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ABSTRACT. This is a joint introduction to basic mechanics and vector mathematics. We
start with a discussion on what happens in 1 dimension, namely the basics of calculus,
and some physics too, followed by a similar discussion in 2 dimensions, featuring this
time plane vectors, complex numbers, and more advanced physics. Then we go on a
lengthy discussion on what happens in 3 dimensions, namely standard vector calculus,
standard classical mechanics, and the basics of electromagnetism too. Following Einstein,
we discuss then 4 dimensions, and curved spacetime. Finally, we go beyond classical
mechanics and small dimensions, with a brief introduction to quantum mechanics.



Preface

How many dimensions do we live in? Good question, and if you ask about this a kid, a
good physics graduate, a bad physics graduate, Pac-Man, a Green little man from Mars,
an artist, an old senator, an atomic bomb, or a black hole, the answer might differ.

For us, mathematicians, this question is of particular importance, because depending
on the number of dimensions N € N, and I'm using here N as something approximate,
we will have to adapt our mathematics, as for that to be something truly useful.

You would say, for most of basic math, N = 1, or perhaps N = 2, motivated by angles
and trigonometry, which are certainly something very useful, will do. And this is indeed
the case, with the bulk of basic math being indeed developed by using N = 1,2. And
with the story with NV = 1,2 being not over here, because, a bit as Pac-Man teaches us,
there are many levels of knowledge here, and you can even spend your whole life, as a
mathematican, working on N = 1,2. In fact, for the story, and agreeing this time with
old senator’s answer, we even have colleagues in math spending their lives on N = 0.

But let us get now to what the kid says, N = 3. Very reasonable answer, and at the
mathematical level, things start getting quite complicated here. A good knowledge of the
vector formalism, which was not really needed at N = 2, say due to the complex numbers,
which do the job at N = 2, while technically counting as N = 1, is now required.

Among others, vectors in 3 dimensions are subject to the vector product x x y, best
understood and computed by using some determinants and the right-hand rule. And with
this, we are most likely into some complicated mixture of linear algebra, and physics.

Things however do not stop here, because when asking a physics graduate, the answer
will most likely be a certain N € {4,5,...,00}, which can vary with the graduate in
question. To be more precise, N = 4 or higher is something well-established, coming from
Einstein, who taught us that space R? and time R are related, and so that we have to
look at spacetime, which is a curved version of R*. Then, the quite plausible possibility of
N = oo, when looking at very small scales, came from quantum mechanics, as developed
by Heisenberg and others. And finally, 4 < N < oo is more complicated and modern
physics business, typically with the bigger the N < oo, the fancier the theory.
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4 PREFACE

So, this was for the story of dimensionality of mathematics, in relation with physics,
and although I never personally checked with the Green little men from Mars, I am pretty
much sure that they use N € NU {oo} too. As for the artists, atomic bombs and black
holes, their respective answers when asked were “love”, “hey” and “yumm”, most likely
some advanced versions of our usual N = oo from mathematics.

We will discuss here, in this book, such things, with a joint introduction to basic
mechanics, and physics and forces in general, and vector mathematics. We will discuss as
well, at the end, some more tricky forces, and their mathematical modeling.

Many thanks to my cats, for precious help with the preparation of the present book,
projecting from meow to various N < oo values being a quite easy task, for them.

Cergy, May 2025
Teo Banica
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Part 1

One dimension



So ya thought ya
Mught like to go to the show
To feel the warm thrill of confusion
That space cadet glow



CHAPTER 1

Real numbers

la. Numbers

We denote by N the set of positive integers, N = {0,1,2,3,...}, with N standing
for “natural”. Quite often in computations we will need negative numbers too, and
we denote by Z the set of all integers, Z = {...,—2,—1,0,1,2,...}, with Z standing
from “zahlen”, which is German for “numbers”. Finally, there are many questions in
mathematics involving fractions, or quotients, which are called rational numbers:

DEFINITION 1.1. The rational numbers are the quotients of type

_a
r=3
with a,b € Z, and b # 0, identified according to the usual rule for quotients, namely:
a c
g = E <— ad = bc

We denote the set of rational numbers by Q, standing for “quotients”.

