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Abstract

I show that Lamb-Retherford experiment can be fully described within the framework of
classical field theory without using concepts such as the discrete states of the atom and jump-like
electron transitions between them. The rate of stimulated decay of the metastable state of a
hydrogen atom in an external periodic electric field is determined. The dependence of this rate
on the frequency and amplitude of the external electric field, as well as on the parameters of the
atom, has been obtained. It is shown that the maximum value of the stimulated decay rate of the
metastable state of a hydrogen atom is achieved at an external electric field frequency equal to
the frequency shift corresponding to either the fine structure of the hydrogen atom or the Lamb
shift.
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process, nonlinear Schrédinger equation.

1. Introduction

The experiment of Lamb and Retherford [1] is considered one of the most elegant experiments in
the history of physics.

Using the microwave stimulation of excited hydrogen atoms, Lamb and Retherford were able to
observe transitions between the levels 2s, ,, — 2p,/, and 2s, ,, — 2p3,, Which are degenerate in
accordance with the Schrodinger equation.

These experiments made it possible to discover a phenomenon such as the Lamb shift, and
guantitatively investigate the fine structure of the spectral lines of the hydrogen atom.

In particular, the frequency separation for the fine structure 2s,,, — 2p5,,, was found to be
10949 MHz. For the Lamb shift, Lamb and Retherford found in 1947 that the 2s,,, level lies
above the 2p, /, level by an amount of about 1000 MHz [1]. Further experiments carried out by
Lamb and his collaborators [2-6] gave the very precise value (1057.77+0.10) MHz for this
frequency difference. This value is about one-tenth of the fine structure splitting of the n = 2

term.



The experimental method of Lamb and Retherford is based on the fact that the 2s,,, level is
metastable. Indeed, the spontaneous electric dipole transition from the state 2s,,, to the ground
state 1s,/, is forbidden by the selection rule Al = +1. The most probable decay mechanism of
the 2s, /, state is a quadrupole emission (so-called two-photon emission), with lifetime of 1/7 s.
Thus, in the absence of perturbations, the lifetime of the 2s, /, state is very long compared to that
of the 2p states, which is about 1.6x10”° s. In the apparatus of Lamb and Retherford, a beam of
atomic hydrogen containing atoms excited to the metastable 2s,,, state was produced by first
dissociating molecular hydrogen in a tungsten oven (at a temperature of 2500 K where the
dissociation is about 64 per cent complete), selecting a jet of atoms by means of slit, and
bombarding this jet with a beam of electrons having a Kinetic energy somewhat larger than 10.2
eV, which is the threshold energy for excitation of the n = 2 levels of atomic hydrogen [7]. As a
result, a small fraction of hydrogen atoms (about one in 10%) was excited to the 25172, 2p1/, and
2ps3/, states. The average velocity of the atomic beam was about 8x10° m/s. Because of their
long lifetime, the atoms excited to the metastable 2s, /, state could easy reach a detector placed
at a distance of about 10 cm from the region where they were produced. On the other hand the
atoms which were excited in the 2p, ,, or 2p3 , states quickly decayed to the ground state 1s, /,
in 1.6x10 s, moving only about 1.3x10™° cm in that time, so they could not reach the detector.
This detector was a tungsten foil, from which the atoms in the metastable state 2s, ,, could eject
electrons by giving up their excitation energy. Atoms in the ground state cannot produce
electronic current; because of this the measured electronic current was proportional to the
number of metastable atoms reaching the detector. The beam containing the metastable 2s, /,
atoms was passed through an “interaction region” in which a microwave field of proper
frequency was applied. Under action of microwave field, the metastable atoms underwent
induced transitions to the 2p, ,, or 2p3 , states, and quickly decayed to the ground state 1s, /, in
which they could not be detected. As a result, it was observed a reduction of the number of
metastable (2s,,,) atoms registered by the detector at the (resonant) microwave frequencies
corresponding to the frequencies of the 2s,,, — 2p;/, and 2s,,, — 2p3,, transitions. In the
“interaction region” the atomic beam also passed in a variable magnetic field. This field was
used by Lamb and Retherford not only to separate the Zeeman components of the 2s, /5, 2p,/,
and 2p;/, levels, but also to reduce the probability of fortuitious disintegration of the 2s, /, state
due to Stark effect mixing of the 2s, /, and the 2p levels caused by perturbing fields. Moreover,

the use of a variable external magnetic field has made it possible to avoid the difficulty of
producing a microwave field with a variable frequency but a constant microwave power. Instead,

Lamb and Retherford could operate at a fixed frequency of the microwave field and obtained the



passage through the resonance by varying the magnetic field. The resonance frequency for zero
magnetic field was found by extrapolation.

The explanation of the Lamb-Retherford experiment is usually based on the concepts traditional
for quantum mechanics about the existence of discrete energy levels of an atom and jump-like
transitions of electrons between them, as well as on the existence of forbidden transitions.

At the same time, it was shown in [8-11] that all the basic properties of the hydrogen atom can
be easily explained within the framework of classical field theory if the electron is considered
not as a particle which has the properties unusual from the classical point of view but as an
actual classical field described by the wave function W. From this point of view, the Dirac
equation and its reduced forms (the Pauli, Schrodinger and Klein-Gordon equations) are field
equations for the electron field W, just as the Maxwell equations are field equations for the
classical electromagnetic field.

This point of view fully agrees with the classical concepts of fields and particles and does not
require the postulating of any special “quantum”, nonclassical properties of the electromagnetic
field and the “electron” [8-14].

In particular, as shown in [9], from this point of view, the hydrogen atom can be regarded as a
classical open volume resonator in which the electron wave is held due to “total internal
reflection”, while the Coulomb field of the proton plays the role of the dielectric medium. The
electron wave in a hydrogen atom is a completely classical continuous (not quantized) field,
analogous to a classical electromagnetic field, and does not reduce to any particles or quanta.
Unusual in comparison with the classical electromagnetic field is that the electron wave has an
electric charge, its own intrinsic angular momentum and the associated intrinsic magnetic
moment, continuously distributed in space [8]. The last two properties of an electron wave form
what is called a spin in quantum mechanics [8]. Similar to any classical resonator, the hydrogen
atom has eigenmodes and the corresponding eigenfrequencies w,, of the electron wave, which
are, respectively, eigenfunctions and eigenvalues of the linear Schrodinger (Dirac, Pauli, Klein-
Gordon) equation. Using such representations, it was shown in [9] that the spontaneous emission
of a hydrogen atom has a simple classical physical meaning, and is associated with the
oscillations of the distributed electric charge of the electron wave. If the electron wave is in only
one eigenmode (the pure state of the atom), it has a stationary electric charge distribution and,
according to classical electrodynamics, does not emit electromagnetic waves. In quantum
mechanics this is called the stationary state of the atom. If several eigenmodes are excited
simultaneously in a hydrogen atom (mixed state of the atom), oscillations of the distributed
electric charge of the electron wave arise, which according to classical electrodynamics leads to

the emission of electromagnetic waves, and the frequencies of the emitted electromagnetic waves



are equal to the difference between the eigenfrequencies of the excited modes of the electron
wave in the hydrogen atom.

