

2P W (C,0) = ) i (Z) - ( i _1> Hanem1(6:0)

— n—k+1
2n+m - (87)
htonam (M N kE—2n—m, —n
+ Z 1 (k—n> 2F1( k—n—i—l ,—1) Hk,2n+m—k((,¢)

k=n+1

showing that we have indeed the relation ny; + ny = 2n + m.
The relation U, ,,((, ¢) = \P27|m|(g , @) gives the corresponding formula for m < 0.

4 Action coordinates for g

In proposition we have seen that in some special cases the geodesics are bounded and
closed. This allows us to determine the action coordinates.
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Proposition 18 For the invariant torus (H = E, Py = L > 0), with p € (0,1)U (1, 400)
and & > 0, we have

I;=L I,=—L++\f—2(p—1)E—\/§—2pE Ee[&,%) (88)

and the hamiltonian exhibits again degeneracy:

H(J)—J[\/p(p—l)JQJré— (p—%) J] J=I,+1,¢€ [L,\/§>. (89)

Proof: The argument is similar to the one given for the metric go. We have again I, = L
and it remains to compute

[ ?{Pd 2/X+ P.d 1/u+\/ T QB+ -1
= — =— = — ou u— L2 ———
X on X = w A w u(l —u)

where uy, ordered as u_ < uy, are the roots of the polynomial inside the square root.
The first coordinate change

1 E+L%/2 L?
— =7r(l+ecosh) 7“:—+ / e:\/l——( o] <1

u L? E+ 12/2)?
gives
Lse* [T in? 0 E+ L%)2
I = se/ sin 50 o I _E+ />0'
7 Jo (14 ecosf)(1l+ secosb) r—1 FE—1L12%/2
Let us notice that
. VA - (E - L?/)2) 2L2(£ —2p E) ~ 0
se—1= =
E—12/2 (B — L2/2)(VA + (E — L%/2)

hence both e and se are strictly less than one.
The second coordinate change ¢ = tan(6/2) gives for final result

1

X

_ ALe’s /*"O t* dt

T Jooo L+ 1+e+ (1 —e)t?][l+ se+ (1 —se)t?]

which can be computed by the residue theorem and gives .

Differentiating this relation gives that Dg J > 0 showing that both J(E) and its inverse
E(J) are strictly increasing in their respective domains. The computation of E(.J) is easily
obtained by two successive squarings. [

Let us determine, for the classical hamiltonian H, given by , the discrete spectrum
of its quantum extension.
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5 Point spectrum for the hamiltonian on g,

Using Carter quantization we have

¢ sinh® y
2(1 + p sinh? x)

=5 A+ V() Vix) = £>0. (90)

An elegant approach was used in [2] to determine the spectrum of PAIO. As we will see it
works also for H.

5.1 Spectral analysis

The basic idea is to find coordinates for which the radial Schrodinger operator takes the
form

-5 TV(@Q) (91)

and then use some results given in [7].
The coordinate (), defined as the coordinate conjugate to

cosh(x)

1+ p sinh® y

= P,

is given byﬁ

QW = [ Rk (92

coshu

From which we deduce that the application y — @ is a strictly increasing C'*° diffeomor-
phism of (0, +00) into itself with

Q(x) = x +O(x*) Q(+00) = +00.

After the factoring ¥ (x, ¢) = 1¥(x) €™ the ODE for v (x) becomes

B cosh? W+
2(1 + p sinh* )

tanhxw’) + Vi =Eq. (93)

Since we have for the norm

—+o00
JiP o [ i psink? xtanb o (0 dQ
0

we will define
+oo
¥(x) = (tanhx) (1 + psinh® ) "V R(x) = ||¥| O</ IR(Q)?dQ  (94)
0

where R = Roy.