Observe that we have inclusions N C Z C Q. The integers add and multiply according
to the rules that you know well. As for the rational numbers, these add according to the
usual rule for quotients, which is as follows, and death penalty for forgetting it:

a c_ad+bc

b d  bd

Also, the rational numbers multiply according to the usual rule for quotients, namely:
a ¢ ac
b d bd

Beyond rationals, we have the real numbers, whose set is denoted R, and which include
beasts such as v/3 = 1.73205... or 7 = 3.14159... But more on these later. For the
moment, let us see what can be done with integers, and their quotients. As a first
theorem, solving a problem which often appears in real life, we have:

THEOREM 1.2. The number of possibilities of choosing k objects among n objects is

(1) =

called binomial number, where n! =1-2-3...(n —2)(n — 1)n, called “factorial n”.
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12 1. REAL NUMBERS

PROOF. Imagine a set consisting of n objects. We have n possibilities for choosing
our 1st object, then n — 1 possibilities for choosing our 2nd object, out of the n—1 objects
left, and so on up to n—k+1 possibilities for choosing our k-th object, out of the n—k—+1
objects left. Since the possibilities multiply, the total number of choices is:

N = nn-1)...(n—k+1)
m—k)n—k—-1)...2-1

= =)k ) T 21

B nn—1)...2-1

 (m—kn—-k—1)...2-1
n!

- (n—k)!

But is this correct. Normally a mathematical theorem coming with mathematical
proof is guaranteed to be 100% correct, and if in addition the proof is truly clever, like
the above proof was, with that fraction trick, the confidence rate jumps up to 200%.

This being said, never knows, so let us doublecheck, by taking for instance n = 3,k = 2.
Here we have to choose 2 objects among 3 objects, and this is something easily done,
because what we have to do is to dismiss one of the objects, and N = 3 choices here, and
keep the 2 objects left. Thus, we have N = 3 choices. On the other hand our genius math
computation gives N = 3!/1! = 6, which is obviously the wrong answer.

So, where is the mistake? Thinking a bit, the number N that we computed is in fact
the number of possibilities of choosing k£ ordered objects among n objects. Thus, we must
divide everything by the number M of orderings of the k£ objects that we chose:

()=

In order to compute now the missing number M, imagine a set consisting of k objects.
There are k choices for the object to be designated #1, then k — 1 choices for the object
to be designated #2, and so on up to 1 choice for the object to be designated #k. We
conclude that we have M = k(k—1)...2-1 = k!, and so:

(Z) - n!/(nk!_ - /c!(nni k)|

And this is the correct answer, because, well, that is how things are. In case you
doubt, at n = 3,k = 2 for instance we obtain 3!/2!1! = 3, which is correct. O

All this is quite interesting, and in addition to having some exciting mathematics going
on, and more on this in a moment, we have as well some philosophical conclusions. For-
mulae can be right or wrong, and as the above shows, good-looking, formal mathematical
proofs can be right or wrong too. So, what to do? Here is my advice:
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ADVICE 1.3. Always doublecheck what you’re doing, reqularly, and definitely at the
end, either with an alternative proof, or with some numerics.

This is something very serious. Unless you're doing something very familiar, that
you're used to for at least 5-10 years or so, like doing additions and multiplications for
you, or some easy calculus for me, formulae and proofs that you can come upon are by
default wrong. In order to make them correct, and ready to use, you must check and
doublecheck and correct them, helped by alternative methods, or numerics.

Which brings us into the question on whether mathematics is an exact science or not.
Not clear. Chemistry for instance is an exact science, because findings of type “a mixture
of water and salt cannot explode” look rock-solid. Same for biology, with findings of type
“crocodiles eat fish” being rock-solid too. In what regards mathematics however, and
theoretical physics too, things are always prone to human mistake.

And for ending this discussion, you might ask then, what about engineering? After
all, this is mathematics and physics, which is usually 100% correct, because most of the
bridges, buildings and other things built by engineers don’t collapse. Well, this is because
engineers follow, and in a truly maniac way, the above Advice 1.3. You won’t declare a
project for a bridge, building, engine and so on final and correct, ready for production,
until you checked and doublechecked it with 10 different methods or so, won’t you.

Back to work now, as an important adding to Theorem 1.2, we have:
CONVENTION 1.4. By definition, 0! = 1.