As shown in [9], such a point of view allows giving a noncontradictory classical description of
the spontaneous emission of an atom and to obtain in a natural way many of the dependencies
traditionally derived in the framework of quantum electrodynamics. In particular, this theory
provides a natural explanation for the selection rule and the existence of so-called “forbidden”
transitions; these conclusions are a natural consequence of classical electrodynamics.

In the traditional interpretation of quantum mechanics, spontaneous emission is associated with
jump-like quantum transitions of an electron between discrete levels n and k.

According to theory [8-11], no jump-like transitions occur; on the contrary, there is a continuous
flow of electric charge from the excited mode n into the excited mode k (hereinafter it is
assumed that w, > wy), accompanied by continuous spontaneous emission of electromagnetic
waves. Thus, an electron wave can be simultaneously in two or more excited modes, but in this
case it will spontaneously and continuously “flow” into mode with a lower eigenfrequency if this
transition is not forbidden by the selection rule.

In those cases when the electric dipole moment of an electron wave, which is in a mixed state,
remains constant, the electric dipole spontaneous emission of the atom does not occur; this is a
trivial consequence of classical electrodynamics. In quantum mechanics, this is traditionally
interpreted as “forbidden transitions”.

Note that in the absence of electric dipole spontaneous emission, multipole (for example,
quadrupole) and magnetic dipole (associated with both “orbital motion” and spin) emissions can
occur, which, however, have a significantly lower intensity in comparison with electric dipole
emission, and, therefore, lead to a slower loss of energy.

In the traditional interpretation of quantum mechanics, there is the problem of explaining the
reason for the spontaneous transition: what makes an atom which is in a stationary excited state
go into another stationary state with a lower energy level? The linear Schrodinger (Dirac, Pauli,
Klein-Gordon) equation does not give an answer to this question, because it cannot describe the
spontaneous transition. For this reason, an additional hypothesis that the spontaneous transition
is associated with the impact of zero-point fluctuations on the electron, which “swing” the
electron (so-called zitterbewegung) and cause it to “jump” into a stationary state with lower
energy is introduced in quantum mechanics.

Within the framework of the theory [8-11], there are no problems with the explanation of the
spontaneous transition, which is a trivial consequence of classical electrodynamics, as a result of
the inverse action of the self-radiation field on atom. The taking into account the self-radiation
field leads to the appearance of nonlinear terms in the Schrodinger equation, which describe the



change in the structure of the hydrogen atom in the process of spontaneous emission [9].
In this paper we show that Lamb-Retherford experiments can also be fully described in the
framework of classical field theory [8-11] without using the representations about discrete states
of the atom and jump-like electron transitions between them.

From the point of view of the theory [8-11], the Lamb-Retherford experiment has a simple
classical explanation. Suppose that three eigenmodes are simultaneously excited in the hydrogen
atom, for example, 1s; /5, 25,5 and 2p, /,, which corresponds to the experiment for determining
the Lamb shift. The mixed state of an atom with two excited modes 2p,,, and 2s,/, is
nonstationary, but the lifetime of this state is very long (of the order of several years) because of
the very small difference in frequencies of the modes 2p,,, and 2s,/, (the rate of relaxation of
mixed state is proportional to the third power of the frequency difference). According to classical
electrodynamics, there is no electric dipole emission if an atom is in the mixed state with two
excited modes 2s, /, and 1s, /,, since the electric dipole moment in this state is constant [9-11].
The mixed state of an atom with two excited modes 2p,,, and 2s,,, is nonstationary, but the
lifetime of this state is very long (of the order of several years) because of the very small
difference in frequencies of the modes 2p, ,, and 2s;,, (the rate of relaxation of mixed state is
proportional to the third power of the frequency difference). According to classical
electrodynamics, there is no electric dipole emission if an atom is in the mixed state with two
excited modes 2s,,, and 1s;,, since the electric dipole moment in this state is constant [9-11].
If the atom for some reason is in a mixed state with two excited modes 254, and 1s, , it will
slowly decay to the ground state due to quadrupole radiation during ~ 1/7 s. The mixed state with
two excited modes 2p,,, and 1s,,, is nonstationary with a very short lifetime ~1.6x107 s.
Because of this, if for some reason the 2p, ,, mode will turn out to be even weakly excited (in
the Lamb-Retherford experiments, the ground mode 1s,,, is always excited), then a rapid
spontaneous flow of the electron wave (and its electric charge) from this mode into the ground
mode 1s;,, will begin. As a result, the 2p,,, mode will “empty” in a time of the order of
1.6x107 s, i.e. almost instantaneously in comparison with the lifetime of the mixed state
(25125 1512).

At the same time, if an atom that is in a mixed state with two excited modes 2s;,, and 1s;/, is
placed in an alternating electric field oscillating with a frequency equal to the difference of the
eigenfrequencies of the 2p,,, and 2s, ,, the induced flow of the electron wave from the 2s,,
mode into the 2p, ,, mode will begin, from which it quickly and spontaneously will flow into the
ground mode 1s,/,. A similar process will occur if such an atom is placed in an alternating

electric field that oscillates with a frequency equal to the difference between the



eigenfrequencies of the 2p;,, and 2s,,, modes. In this case, the induced flow of the electron
wave from the 2s,,, mode into the 2p;,, mode will begin, from which it quickly spontaneously
will flow into the ground mode 1s,/,. This was realized in the Lamb-Retherford experiments.