41t is possible to express @ in terms of elementary functions but this is not useful.
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Transforming the ODE in one obtains

1 &R ~ ~
5 <—rcy+vm(Q) R) =FR Vm:UmOX (95)

with the potential

m? —1/4 + 1/4sinh® x (1 —p)[2+ (1 —3p)sinh? x — 4p sinh* x]

Un(x) = +2V(x) — :
) tanh® x(1 + p sinh? y) ) 4 (1 + p sinh? y)3
(96)
So we have to consider the formally symmetric operator
d2

in the Hilbert space L?*(R,). Let us prove:

Proposition 19 For all m € Z there is a unique self-adjoint (s.a.) extension of T,
having for spectrum

Oess(Tm) = [a, +00) 0dise(Tm) C [0, a) (98)

where

¢ ~ 1

a= lim V,(Q) §=¢+ 1 £>0. (99)

Q—+o00 - %
Proof: The potential is C*° on R, and we have for @) — 0+:

m? —1/4
Vin(Q) = 0 + O(1). (100)
Let us define (m? — 1/4)
m [—
Win(Q) = V(@) — ¢ (101)
which is continuous, bounded and vanishes for ) — +o00 hence W,,,(Q) I defines a compact
operator on L?(R,). We may write

> (m*—1/4)
T =tm+ (Wpn+a)l tm = oL + 0 (102)
where the operator ¢, is known as a Calogero hamiltonian which has been thoroughly
analyzed in [7][p. 248] where the following results were proved:

1. The s.a. extension of ¢, (hence for T,,) is unique for m # 0. This is not true
for m = 0, since the defect indices are (1,1): there is a one parametric U(1) family of
self-adjoint extensions.

2. The essential spectrum (simple and continuous) is:

Vm e Z: Oess(tm) = [0, +00). (103)
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Adding a compact operator does not change the essential spectrum so we have
Oess(Tim) = Ocss(tm +al+ Wy 1) = 0ess(tm + al) = [a, +00). (104)

For the spectrum positivity some care is needed. For m # 0 the formal positivity
implies the true positivity of its unique s.a. extension. This is no longer true for m = 0
because we have a one parameter U(1) family of s.a. extensions [7][p. 458] with the
following boundary condition at ) — 0+:

Ry(Q) = 0[\/6 In(ko@Q) cos A + \/Qsin A] +OQ¥? Q) I\ < g
hence for x — 0+:
Ua(x) = C[ln(k‘ox) cos A + sin )\} + O(xIny).

We will choose the Friedrichs extension (for |A\| = 7/2) with no logarithm and positive
spectrum. All the other extensions have a negative mass.

Hence we will have, for our choice of s.a. extension, that o(t,,) C R* and the positivity
of W,,I implies o(7,,,) C R*. So we conclude that ogise(Trn) = 0(Tn)\Cess(Tim) C [0,a) for
allmez. O

Remark: the spectral analysis developed here for H, would be exactly the same as for

Hj and refines the results obtained in [2]. It explains also the apparent degeneracy for Hy

of the eigenfunction with m = 0: it is related to the non-uniqueness of the s.a. extensions.
Let us determine the explicit form of the point spectrum for H.,.

5.2 The point spectrum

Proposition 20 The point spectrum of ﬁ+ 1S given by

En,m:J[\/§+p(p—1)f2—(p—1/2)]], J=2n+|m|+1, §:§+i. (105)

where J is constrained by J < &/p, hence there is a finite number of energy levels. The
etgenfunctions

T, (x, @) = (tanh x)I™ (cosh x) Ve Pé'mhﬁ)(l —2tanh? y) e §=£—2pE, (106)
are expressed in terms of the Jacobi polynomaials.

Proof: Omitting the intermediate steps already explained when dealing with ﬁ() and
switching to the variable u = tanh?® y, the radial ODE

4u(1 — u)? 0" 4+ 2u(1 — u)(2 — 3u)V + (cu® + 2B u — m*(1 — u))¥ =0
is solved by the change of function

U(u) = ™21 — W) VHVIR R §=E6-2pE  £=¢+ i
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The resulting ODE for R is solved by the hypergeometric function
1
JFi(a_,ay;|m| + 1;u) ai:§(|ml+1+\/5:i: VA)
where B
A=¢=2(p—1)E.