This convention comes, and no surprise here, from Advice 1.3. Indeed, we obviously
have (Z) = 1, but if we want to recover this formula via Theorem 1.2 we are a bit in
trouble, and so we must declare that 0! = 1, as for the following computation to work:

n n! n!
—_ —— p— 1
n nl0l nlx1

Going ahead now with more mathematics and less philosophy, with Theorem 1.2
complemented by Convention 1.4 being in final form (trust me), we have:

THEOREM 1.5. We have the binomial formula

(a+b)" = Xn: (Z) akprr

k=0

valid for any two numbers a,b € Q.

Proor. We have to compute the following quantity, with n terms in the product:
(a+b)"=(a+b)(a+b)...(a+Db)
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When expanding, we obtain a certain sum of products of a, b variables, with each such
product being a quantity of type a*b"~*. Thus, we have a formula as follows:

(a+b)" =Y Cpab"™*
k=0

In order to finish, it remains to compute the coefficients C}. But, according to our
product formula, C is the number of choices for the k needed a variables among the n
available a variables. Thus, according to Theorem 1.2, we have:

()

We are therefore led to the formula in the statement. O

Theorem 1.5 is something quite interesting, so let us doublecheck it with some numer-
ics. At small values of n we obtain the following formulae, which are all correct:

(a+b)°=1
(a+b)=a+b
(a+b)* = a® + 2ab + b*
(a+0b)* = a® + 3a*b + 3ab® + b’
(a+b)* = a* + 4a®b + 6a%V? + 4ab® + b*
(a+b)° = a® + 5a*b + 10a°6* + 10a%b* + 5a*b + b°

Now observe that in these formulae, say for memorization purposes, the powers of the
a, b variables are something very simple, that can be recovered right away. What matters
are the coefficients, which are the binomial coefficients (Z), which form a triangle. So, it
is enough to memorize this triangle, and this can be done by using:

THEOREM 1.6. The Pascal triangle, formed by the binomial coefficients (Z),

has the property that each entry is the sum of the two entries above it.
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PROOF. In practice, the theorem states that the following formula holds:
n\ (n—1 n n—1
k) \k-1 k
There are many ways of proving this formula, all instructive, as follows:

(1) Brute-force computation. We have indeed, as desired:

(Z: D * (n; 1) - & —<7I T(;)L B k!(?gn—_klz! 0

(2) Algebraic proof. We have the following formula, to start with:
(a+b)" = (a+b)"""(a+Db)

By using the binomial formula, this formula becomes:

e

Now let us perform the multiplication on the right. We obtain a certain sum of terms
of type a*b"*, and to be more precise, each such a*b"~* term can either come from the

(r~1) terms a"~'6"* multiplied by a, or from the (") terms ab" "'~ multiplied by b.
Thus, the coefficient of a*6"~* on the right is (1~}) + (".'), as desired.

(3) Combinatorics. Let us count k objects among n objects, with one of the n objects
having a hat on top. Obviously, the hat has nothing to do with the count, and we obtain
("). On the other hand, we can say that there are two possibilities. Either the object

k
with hat is counted, and we have (Zj) possibilities here, or the object with hat is not

counted, and we have (";1) possibilities here. Thus (Z) = (Zj) + (ngl), as desired. [

There are many more things that can be said about binomial coefficients, with all
sorts of interesting formulae, but the idea is always the same, namely that in order to find
such formulae you have a choice between algebra and combinatorics, and that when it
comes to proofs, the brute-force computation method is useful too. In practice, the best
is to master all 3 techniques. Among others, because of Advice 1.3. You will have in this
way 3 different methods, for making sure that your formulae are correct indeed.
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1b. Real numbers

All the above was very nice, but remember that we are here for doing science and
physics, and more specifically for mathematically understanding the numeric variables
x,1, 2, ... coming from real life. Such variables can be lengths, volumes, pressures and so
on, which vary continuously with time, and common sense dictates that there is little to
no chance for our variables to be rational, z,y, z,... ¢ Q. In fact, we will even see soon a
theorem, stating that the probability for such a variable to be rational is exactly 0. Or,
to put it in a dramatic way, “rational numbers don’t exist in real life”.