The theory [8-12] allows quantitatively describing the Lamb-Retherford experiments.
2. Description of the Lamb shift by the Dirac equation

The hydrogen atom is described by the Dirac equation

ihS = Ap¥ (1)
where W is the bispinor; the operator H;, includes both the electrostatic field of the nucleus and
the external electromagnetic field in which the atom can be located.
The Dirac equation (1) in the absence of an external electromagnetic field removes the
degeneracy associated with the fine structure of the spectral lines, but does not remove the
degeneracy associated with the Lamb shift [15]. For example, according to equation (1), the
frequencies of eigenmodes 2s, /, and 2p, /, coincide, although in reality they differ by ~ 1057.85
MHz (Lamb shift). As is known, the Lamb shift is calculated in the framework of quantum
electrodynamics as a radiation correction, but formally it can be described by the Dirac equation
if we add to it the term V¥ describing some additional effect that removes the last degeneracy of
the eigenmodes of the hydrogen atom:

ih = Hp¥ + 7 @)
In order for the modified Dirac equation (2) to have stationary solutions
Y(t,r) = u,(r) exp(—iw,t), the operator ¥ must satisfy the condition V[u, exp(—iw,t)] =
exp(—iw,t) V,u,, where ¥, is the operator acting on the spatial coordinates and on the spinor
indices.
Thus, with the appropriate choice of the operator V},, the stationary modified Dirac equation

hwntty = Hju, + Vruty (3)
will have correct eigenvalues w,, (including the fine structure and Lamb shift), where HJ is the
Dirac’s Hamiltonian of the hydrogen atom in the absence of an external field, while the term VW
(and, respectively, V,u,) can be considered as a small perturbation.
Here we will not discuss the nature of the additional impact on the atom, which is described by
the operator ¥ (this is planned in the next papers in the framework of the theory [8-11]); we

assume that it is known and gives the correct values of the eigenfrequencies for all eigenmodes



of the hydrogen atom, including the Lamb shift, in particular, it removes the degeneracy of the
2541/, and 2p4 /, modes.

Then in an external field the hydrogen atom will be completely described by the equation (2)
with the corresponding operator V7. Because of the smallness of the action described by the
operator 7 (which can be regarded as a small perturbation), one can neglect the influence of the
external field (which can also be regarded as a small perturbation) on the operator V. In other
words, the operator ¥ can be considered the same, both in the absence of an external field, and in
its presence.

As we show below, it is sufficient to use the long-wave [8] (or, as it is customary,
nonrelativistic) approximation of equation (2) to describe the Lamb-Retherford experiment.

We write equation (2) in the long-wave approximation, preserving such effects as the fine
structure of the spectral lines and the Lamb shift. In this case, we follow the style of presentation
[15].

The wave function (bispinor) in the long-wave approximation can be represented in the form

W= (1/) exp(—iwet))

= exp(—iwt) @

2
where w, = %; m, IS the electron mass; iy and y are the spinors.

In this case, the electric charge density of an electron wave in a hydrogen atom can be written in
the form

p=—eV¥=—e@y+xx) (®)
We consider the standard representation of the wave function, which is usual in such cases, for
which, in the long-wave approximation, y <« vy [15].

The transition to the long-wave approximation from the mathematical point of view means, in
2
fact, the expansion of the wave function W in a series in the small parameter a = % « 1, which

is a fine-structure constant. In this case, ¥ = ¥y + ay; + a?yP, + - x = ay, + ay, + -
In the first (Schrodinger) long-wave approximation, only terms of not higher than first order in «

remain. In this case

G(%V+%A)l[), (6)

the electric charge density of an electron wave in a hydrogen atom is determined by the

1
X =

2mec

Schrodinger expression

p = —elp|? (7)

while equation (2) reduces to the Pauli equation

.3 0 =
lha_lf = Hspyp ©))



with respect to the spinor ¥, where

Agp =L(§V+§A)2 ~ 4

2me \i

oH 9

is the Schrodinger-Pauli Hamiltonian (e > 0).
In the next (post-Schrédinger) approximation, the terms in the expansion of the wave function,
of the order of a?, are taken into account. In this case, the density of the electric charge of the

electron wave in the hydrogen atom (5), with allowance for (6), can be written in the form [15]
hZ
p=—e (|l/)|2 +W|GV¢|2) (10)
This expression differs from Schrodinger’s one (7).

At the same time, instead of the function 1, another two-component function can be introduced
[15]

h2 h2
s = (1- gz 8) ¥, ¥ =(1+5mm0) s (11)
such that in the post- Schrodinger approximation under consideration the integral
hZ
Jlbs2av = [ (11 + 5z loVyI? ) @V = 1 (12)

persists in time. Then, for the electric charge density of an electron wave in a hydrogen atom, we

can write
p = —elys|? (13)
Function 1y satisfies the equation [15]
., 0 = =
ih 25 = (Hgp + U ) (14)
where
- h* 2_.eh2 en? .
U= — A —i p— o[EV] + p—— divE (15)

E is the electric field strength (both the electrostatic field of the proton and the external field).
The operator (15) describes the fine structure of the spectral lines of the hydrogen atom [15]. It is
a small perturbation to the Schrodinger-Pauli Hamiltonian (9). If the external field in which the
hydrogen atom is located is also a small perturbation (as is the case in the Lamb-Retherford
experiments), then in the operator (15), it can be ignored, because it will give effects of a higher
order which are of no interest to us in this work. For this reason, only the electrostatic field of the
proton should be considered in operator (15), and it can be considered the same both in the
absence of an external field and in its presence, similarly to the operator V.
Let us consider the result of the action of the operator ¥ in the post- Schrodinger long-wave
approximation. To do this, we write it in the form

P (V V) (16)
V21 V22



where ¥ ; are the corresponding operators.
In the approximation under consideration, equation (2) with allowance for equations (6) and (11)

can be written in the form

) ~ ~
ih 25 = (Hep + 0 + W)s (17)

where we introduced the operator

. ~ L1 A h?

W = [V11 - l_Zmec VIZ (GV)] (1 + _8m§cz A) (18)
If the hydrogen atom is in an external electric field E = —V®, A = 0, where & is the scalar
potential of the external field, then it is described by the equation (17), (18), which takes the

form (hereinafter, the index “S” of the function ¥ will be omitted, this should not cause

confusion, since we will use only the function )

. 0P 1 e? ~ -
ih=(-——A-S -0+ T+W)y (19)

2me T
3. Eigenmodes of the hydrogen atom

In the absence of an external field (® = 0), the solution of equation (19) can be written in the

form

Y(t,1) = Xy Crun (1) exp(—iwnt) (20)
where

u

y (1) = (3,7) = s Busws (1) (21)

are the two-component functions;
a
Bns = (b:_j) (22)

are the two-component parameters; c, are the complex parameters; w, are the frequency;

functions w, (r) are eigenfunctions of the stationary Schrodinger equation

hw,(lo)wn = (—Z—;eA — ?) Wy, (23)
a),(lo) are the eigenvalues of the equation (23). For some n, the eigenvalues w,(f) coincide
(degenerate modes).