The square-summability of the wave function requires now

/0(1—u+pu)%du<+oo.

For u — 0+ and m # 0 the second solution of the hypergeometric ODE has for behavior
R(u) = u~I™/2 which must be rejected. This is not the case for m = 0 since then the
second linearly independent solution [

o Fy ( a_,la,+ ;u) Inu+...

exhibits just a harmless logarithmic singularity. However , as explained in section 5.1, we
consider the s.a. extension with no logarithm and this function must be rejected.
For u — 1— the key relation (see [1][vol. 1, p. 108]) is

a_7a+' o a—, a4 1
2F1( m| +1 “) —A2F1(a_—|—a+—|m| 1 “)*

_ Im|+1—a——ay |m‘ +1- a—, ’m‘ +1- ay | .
+B(1 U’) 2F1< ‘m|+2_a__a+ 7]. u

where
(] + DTl +1—a_—ay) o Dml + Do +a, —jm| 1)

- T(Iml+1—a)T(jm|+1—ay) I(a-)T(ay)

It shows that the first term is smooth while the second one gives for equivalent

W (u)]*

~ _o\1/4—/5/2 W R2(1 _ ,\—1-V6
R(u) ~ B (1 —u) — A=) B*(1 —u)
which is never integrable, except if B = 0. This implies that we must have either a, = —n
for n € N, which is excluded since a, is positive, or a_ = —n which boils down to

f52n+|m|+1:\/Z—\/S:\/g—z(p—l)E—\/g—sz Ee(O,%).

Since the right hand side is an increasing bijection which maps

Ee(O,%) — Je€ (0, 5/,0) = J <\/€/p

>The dots just involve an entire function irrelevant for our argument.
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giving the required constraint. The inverse function expressing the energy in terms of J
was already obtained in Proposition [18]
The eigenfunctions obtained can be written

(tanh x)™ (cosh X>_1/2_¢g o Fy < T Tﬂ‘:ﬂLﬁ L+ V3 : tanh? X) eme

and using the relation with Jacobi polynomials given in [I][p. 170] we obtain, up to an
irrelevant factor, the relation (106). O

The results obtained here are in perfect agreement with the spectral analysis developed
in section (5.1).

6 Conclusion

Let us conclude with the following remarks:

1. We have checked that Koenigs derivation of his SI metrics and the derivation from
the framework laid down by Matveev and Shevchishin are in perfect agreement. This last
approach leads, in our opinion, to a more elegant classification involving only three cases:
the trigonometric, hyperbolic and affine ones.

2. In the hyperbolic case, as first observed in [§], closed geodesics do appear but only
for very special values of the parameters.

3. The disappointing fact is that all the globally defined systems live on non-compact
manifolds, namely R? or H2. This lack of compact manifolds led Matveev and Shevchishin
[14] to look for generalizations with one linear and two cubic rather than quadratic in-
tegrals. As shown in [I8] one obtains cubically SI systems defined on a closed manifold,
namely S?. In this case a direct analysis [21] proves that the metrics are Zoll i. e. all the
geodesics are closed for all the values taken by the parameters.

A more abstract proof, not relying on the detailed form of the metrics but taking into
account the cubic integrals allowed Kiyohara [I1] to give a different proof of the fact that
the metrics must be Zoll.

Another peculiarity of cubically SI models, at variance with Koenigs models, is that no
potential is possible [13].