You are certainly familiar with the real numbers, but let us review now their definition,
which is something quite tricky. As a first goal, we would like to construct a number
z = v/2 having the property z> = 2. But how to do this? Let us start with:

PROPOSITION 1.7. There is no number r € Q. satisfying > = 2. In fact, we have

Q+={p€@+p2<2}|_|{q€@+q2>2}

with this being a disjoint union.

PROOF. In what regards the first assertion, assuming that » = a/b with a, b € N prime
to each other satisfies 72 = 2, we have a? = 2b%, so a € 2N. But by using again a? = 2b2
we obtain b € 2N, contradiction. As for the second assertion, this is obvious. U

It looks like we are a bit stuck. We can’t really tell who v/2 is, and the only piece of
information about v/2 that we have comes from the knowledge of the rational numbers
satisfying p? < 2 or ¢*> > 2. To be more precise, the picture that emerges is:

CONCLUSION 1.8. The number \/2 is the abstract beast which is bigger than all ratio-
nals satisfying p* < 2, and smaller than all positive rationals satisfying ¢* > 2.

This does not look very good, but you know what, instead of looking for more clever
solutions to our problem, what about relaxing, or being lazy, or coward, or you name it,
and taking Conclusion 1.8 as a definition for v/2. This is actually something not that bad,
and leads to the following “lazy” definition for the real numbers:

DEFINITION 1.9. The real numbers x € R are formal cuts in the set of rationals,
Q = ng U Q>x
with such a cut being by definition subject to the following condition:
P€Qu, Qe = p<yg

These numbers add and multiply by adding and multiplying the corresponding cuts.
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This might look quite original, but believe me, there is some genius behind this defi-
nition. As a first observation, we have an inclusion Q C R, obtained by identifying each
rational number r € Q with the obvious cut that it produces, namely:

@gr={p€(@’p§r} ; Q>r={q€@‘q>r}

As a second observation, the addition and multiplication of real numbers, obtained
by adding and multiplying the corresponding cuts, in the obvious way, is something very
simple. To be more precise, in what regards the addition, the formula is as follows:

Q<ity = Q< + Qg

As for the multiplication, the formula here is similar, namely Q<,, = Q<,Q<,, up to
some mess with positives and negatives, which is quite easy to untangle, and with this
being a good exercise. We can also talk about order between real numbers, as follows:

IESy <~ QSJECQSy

But let us perhaps leave more abstractions for later, and go back to more concrete
things. As a first success of our theory, we can formulate the following theorem:

THEOREM 1.10. The equation x> = 2 has two solutions over the real numbers, namely
the positive solution, denoted /2, and its negative counterpart, which is —v/2.

PROOF. By using x — —uz, it is enough to prove that z? = 2 has exactly one positive
solution v/2. But this is clear, because v/2 can only come from the following cut:

q2>2}

Q2= Q- [{re .

p2§2} ) @>\/§:{QEQ+
Thus, we are led to the conclusion in the statement. O

More generally, the same method works in order to extract the square root /r of any
number r € Q, or even of any number r» € R, and we have the following result:

THEOREM 1.11. The solutions of ax® + bx + ¢ = 0 with a,b,c € R are

—b+ Vb2 — 4dac
2a

T12 =

provided that b*> — 4ac > 0. In the case b*> — 4ac < 0, there are no solutions.
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PROOF. We can write our equation in the following way:

b
ar’+br+c=0 <— :cz—l——x—l—E:O
a a

( b>2 o e
= |(z4+—) ——+-=0

2a 4a2  «a

N b\? b — 4ac

— T+ —| = —
2a 4a?

b Vb?% — 4ac
<— I+ —-—="t—
2a 2a

Thus, we are led to the conclusion in the statement. U

Summarizing, we have a nice definition for the real numbers, that we can certainly
do some math with. However, for anything more advanced we are in need of the decimal
writing for the real numbers. The result here is as follows:

THEOREM 1.12. The real numbers x € R can be written in decimal form,
r = :I:a1 e an.b1b2b3 ......
with a;,b; € {0,1,...,9}, with the convention ...999...=...(b+1)000...

Proor. This is something quite non-trivial, assuming that you already have some
familiarity with such things, for the rational numbers. The idea is as follows:

(1) First of all, our precise claim is that any € R can be written in the form in the
statement, with the integer +a, ...a, and then each of the digits by, by, b3, ... providing
the best approximation of x, at that stage of the approximation.