The eigenfunctions w,, (r) form an orthonormal system:
J wrn(©)wi(r)dr = 8y (24)
Two-component parameters B, satisfy the condition
25 BnsBis = Ls(ansis + bnsbis) = Sk (25)

Taking into account (24) and (25), it is clear that the functions u, (r) also form an orthonormal

system:



Jun@ug(dr = [uy 1 (Dug (0Ddr + [ uy 2(Dug o (1)dr = G (26)
Since the function (20) must satisfy the normalization condition (12), then, using (26), we obtain

ancnlz =1 (27)
Substituting equation (20) into equation (19) for & = 0, we obtain

Zn Cphwpuy (l‘) eXp(_iwnt) =

(— La- er—z) Y Cnun (1) exp(—iwnt) + X cp exXp(—iwyt) (U + I/T/)un(r) (28)

2me

Here it is taken into account that
(T + W) [cpun (r) exp(—iw,t)] = ¢ exp(—iwnt) (T + W)u,(r) (29)
Assuming that all the frequencies w,, are different (there is no degeneracy, since the last

degeneracy is removed by the action of V&), we obtain

honttn(®) = (= =8 = ), (1) + (T + W)y () (30)

2m,

Taking into account equations (21) and (23), one obtains
%5 Bash(wn — 0{IWs(1) = X B (T + W)ws (r) (31)

Multiplying equation (31) by wy (1), and integrating over the whole space, taking into account
equation (24), we obtain

h(w, — w}EO))Bnk = Zs QksBns (32)
where

Qrs = (wi| (T + W) |ws) (33)
or in expanded form,

<Wk|(f7 + W)n Ws> <Wk|(U + W)1z Ws> )
<Wk|(f7 + W)Zl WS> <Wk|(ﬁ + W)zz WS>
Then the system of equations (32) splits into two related systems of equations

R = 0 )ani = s (Qus)110ns + Qs 12bns] (35)

h(wn - C“)l(co))bnk = Zs[(ka)Zlans + (ka)zzbns] (36)
This is a system of linear homogeneous equations, and it has non-trivial solutions only if its

Qks =

determinant A is equal to zero: A= 0. From this condition we can find all the eigenfrequencies
wy, and then, at known frequencies w,, and condition (25), we can find all the parameters a,
and b, are found.

However, taking into account that the perturbations Q. to the Schrodinger equation are small,
the parameters w,, a,s and b, can be easily found explicitly using the perturbation theory.

For this purpose we introduce



0 1
By = B} + B} (37)

where
(0) 1)
© _ %k ). p@ _ [ %k
By = (b(0)>' Bny = <b(1)> (38)
nk nk
the parameters B,E(,)c) correspond to the solution of the unperturbed Schrodinger equation (i.e.

Qrs = 0), while the parameters B,(Li) are small additives related to the perturbations Q.

The condition (25) is satisfied both for the “perturbed” parameters B, and for the unperturbed
parameters B,(l(,?:

S BrY B = (39)
Taking into account equations (25), (39), and (37) in the approximation linear in the

perturbations, we obtain

So(Biy B+ BYBY) = 0 (40)
In the same approximation, equation (32) takes the form:
h(wn = 0B + B)) = Ts QusBys (41)
It follows that for those k for which 0" % »®, we obtain
Bae =0 (42)
and
Ry = 0B = Te QusBys (43)

For those k for which w1(10) = w,EO) (degenerate modes), we obtain

h(wp — 0 )BY = 3 QusBY (44)

Note that the sums (43) and (44) contain only those B,E‘;), which correspond to degenerate modes

for which 0 = & and B = 0.

Equation (44) can be written in the form

%o Qus = Alwn — 05y )BLY = 0 (45)
This is a system of linear homogeneous equations. It has non-trivial solutions only when its

determinant A is equal to zero: A= 0. From this condition all the shifts of the eigenfrequencies
(wy — w}({o)) for degenerate eigenmodes corresponding to a given n are found. After this, all

parameters B,E? for degenerate eigenmodes can be found from equations (45) with allowance for
(39).

(0) (0)

For those k for which w,” # w, "~ (non-degenerate modes), equations (43) allow immediately

finding the parameters B,(ll), and hence the parameters B,,,:



_ p@® _ ZSQkSBr(L(;)
B = Bukd = 0-0f )

In order that condition (40) be fulfilled identically (in the linear approximation), it is necessary to
take B} = 0 for those k for which »” = & ® (degenerate modes).

Thus, in the linear approximation (with respect to perturbations Q) all the coefficients B, are
uniquely determined and the orthonormal system of functions (21), (26) is constructed.

It follows that the addition of the term VW into the Dirac equation removes the last degeneracy,
and can describe the Lamb shift.

Because the goal of this paper is not to predict the Lamb shift itself, but to describe the Lamb-
Retherford experiments, we will subsequently assume that all eigenfrequencies of the hydrogen

atom w,,, determined from equation (45), are known and different.
4. Three-level atom in an oscillating classical electromagnetic field

Let the hydrogen atom be in an external alternating electric field E(t) = E, cos wt, where E,
and w are constants.
Under the action of this field, a nonstationary electric charge distribution of the electron wave
arises in the hydrogen atom [9-11], which will have a time-varying electric dipole moment

d(t) = [ rp(t, r)dr = —e [ r|p|%dr 47)
According to classical electrodynamics [16], the time-varying electric dipole moment of an

electron wave creates around the atom an electric field with strength

E, =—d (48)

3¢3
As a result, the atom will be in an alternating electric field, which is a superposition of the
external field E(t) and its self-radiation field (48). Using a gauge transformation, the vector

potential of this field can be turned to zero (A = 0), while its scalar potential is as follows [9-11]

2 s
® = —rE, cos wt — grd (49)
As a result, equation (19) takes the form
., 0 1 2 2 e~ —
lha—lfz(—EA—%+erEocoswt+3—;rd+U+W)1/J (50)
or taking into account equation (47),
., O
Lha= ( 2meA——+erE0cosa)t——r§ r|1/)|2dr+U+W)1,b (51)

Equation (50), (51) takes into account the corrections associated with the self-radiation field
(48). Without taking into account the terms describing the fine structure of the spectral lines of

the hydrogen atom and the Lamb shift, this equation was first obtained in [8].



A distinctive feature of equation (51) is that it describes not an abstract field of probabilities, but
the deterministic evolution of a single atom in time. This is due to the fact that the field ¥ is
considered actual, and the function [1|? describes the electric charge distribution of an electron
wave in a specific hydrogen atom.