4. Among all of the Koenigs models the one given by equation (36| in Subsection 3.1
is somewhat special. Its hamiltonian

:—2(1+pr2)<Pf—l—P§—l—§r2> r? = a? + a}

was generalized quite recently by Ranada [16] to

~ 1 kv ko
Hik=—-pa?==h+— | =+ =
(== =9 = (33
still quadratically SI but not globally defined since the new potential is singular at the
origin.
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5. As shown in [19], the same hamiltonian with a different potential:
(=2plxy+m)

2(1+pr?) (107)
Q=2HL;+1 P,

H=h+

gives a cubically integrable system.
6. Changing again the potential, as shown in [20], we have

(—pk(z?+22)—2plzy +m)
2(1+pr?) (108)
Q=2HL3+kL3+2l P, Ly + > 3.

H=h+

which is a quartically integrable system. Quite unexpectedly the same metric, globally
defined on M = R?, when subjected to a change of its potential, may lead either to SI or
to integrable systems with integrals of various degrees in the momenta. Is this phenomenon
commonplace or exceptional?

Acknowledgements: We would like to thank Philippe Briet for his kind help with the
spectral analysis of Section 5.1.

A Relation between two bases

The two bases ¥, ,, and H,, n, are defined in relations and . Since they are
orthogonal we must have the expansion

Unm(C0) = D i Hoyny(C,0), (A1)
ni,n2>0
where the coefficients, using an orthogonality relation, are given by

onitna . n1 ng __ /+Oo o Hm n2(c (b)

ny!ng!

Uim(C, @) dC dop. (A.2)

Using the generating function of the Hermite polynomials

)\n
Dy Halr) = e (A3)
n>0
we will compute
S = Z AT 2 Qe e (A.4)
ni,n2>0
given by
et [T cemippimigy [T gimo 2avEeos o+auyCoing 99
S=e M 7H e S¢™ELM(C) e K 2—d§. (A.5)
0 0 T
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The ¢ integral, setting z = €'®, becomes

1 dz M A=)V 2+ (AFip)V/C/ 2 (A.6)

2mi z
where the contour is the circle of radius one. The residue theorem gives, for m > 0:

)k+m

A—i)F N+
5oy km(w

A2 2 +oo i
—ATTH - myrm
! Et+m) /0 e ML (C) dC. (A7)

k>0

This integral is computed using the Rodrigues formula for Laguerre polynomials and one
obtains

0 k<n-1
e —Crk+mrm
|eemoa=3 e (A38)
0 k>n
(k—n)l nl -
and the remaining sum does factorize to
A—ap)"
S = % (A + ip)™ (A.9)

Its value for m < 0 is merely obtained by complex conjugation.
We need to expand this function in powers of A and p. The binomial theorem gives

m+n n
1 Q — k1 [ T m+n )\k—f—l 2n+m—(k+1) Al
n!S Z Z i ( l) ( i 1 (A.10)

k=0 =0

and the change of summation index [ = v — k, followed by an interchange of the summa-
tions, allows to write S = S; + 55 with

- VT \V n+m-—v - m+n n
S ST (0)

v=0 k=0

2n4m n N " (A.11)
s 5 e eSS a0 (1)
v=n+1 k=0
It is convenient to use Pochammer symbols defined by
(a)o=1 (a)p,=ala+1)---(a+n—-1) n>1
and the identities
b= (D kS =R (A1)

to get

S0 (M) = O me e e



This last sum, expressed with Gauss hypergeometric function [I][vol. 1, p. 56], gives

eventually
& wam [T —Vv,—m—-n v n+m—v
The computation of S5 is similar. The relation
i m+n m+n\ (v —2n—m)
—1)"* = (-1 Al
(=1) (V—n—l—k:) ( )<y—n) (v—n+1) (A.15)
gives
& +n n m—+n v—2n—m,—n
—pynk (™ = (—1)" F |
k:O( ) <I/—n+k><n—l> ( )<I/—n)2 1( v—n-+1 ’ )
(A.16)

from which we conclude to

vV—n v—n-+1

2n+m
n SQ _ Z Z~1/+2n+m (m + n) N ( v—2n—m,—n ;_1) \Y /L2n+mfz/. (Al?)

v=n+1

Having computed S = S; + S3 and comparing the powers of A and p with (A.4) ends up
the proof of (87). O
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