(2) Moreover, we have a second claim as well, namely that any expression of type
T = £ai...a,.b1bbs...... corresponds to a real number x € R, and that with the
convention ...5999...=...(b+1)000..., the correspondence is bijective.

(3) In order to prove now these two assertions, our first claim is that we can restrict
the attention to the case x € [0,1), and with this meaning of course 0 < x < 1, with
respect to the order relation for the reals discussed in the above.

(4) Getting started now, let x € R, coming from a cut Q = Q<, U Q.. Since the set
Q<; NZ consists of integers, and is bounded from above by any element ¢ € Q- of your
choice, this set has a maximal element, that we can denote [z]:

[z] = max (Q<, NZ)
It follows from definitions that [x] has the usual properties of the integer part, namely:

[z] <z <[z]+1
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Thus we have z = [¢]+y with [z] € Z and y € [0, 1), and getting back now to what we
want to prove, namely (1,2) above, it is clear that it is enough to prove these assertions
for the remainder y € [0,1). Thus, we have proved (3), and we can assume z € [0, 1).

(5) So, assume z € [0,1). We are first looking for a best approximation from below of
type 0.by, with b; € {0,...,9}, and it is clear that such an approximation exists, simply
by comparing x with the numbers 0.0,0.1,...,0.9. Thus, we have our first digit b;, and
then we can construct the second digit by as well, by comparing & with the numbers
0.610,0.611,...,0.619. And so on, which finishes the proof of our claim (1).

(6) In order to prove now the remaining claim (2), let us restrict again the attention,
as explained in (4), to the case x € [0,1). First, it is clear that any expression of type
x = 0.b1babs . . . defines a real number x € [0, 1], simply by declaring that the corresponding
cut Q = Q<, UQ-, comes from the following set, and its complement:

Q< = U {pE @‘pg O.bl...bn}
n>1

(7) Thus, we have our correspondence between real numbers as cuts, and real numbers
as decimal expressions, and we are left with the question of investigating the bijectivity
of this correspondence. But here, the only bug that happens is that numbers of type
x =...0999..., which produce reals z € R via (6), do not come from reals = € R via (5).
So, in order to finish our proof, we must investigate such numbers.

(8) So, consider an expression of type ...0999... Going back to the construction in
(6), we are led to the conclusion that we have the following equality:

Q<..b999... = Q<. (b+1)000...

Thus, at the level of the real numbers defined as cuts, we have:

00999, .= ... (b+1)000...
But this solves our problem, because by identifying ...5999...=...(b+1)000... the
bijectivity issue of our correspondence is fixed, and we are done. U

The above theorem was of course quite difficult, but this is how things are. You
might perhaps say why bothering with cuts, and not taking x = 4ay...a,.b1bsbs. ... ..
as definition for the real numbers. Well, this is certainly possible, but when it comes to
summing such numbers, or making products, or proving basic things such as the existence
of /2, things become fairly complicated with the decimal writing picture. So, all the above
is not as stupid as it seems. And we will come back anyway to all this later, with a 3rd
picture for the real numbers, involving scary things like € and ¢, and it will be up to you
to decide, at that time, which picture is the one that you prefer.

Moving on, we made the claim in the beginning of this chapter that “in real life, real
numbers are never rational”. Here is a theorem, justifying this claim:
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THEOREM 1.13. The probability for a real number x € R to be rational is 0.

Proor. This is something quite tricky, the idea being as follows:

(1) Before starting, let us point out the fact that probability theory is something quite
tricky, with probability 0 not necessarily meaning that the event cannot happen, but
rather meaning that “better not count on that”. For instance according to my compu-
tations the probability of you winning 1 billion at the lottery is 0, but you are of course
free to disagree, and prove me wrong, by playing every day at the lottery.

(2) With this discussion made, and extrapolating now from finance and lottery to
our question regarding real numbers, your possible argument of type “yes, but if I pick
x € R to be x = 3/2, I have proof that the probability for x € Q is nonzero” is therefore
dismissed. Thus, our claim as stated makes sense, so let us try now to prove it.