As shown in [9-11], this equation allows describing completely and consistently (without any
quantization, in the framework of classical field theory) many quantum processes, including
spontaneous emission of the hydrogen atom, a change in its structure (what is traditionally called
the quantum transitions) in the process of spontaneous emission, the light-atom interaction,
thermal radiation, including the Planck formula and the so-called Einstein A-coefficient, etc. In
particular, this equation makes it possible to obtain in the framework of classical field theory (i.e.
considering only classical fields continuous in space and time) many well-known relations that
are traditionally derived in the framework of quantum electrodynamics using quantization of
both the atom itself and the radiation field.

It is further shown that equation (51), which takes into account the inverse action of the self-
radiation on the electron wave, allows completely describing the Lamb-Retherford experiment in
the framework of classical field theory without resorting to quantization of neither the atom nor
the radiation field.

The solution of equation (51) will still be sought in the form (20), but with coefficients c,
depending on the time:

P(t,1) = X ¢ (D) un(r) exp(—iw,t) (52)
where the functions u, (r) are defined by the relation (21) with two-component parameters that
satisfy the normalization condition (25), and are solutions of equations (32); thus, the functions
u,(r) form an orthonormal system according to equation (26); the frequencies w, are
eigenvalues of the system of equations (30), and the parameters ¢, (t) satisfy the normalization
condition (27), which expresses only the law of conservation of the charge of the electron wave,
which can only be redistributed between the eigenmodes of the atom [9]: the value —e|c, (t)|?
are equal to the charge of the electron wave in the mode n.

Substituting equation (52) into equation (50), taking into account equation (30), we obtain
ih Zn%un(r) exp(—iw,t) = Y cn(t) exp(—iwy,t) (EO cos wt + 32? d) eru,(r) (53)
Multiplying equation (53) by u;(r) = (u,1 un»), and integrating over the entire space with

allowance for (26), we obtain

.. den 2 el )

where

Wpp = Wy — Wi (55)



dye = diy, = —e [ 1, (D) (r)dr (56)
Taking into account equations (47), (52), (55) and (56), one can write
d = Xn Xk CkCnluk eXp(iwnit) (57)
As shown in [10], the parameters c,, vary with time much more slowly than the oscillating factor
exp(iwnit). This corresponds to the condition
|én| < {wnl (58)
at least for one pair of excited modes (n, k).
Taking equations (57) and (58) into account, we can approximately write
d = —i Y, Xy Wi CiCrrtng exp(iwnt) (59)
For the two-level atom, equations (54) and (59) were analyzed in detail in [9-11].
Let us consider the three-level atom, i.e. atom, in which only three eigenmodes (which we
conventionally denote by 1, 2 and 3) are simultaneously excited (do not confuse these numbers
with the principal quantum numbers).
For definiteness, we take
w1 < Wy < W3 (60)
where the mode 1 is always considered as the ground mode 1s,/,, while the modes 2 and 3 are

degenerate from the point of view of the Schrédinger equation, since according to the

Schrodinger equation w{” = w{”. However, taking into account high-order effects (fine

structure and Lamb shift), the eigenfrequencies w, and w5 differ from each other, although much
less than from the frequency w4, i.e.
lwsz| K w31 = wyy (61)

The goal of this paper is to calculate the Lamb-Retherford experiment itself, assuming that there
is a small frequency shift w5, between the “degenerate” eigenmodes. Therefore, in what follows
we assume that all frequencies w,,; are given.
In the case under consideration
d = iw3; {c,cidy; exp(—iwyt) — c165dy1 exp(iwyr 1)} + (w3 {cscids, exp(—iws,t) —

¢;c3d3 exp(iwg 1)} + iw3,{csc;d3, exp(—iwsyt) — cpc3ds; exp(ing, )} (62)
and equations (54) take the form

., dc
ih— =

dt

—c;1(d11Ep) cos wt — c,(d12Ep) exp(—iw,qt) cos wt — c3(d;3Eq) exp(—iws4t) cos wt —

2 eee cee . cee .
30 (01(d11d ) +C; (d12d ) exp(—iwy;t) + c3(dy3d ) exp(—iwz;t)) (63)



. dCZ
dat

—c1(d,1Ep) exp(iwyqt) cos wt — c,(dy,Eq) cos wt — c3(d,3Ey) exp(—iws,t) cos wt —

2 cee . eee cee .
303 (C1(d21d ) exp(iwy t) + ¢, (dzzd ) + ¢3(d33d ) exp(—iws,t)) (64)
[ % = —¢;(d31Ep) exp(iw31t) cos wt — c,(d3,Ep) exp(iws,t) cos wt + c3(d33Ey) cos wt —
2 eee . cee . een
308 (Cl(d31d ) exp(iws t) + Cz(dszd ) exp(iwszyt) + c3(dssd)) (65)

Substituting equation (62) into equations (63) - (65), after simple transformations (see

Appendix), we obtain

i % = —c;(dy;Ey) cos wt + %cziwglclcgldmlz + %cziwglclcg‘(d’gldn) exp(iws,t) +
;?Cﬂwglﬁcg(d;ldn) exp(—iws,t) + %Cﬂwglc1c§|d31|2 (66)
i %2 = —c,(d,Eg) cos wt — c3(d3,Eq) exp(—iws,t) cos wt — %Cﬂwﬁlczci‘ldmlz _
;?Cﬂwglcscik(dud;ﬂ exp(—iws,t) (67)
inde =

dt

—c,(d3,Ep) exp(iws,t) cos wt + c3(d33E ) cos wt — %cliwglczc{(dndzl) exp(iws,t) —
- criwdycseildy, |2 (68)
Let us consider separately the following cases.
(1) mode 1 is 1s,,; mode 2 is 254 /,; mode 3 is 2p3 ,;
dy; =d3; =0 (69)
In this case, because of condition (69), spontaneous emission at the frequency w,, corresponding
to the mixed state 1-2 (i.e., with simultaneous excitation of two eigenmodes 1 and 2) is absent
(“forbidden transition”) in full accordance with classical electrodynamics [9], while the
“transition” 2 — 3 (i.e. 251/, = 2p3,,) induced by microwave radiation, corresponds to the fine
structure of the hydrogen atom spectrum.
(i) mode 1 is 1s,,; mode 2 is 2p, /,; mode 3 is 25, 7;
d;; =d3; =0 (70)
In this case, according to classical electrodynamics, in view of condition (70), spontaneous
emission at a frequency w3, corresponding to mixed state 1-3 (i.e., with simultaneous excitation
of two eigenmodes 1 and 3) is absent (“forbidden transition”) [9], while the “transition” 3 — 2
(i.e., 2s1/, = 2py1/;) induced by the microwave radiation, corresponds to the Lamb shift.