(3) By translation, it is enough to prove that the probability for a real number x € [0, 1]
to be rational is 0. For this purpose, let us write the rational numbers r € [0, 1] in the
form of a sequence ry,79,73..., with this being possible say by ordering our rationals
r = a/b according to the lexicographic order on the pairs (a,b):

Qﬂ [O, 1] = {7’1,7"2,7"3,...}

Let us also pick a number ¢ > 0. Since the probability of having x = ry is certainly
smaller than ¢/2, then the probability of having z = r is certainly smaller than ¢/4, then
the probability of having x = rj3 is certainly smaller than ¢/8 and so on, the probability
for x to be rational satisfies the following inequality:

c ¢ ¢
P < —+-+-—-+...
< 2+4—|—8—|—

Y

= C

Here we have used the well-known formula %+ i + % +... =1, which comes by dividing
[0, 1] into half, and then one of the halves into half again, and so on, and then saying in
the end that the pieces that we have must sum up to 1. Thus, we have indeed P < ¢, and
since the number ¢ > 0 was arbitrary, we obtain P = 0, as desired. U

As a comment here, all the above is of course quite tricky, and a bit bordeline in respect
to what can be called “rigorous mathematics”. But we will be back to this, namely general
probability theory, and in particular meaning of the mysterious formula P = 0, countable
sets, infinite sums and so on, on several occasions, throughout this book.

Moving ahead now, let us construct now some more real numbers. We already know
about v/2 and other numbers of the same type, namely roots of polynomials, and our
knowledge here being quite decent, no hurry with this, we will be back to it later. So, let
us get now into 7 and trigonometry. To start with, we have the following result:
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THEOREM 1.14. The following two definitions of ™ are equivalent:

(1) The length of the unit circle is L = 2.
(2) The area of the unit disk is A = .

PROOF. In order to prove this theorem let us cut the unit disk as a pizza, into N
slices, and forgetting about gastronomy, leave aside the rounded parts:

/NN

VAV

The area to be eaten can be then computed as follows, where H is the height of the
slices, S is the length of their sides, and P = N.S is the total length of the sides:

O O

A = Nx H—S
2
_ HP
2
o 1x L
a 2
Thus, with N — oo we obtain that we have A = L/2, as desired. U

In what regards now the precise value of 7, the above picture at N = 6 shows that
we have m > 3, but not by much. The precise figure is 7 = 3.14159. .., but we will come
back to this later, once we will have appropriate tools for dealing with such questions. It
is also possible to prove that 7 is irrational, 7 ¢ Q, but this is not trivial either.

Let us end this discussion about real numbers with some trigonometry. There are
many things that can be said, that you certainly know, the basics being as follows:

THEOREM 1.15. The following happen:

(1) We can talk about angles x € R, by using the unit circle, in the usual way, and
in this correspondence, the right angle has a value of w/2.

(2) Associated to any x € R are numbers sinx,cosx € R, constructed in the usual
way, by using a triangle. These numbers satisfy sin? x 4 cos®z = 1.

PROOF. There are certainly things that you know, the idea being as follows:

(1) The formula L = 27 from Theorem 1.14 shows that the length of a quarter of the
unit circle is [ = 7/2, and so the right angle has indeed this value, 7 /2.
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(2) As for sin® x+cos? z = 1, called Pythagoras’ theorem, this comes from the following
picture, consisting of two squares and four identical triangles, as indicated:

o —20

(e]
/ |

(@]
e} /sinx
l>o_o

Cos T

Indeed, when computing the area of the outer square, we obtain:

sinx cos @
(sinz +cosz)? =144 x —
Now when expanding we obtain sin® z + cos?z = 1, as claimed. U

It is possible to say many more things about angles and sin x, cos x, and also talk about
some supplementary quantities, such as tanz = sin x/ cos x. But more on this later, once
we will have some appropriate tools, beyond basic geometry, in order to discuss this.

1c. Convergence

We already met, on several occasions, infinite sequences or sums, and their limits.
Time now to clarify all this. Let us start with the following definition:

DEFINITION 1.16. We say that a sequence {x,}neny C R converges to x € R when:
Ve > 0,IN e NNVn > N, |z, —z| <e
In this case, we write lim,, . x, = x, or simply x, — x.

This might look quite scary, at a first glance, but when thinking a bit, there is nothing
scary about it. Indeed, let us try to understand, how shall we translate x, — x into
mathematical language. The condition x,, — x tells us that “when n is big, x,, is close
to 2”7, and to be more precise, it tells us that “when n is big enough, x,, gets arbitrarily
close to ”. But n big enough means n > N, for some N € N, and z,, arbitrarily close to
x means |z, — x| < g, for some £ > 0. Thus, we are led to the above definition.

As a basic example for all this, we have:
PROPOSITION 1.17. We have 1/n — 0.

Proor. This is obvious, but let us prove it by using Definition 1.16. We have:

1 ’ 1 1
——0<e &= —<e <= -<n
n n 9

Thus we can take N = [1/¢] 4+ 1 in Definition 1.16, and we are done. O
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There are many other examples, and more on this in a moment. Going ahead with
more theory, let us complement Definition 1.16 with:

DEFINITION 1.18. We write x,, — oo when the following condition is satisfied:
VK >0,dN e NNVn > Nz, > K
Similarly, we write x,, — —oo when the same happens, with x, < —K at the end.

Again, this is something very intuitive, coming from the fact that z, — oo can only
mean that z,, is arbitrarily big, for n big enough. As a basic illustration, we have:

PROPOSITION 1.19. We have n* — .

PROOF. As before, this is obvious, but let us prove it using Definition 1.18. We have:
n?>K < n>VK

Thus we can take N = [v/K] + 1 in Definition 1.18, and we are done. O

We can unify and generalize Proposition 1.17 and Proposition 1.19, as follows:

PrRoOPOSITION 1.20. We have the following convergence, with n — oo:

0 (a<0)
n*—=<¢1 (a=0)
oo (a>0)

Proor. This follows indeed by using the same method as in the proof of Proposition
1.17 and Proposition 1.19, first for a rational, and then for a real as well. Il

We have some general results about limits, summarized as follows:

THEOREM 1.21. The following happen:

(1) The limit im,, o x,,, if it exists, is unique.

(2) If x,, — z, with x € (—o00,00), then x,, is bounded.

(3) If x,, is increasing or descreasing, then it converges.

(4) Assuming x, — x, any subsequence of x,, converges to x.

PRrROOF. All this is elementary, coming from definitions:

(1) Assuming x, — z, z,, — y we have indeed, for any £ > 0, for n big enough:
|z =yl <z — 2| + oo —y| <2

(2) Assuming z,, — x, we have |z, —z| < 1 for n > N, and so, for any k € N:

|zk] < 14 |x| +sup (|1], ..., |201])
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(3) By using © — —uz, it is enough to prove the result for increasing sequences. But
here we can construct the limit z € (—oo, 00] in the following way:

U(—oo,xn) = (—o00, )

neN
(4) This is clear from definitions. O

Here are as well some general rules for computing limits:

THEOREM 1.22. The following happen, with the conventions co+00 = 00, 0000 = 00,
1/00 =0, and with the conventions that oo — 0o and 0o - 0 are undefined:

) x, — = implies \x,, — Az.

) T, = T, Yo — y implies x, +y, = T+ Y.
) T, — T, Yo — y implies x,y, — TY.

) xp, — x with x # 0 implies 1/x,, — 1/x.

Proor. All this is again elementary, coming from definitions:
(1) This is something which is obvious from definitions.
(2) This follows indeed from the following estimate:
|0+ yn — 7 = y| < |vn — 2]+ Yo — Yl

(3) This follows indeed from the following estimate:

[Znyn — 2yl = (&0 — 2)yn + 2(yn — y)|

< o =2l ynl + 1] - [yn — vl

(4) This is again clear, by estimating 1/x,, — 1/x, in the obvious way. O
As an application of the above rules, we have the following useful result:
PROPOSITION 1.23. The n — oo limits of quotients of polynomials are given by

-1
ap,n? +a,_nP"" + ...+ ag . apn?

n—o0 bynd + by nd=l 4+ ... +by  n—oo bynt

with the limit on the right being o0, 0, a,/b,, depending on the values of p,q.

PrROOF. The first assertion comes from the following computation:

a,n? + ap,lnp—l +...+a . n_p ap, + ap,ln—l +...+apmn™P
n—oo bynd 4 by_1nd=t + ...+ b n—oond by +bgnt+ ...+ byn?
. ayn?
= lim -2
n—00 bqnq

As for the second assertion, this comes from Proposition 1.20. O
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Getting back now to theory, some sequences which obviously do not converge, like for
instance z,, = (—1)", have however “2 limits instead of 1”. So let us formulate:

DEFINITION 1.24. Given a sequence {x,}neny C R, we let

liminf x,, € [—00,00] , limsupz, € [—oc0, 0]
Nn—00 n—o00

to be the smallest and biggest limit of a subsequence of (x,).