For the case (69), the equations (66) - (68) take the form

dCl

—+ = iciby coswt + ¥3161lc3l? (71)



dC2

—, = iCby; coswt + ic3b3, exp(—iws,t) cos wt (72)
% = icyb3, exp(iwsyt) cos wt — ic3hsz cOS wt — y31¢3|c|? (73)
where
205
Ynk = % |dnk|2 (74)
. 1
bnk = bgn = 7 (d,kEp) (75)
We introduce the notation
Prn = lcnl? prx = |ckl? Prk = CnChs Pin = ciCry (76)
Obviously,
Prk = Pkn (77)
According to equation (27)
P11+ P22t p3z=1 (78)

Then from equations (71) - (73), we obtain

dpi1

ar 2Y31P11P33 (79)
d;iz = ip3, b3, exp(—iws,t) cos wt — ip3,bs, exp(iws,t) cos wt (80)
d . . . . -
553 = ip32b3; exp(iws,t) COS Wt — ip3;b3; exp(—iwsyt) cOS Wt — 2y31P11P33 (81)
dpsz

5 = (P22 = p33)b3; exp(iws,t) cos wt — ip3;(b3z + byy) COS Wt — Y31p11P32 (82)
The system of equations (71) - (73) or (79) - (82) completely describes the Lamb-Retherford
experiments with respect to the fine structure of the spectral lines of the hydrogen atom.
Taking into account the relation (78), which, as is easy to verify, is a consequence of equations
(79) - (81), we can consider a system of only three equations, for example, (79), (81) and (82) or
(79), (80 ) and (82).
Further we consider the solution of equations (79) - (82) corresponding to the case (69). We note
that for the case (70), equations (66) - (68) can also be rewritten in a form similar to equations
(71) - (73) and (79) - (82). However, all results for the case (70) can be obtained formally, using
the results obtained for the case (69). To do this, it suffices to interchange the indices 2 and 3 in
the solutions of equations (71) - (73) and (79) - (82).

5. Calculation of the Lamb-Retherford experiment

We consider an approximate solution of equations (79) - (82), which corresponds to the

conditions of the Lamb-Retherford experiments.



In the Lamb-Retherford experiments, all the eigenmodes of the hydrogen atom, except for the
ground mode, were excited weakly, which corresponds to the condition

P22, P33, P32 K p11 = 1 (83)
In this case the formal solution of equation (82) has the form

. (b3s+baz) . (bsz+byz) .
P32 = ibs, exp (—L (Siu;msm wt — y31t) fot(pzz — p33) cos wt’ exp (l %sm wt' +

Y31t + ia)32t’) dt' + cq exp (—i@

sin wt — y31t) (84)
where ¢, is an arbitrary constant.

We assume that at the initial instant of time the mode 3 was not excited (even if it was excited, it
decays to the ground state in a time of the order of 107 s), i.e., p3,(0) = 0. In this case we obtain
co = 0 and

sinwt’ +

(—i (b33+Db22) (i (b33+Db22)
w w

) . t I
p32 = ib3; exp sin wt — Y31t) fo (P22 — P33) cOs wt’ exp

Y3t + iw32t’) dt’ (85)
We note that in Lamb-Retherford experiments, to observe the effects studied, the oscillation
frequency of the external electromagnetic field w should have been close to the “transition
frequency” ws,. Therefore, in the sequel, we will only be interested in those frequencies w that
satisfy condition

lws, — 0| K w3, (86)
We consider weak external actions satisfying condition

|bas + byy|/w K 1 (87)

In this case, the function a’“’w;b“)

sin wt’| « 1 at all instants of time, while the parameter ws,t

baz+bay) . i
(bss+baa) 33:) 22) sinwt’ in the

can significantly exceed unity. This allows neglecting the function

exponents in the expression (85). In addition, we assume that the function (p,, — p33) varies
slowly in comparison with the fast oscillating function exp(iws,t). As a result, expression (85)

can be rewritten in the form

. t / ' . ’ ’
P32 = i(paz — P33)bsz exp(—ya1t) [ cos wt’ exp(ysit’ + iwspt’) dt’  (88)
After a simple integration, one obtains

exp(y31t+iwzt+iwt)—1 exp(y31t+iw32t—iwt)—1] (89)
(Y31tiwsz+iow) (Y31tiwsz—iw)

1
P3z =13 (P22 — P33)b3z exp(—y31t) [

Substituting equation (89) into equation (80), we obtain



dp 1 (expRiwt)—exp(—y3it—iwzat+iwt) = 1—exp(—y3it—iwzyt+iwt)
22 = —|b3y|*(p22 — P33) ‘{ 3132 + = 32 +
dt 4 (yz31t+iwzz+iw) (V31+iwzz—iw)

4

+

1—exp(—y3z1t+iwzt+iwt) exp(Ziwt)—exp(—]/31t+iw32t+iwt)} 1 {l—exp(—yglt—iwgzt—iwt)

(Y31-iwzz—iw) (Y31-iwzz+iw) (Y31 +iwzz +iw)

exp(—2iwt)—exp(—yz1t—iwzzt—iwt) . exp(—2iwt)—exp(—yzit+iwzt—iwt) 1—exp(—y31t+iw32t—iwt)}}(go)

(r31+iwzz—iw) (r31-iwzz—iw) (r31-iwzz+io)
Taking into account that the function p,, is assumed to be slowly varying in comparison with the
fast oscillating function exp(2iws,t), equation (90) can be averaged over times of the order of
w3z4. In this case, in view of condition (86), the exponents containing (w3, — w) must be

considered to be constant. As a result, one obtains

dpzz —
dt
1 V31 V31 (V31—iwz2) ,
—=|b3,|? — { + — exp(— t[—ex iwa,t —
2| 321°(p22 — P33) Vit (@32t @) T 7E H(waa—w)? p(—¥31t) (Va1—iwag)?+0? p(iws;
iwt) + rtion) 102 exp(—iws,t + iwt) (91)

In addition, we take into account that the mixed excited state of a hydrogen atom with two
excited modes, n = 1 and n = 3, is unstable, and the electric charge of the electron wave rapidly
leaves the mode n =3 due to flow into the ground mode n = 1. In this case, we can

approximately take

P22 — P33 = P22 (92)
As a result, equation (91) takes the form
dpzz 1 2 Y31 Y31 _ _ (Y31—iwsz) . _
a2 Ib2|"p22 {y§1+(w32+w)2 + Y21 +H(ws2—)? exp(—¥s1t) [(y31_iw32)2+w2 exp(iws,t
. __ (rs1tiwsa) o ;
iwt) o tinn) r? exp(—iws,t + La)t)]} (93)
The solution of equation (93) is as follows
P22 =
_1 2 Y31l Y31t _
pZZ(O) exp 2 |b32| y§1+(w32+w)2 + y§1+(w32_w)2
(V31+w3s) c s
exp(—y31t) sinfi(ws, — w)t 9
\][(V321+w§2)2+2“’2(Y§1_w§2)+w4][V§1+(w32_w)2] p(=¥a1t) [i(@s, )] (4)

Calculations show that the function of time in the exponent is close to linear, and with sufficient

accuracy one can write

b 2
paz = pa(0) exp {~ T2 A (95)

where



- VY3 - Y3 _ (96)
Y31+ (W32 +w) Y31+ (W32~ w)

Thus, under the action of an external periodic electric field, an irreversible induced flow of

electron wave from the metastable mode n = 2 into the unstable rapidly decaying mode n = 3

occurs.

Dependences of the nondimensional decrement A on the nondimensional frequency w/y5; of the

external field for different values of the nondimensional “transition frequency” ws,/y3, are

shown in Fig. 1.
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Fig. 1. (Colour online) Dependences of the nondimensional decrement A on the nondimensional

frequency w/y3; of the external field for different values of the nondimensional “transition

frequency” ws,/Y31.
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ol 3

Fig. 2. (Colour online) Dependence of frequency wy,.x, at which the maximum of the damping
decrement A is reached, on the nondimensional “transition frequency” ws,/¥31-



As follows from Fig. 1, when w3, /y31 > 1, the dependence of the decrement A on the frequency
w of the external field has a pronounced maximum. The frequency wy,.x at which this maximum

is reached is determined by the relation

Whax = — (V51 + w3,) \/(V321 + w3,)? + 205,35, — Va1 + 303, (97)
The dependence of the nondimensional frequency wpax/ws, On the parameter ws,/y3, IS
shown in Fig. 2.
It is seen that for ws,/y3; < 0.575 the maximum of the decrement A is observed at w = 0, and
at 0.57 < w3, /y31 < 1.5 the frequency wy.x is less than the “transition frequency” ws, and
rapidly decreases to zero with decrease in the parameter ws;,/y3:. And only at ws,/y3; > 1.5
with sufficient accuracy one can consider that wy,,x = w35, and the larger the ratio ws,/y3; the
more exactly. In particular, for the shift of the eigenfrequencies corresponding to the fine
structure of the spectral line 254/, — 2p3/, of the hydrogen atom, w3, /y3; = 200, while for the
Lamb shift of the 2s;/, and 2py/, levels in the hydrogen atom, ws;,/y.; = 21. Thus, in both cases
the condition wy,,x = w3, is fulfilled with high accuracy.
This means that when an external periodic field with an appropriate frequency is applied to such
an atom, the electric charge of the electron wave flows from the metastable 2s; ,, mode into the
unstable modes 2p,,, or 2p;3,,, which quickly and spontaneously relax to the ground mode
1s4,; in this case the maximum velocity of the process is observed at w = w3, which allowed
to Lamb and Retherford correctly determining the frequency shifts w;,.
It is interesting to note that if it would be ws;,/y3; < 0.57, then the frequency shift w3, would
not be fixed in the Lamb-Retherford experiments, because the maximum rate of stimulated decay
of the 25, ,, mode would be observed at w = 0, while at 0.57 < w3, /31 < 1.5 the result of the
Lamb-Retherford experiments would give a significant error in comparison with the actual value
w3,. Thus, the correct result for the Lamb shift was obtained in the Lamb-Retherford
experiments only because of the fortunate circumstance that for the Lamb shift of the 2s;,, and

2p12 levels in the hydrogen atom there is a large ratio ws,/y21 = 21.
6. Quasi-stationary approximation

Let us consider another method for solving equations (79) - (82). We assume that the parameter

P33 Varies slowly (quasi-statically). In this case we take

dpss __
953 5 (98)

Then the equations (79) - (81) take the form

ip32b32 exp(iws,t) cos wt — ipsyb3; exp(—iwsyt) COS Wt = 2y31p11P33 (99)



d d
% = - Z?z = 2¥31P11P33 (100)

From equation (100), it follows how much of electric charge of the electron wave flows out of
the mode 2, the same amount of electric charge flows into the mode 1. In other words, in the
hydrogen atom the internal electric current 2—3 (associated with the flow of electric charge of
the electron wave from mode 2 into mode 3) is equal to the internal electric current 3—1 and is
equal to —e2y31 011033

Let us substitute the approximate solution of equation (82) in the form (89) into equation (99).

As a result, after integrating and averaging over fast oscillations with allowance for (86), we

obtain
1 1 1
2Y31P11P33 = 5)’31|b32|2(P22 — P33) {y§1+(w32—iw)2 + y321+(w32+iw)2} (101)
or, taking equation (96) into account, one obtains
|b32|?
2Y31P11P33 = 4 2:,; (P22 — P33) (102)
In the approximation (86) and (92) we obtain
= 7 lbs2l 103
P33 = 42, P22 (103)

Substituting equation (103) into equation (100) one obtains

dpzz _ |b32|?
a = A P (104)

The solution of equation (104) has the form (95), and, therefore, all the results and conclusions
obtained above remain valid in the quasi-stationary approximation (98). Thus, the approximate
solution considered in Section 5 corresponds to the quasi-stationary changing in the mode n = 3,
which according to (103) instantaneously adapts to the current state of the mode n = 2.

We note that the condition (92) means that p;3 < p,,; in this case taking into account relation
(103), the condition

|b321?
122« 1 (105)

4v
must be satisfied.
The condition of slow variation of the functions p,, and ps;; in comparison with the fast

dpzz
dt

oscillating function exp(iws,t) means that the inequality | K w3,p,, Must be satisfied.

Taking equation (104) into account, we obtain the condition for a slow change in the functions

P22 and ps3 in the form

|bs2|?
1—K1 (106)

2y31w32



Taking into account that for the effects under consideration, y3,/w5, < 1, we come to the
conclusion that the condition (106) is a consequence of condition (105).
Differentiating equation (103) with respect to time, we obtain

dpss _ 4 Ib321? dpzz (107)

dt 4yZ,  dt

Taking into account condition (105), from equation (107) we obtain

dpss dpzz
i < i (108)

which is a justification of the quasi-stationary approximation (98).
7. Concluding remarks

We note that a magnetic field was used in the Lamb-Retherford experiments, which
simultaneously performed several functions (see Introduction). In particular, it has allowed
increasing the frequency shift due to the anomalous Zeeman effect, and, thereby, increasing the
sensitivity of the method. In this paper, the magnetic field was not explicitly taken into account,
but it can be taken into account by simply adding the corresponding Zeeman additive to the
frequency shift ws,.

Thus, we have shown that Lamb-Retherford experiments can be described in natural way within
the framework of classical field theory without any quantization if we take into account the
inverse effect of the self-radiation field of an atom which is in a mixed excited state.

This paper extends the class of phenomena described by the theory [8-14].

Acknowledgments

Funding was provided by the Tomsk State University competitiveness improvement program.
Appendix

Substituting equation (62) into equations (63) - (65), after simple transformations we obtain

., dc
R =

dt

—c1(dy1Ep) cos wt — ¢, (d3,E) exp(—iw,qt) cos wt — c3(d3,Ep) exp(—iws t) cos wt —
%011'@%1{020;((111(1;1) exp(—iwa1t) — ¢1¢3(dy1d31) exp(iwz )} —
%Cﬂwgﬂ%cf(dnd;ﬂ exp(—iws1t) — ¢1¢3(dy1d31) exp(iws )} —
;?Cﬂwgz{%cxdnd;z) exp(—iwsyt) — c2¢3(d11d32) exp(iwszzt)} —

2 . * * * . * *
gczlw%{cth (d51d31) exp(—2iw, t) — cyc5(d31dyq)} —



%Cziwgﬁcsq(d%d;ﬂ exp(—i(ws31 + wz1)t) — ¢1c3(d3;d3q) exp(iwsyt)} —

%Cziwgz{%cg(d%d;z) exp(—iwsqt) — c¢3(d31d32) exp(i(wsy — wa1)8)} —

;?Csiw%{czcik(d;ld%) exp(—i(wz1 + w31)t) — ¢165(d3,d,1) exp(—iwszyt)} —

:?031'@;1{03(3;((131‘1;1) exp(—2iws;t) — ¢yc5(d3,d31)} —

%C3iw§2{c3cs(d§1d§2) exp(—i(wszz + w31)t) — c3¢3(d3,d3z) exp(—iw,qt)} (A1)
., dcy

dt

—c,(dy1Eg) exp(iw,qt) cos wt — ¢, (dy,Ep) cos wt — ¢c3(d3,E) exp(—iws,t) cos wt —
%Cﬂw%{czci‘(dud;l) — ¢6;(d31d31) exp(2iwaqt)} —

%Cliwgﬁ%cf(dnd;ﬂ exp(—iwszyt) — c1¢3(dz1d3;) exp(i(wszg + w21))} —
32?‘311.0)32{0355((121(1;2) exp(i(wz; — w3z)t) — cz¢3(d31d3;) exp(iwsz t)} —
%Cziw%{czq(dzzdzﬂ exp(—iwy1t) — ¢163(d22d51) exp(iwz 1)} —

= i {c3¢; (dy2d3;) exp(—iws;t) — c1¢3(d2da:) exp(ies )} —
;?Cziwgz{%cék(dzzd;z) exp(—iws,t) — €203(d;2d3;) exp(iwsyt)} —
%c3iwgl{cch(d§2d‘2‘1) exp(—i(wa1 + W32)t) — c1¢3(d32d51) exp(i(wz1 — w32)0)} —
%c3iw§1{c36{(d’§2d§1) exp(—i(wsy + w32)t) — c1¢3(d3,d31) exp(iwz )} —

= csiwdp{csc (d3,d3,) exp(—2iwszt) — cpc3(d3;dsz)} (A2)

i % = —c;1(d3;1Ep) exp(iws t) cos wt — c,(d3,Ep) exp(iws,t) cos wt + c3(d33E) cos wt —
3)2?011'0)%1{%0;((131‘131) exp(iwsz,t) — ¢16;(d31dz1) exp(i(wzy + w3q)t)} —
%C1iw§1{c3cik(d31d§1) — ¢;03(d31d31) exp(2iwsgt)} —

= c1iwd,{e365(d31d3,) exp(iw t) — €,¢5(ds1dsz) exp(i(wsz + ws1)t)} —
;?Cziw%{czcik(dszdzﬂ exp(i(wszz — w21)t) — €163(d32d;1) exp(iwz  t)} —

= iy {c3ci (d3pd3,) exp(—iwyyt) — c165(d3zds1) exp(i(ws; + w32)t)} —
%Cziwgz{cscik (d32d3;) — cac3(d32ds;) exp(2iws,t)} —

2 c3iwd {c5¢5 (dsadyy) exp(—iwpyt) — 165 (daadyy) exp(ioy )} —
32?63iw§1{c3cf(d33d’§1) exp(—iwsz t) — ¢;c3(d3zds;) exp(iws )} —

327 c3iwiz{csc3(dazdsy) exp(—iwsyt) — cp¢3(dszdsy) exp(iws,t)} (A3)

Taking equations (61) and (87) into account, we assume that



(A)~(l)32 << (U21~(U31 (A4)
This corresponds to the conditions of the Lamb-Retherford experiment.

Then, averaging equations (A1) - (A3) in terms of fast oscillations, we obtain

. dCl

dt

2. . . . . .
—c;(d41Ep) cos wt — 303 criw3r{c3c5(dy1d5,) exp(—iwsat) — c3¢5(dg1ds;,) exp(iwsat)} +
gczlw%1c1cz|d21|2 + §021w§1c1c3(d21d31) exp(iws,t) +

2. ) 2.
gcslwglﬁcg(d;ldn) exp(—iws,t) + §C31w31C1C§|d31|2 (A5)

., dcy

. , 2, .
e —c,(d,2Eq) cos wt — c3(d3,Ey) exp(—iws,t) cos wt — gcllwglczcl |d,q|% —
2. . . , 2. . . )
§C1lw§1c3c1 (dy;d3;) exp(—iws,t) — gczlwgz{%cz (dy,d3,) exp(—iws,t) —
« . 2. .
coc3(dod3;) exp(iwsyt)} + §031w320253|d32|2 (AB)

. ng
h_ —
dt

_Cz(d32E0) eXp(i(U32t) Cos (Ut + C3 (d33E0) CosS wt - :?ClinICZCI(d31d§1) eXp(iw32t) -

32?01iw§1c3cf|d31|2 - %Cziwgzc3cg|d3z|2 - %%iwgz{%cz(d%d;z) exp(—iws,t) —

c2¢3(d33d3;) exp(iwsat)} (A7)

Taking into account condition (A4), the terms with the factor w3, will be much less than the
terms with the factors w3, and w3, . In addition, we can approximately accept

w3~ W3 (A8)

As a result, we obtain equations (66) - (68).
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