Observe that the above quantities are defined indeed for any sequence z,,. For instance,
for x,, = (—1)" we obtain —1 and 1. Also, for z,, = n we obtain co and co. And so on.
Of course, and generalizing the x,, = n example, if x,, — = we obtain x and =x.

Going ahead with more theory, here is a key result:
THEOREM 1.25. A sequence x, converges, with finite limit x € R, precisely when
Ve > 0,IN e NNVm,n > N, |z, —x,| < ¢
called Cauchy condition.

PROOF. In one sense, this is clear. In the other sense, we can say for instance that
the Cauchy condition forces the decimal writings of our numbers x,, to coincide more and
more, with n — oo, and so we can construct a limit x = lim,,_,, z,, as desired. Il

The above result is quite interesting, and as an application, we have:

THEOREM 1.26. R is the completion of Q, in the sense that it is the space of Cauchy
sequences over Q, identified when the virtual limit is the same, in the sense that:

Tp ~ Yy = [Ty —yn| =0
Moreover, R is complete, in the sense that it equals its own completion.

PROOF. Let us denote the completion operation by X — X = Cx/ ~, where Cy is
the space of Cauchy sequences over X, and ~ is the above equivalence relation. Since by
Theorem 1.25 any Cauchy sequence (z,) € Cg has a limit x € R, we obtain Q = R. As
for the equality R = R, this is clear again by using Theorem 1.25. U

1d. Sums, series

With the above understood, we are now ready to get into some truly interesting
mathematics. Let us start with the following definition:

DEFINITION 1.27. Given numbers xg, x1, 22, ... € R, we write

o
E T, =X
n=0

with © € [—00, 00| when limy_, ZZ:O T, = .
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As before with the sequences, there is some general theory that can be developed for
the series, and more on this in a moment. As a first, basic example, we have:

THEOREM 1.28. We have the “geometric series” formula

e}
Ea:":

n=0

valid for any |x| < 1. For |z| > 1, the series diverges.

PRroOOF. Our first claim, which comes by multiplying and simplifying, is that:

1—I+1

1—ac

M;r

n=0

But this proves the first assertion, because with £ — co we get:

" 1
Z:v _>1—:L’

n=0

As for the second assertion, this is clear as well from our formula above. O

Less trivial now is the following result, due to Riemann:

THEOREM 1.29. We have the following formula:

L
—+-+-+4+...=©
2 3 4
In fact, Y 1/n® converges for a > 1, and diverges for a < 1.
ProoF. We have to prove several things, the idea being as follows:

(1) The first assertion comes from the following computation:

L4444, = 1+1+(1+1)+(1+1+1+1)+...
2 3 4 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
> 1+1+(1+1)+(1+1+1+1)+...
- 2 4 4 8§ 8 8 8

—1+1+1+1+
N 2 2 92
= o0

(2) Regarding now the second assertion, we have that at @ = 1, and so at any a < 1.
Thus, it remains to prove that at a > 1 the series converges. Let us first discuss the case
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a = 2, which will prove the convergence at any a > 2. The trick here is as follows:

TIEEIEE P
479716 < 36 10 7

_ 2(1+1+i+i+...>
2 6 12 20
(G-
2 2 3 3 4 4 5
= 2
(3) It remains to prove that the series converges at a € (1,2), and here it is enough

to deal with the case of the exponents a = 1+ 1/p with p € N. We already know how to
do this at p = 1, and the proof at p € N will be based on a similar trick. We have:

= 1 L
Z ni/p (n+1)/p

n=0

Let us compute, or rather estimate, the generic term of this series. By using the
formula a? — b = (a — b)(a?™* + aP2b+ ... + abP~? + VP~!), we have:

1 1 (n+1)V/P —nl/p
n/e " () nle(n+ 1)UP
1

— ntP(n 4+ D)VYP[(n 4 1)1e 4 4 plol/p)
- 1
= pl/p(n 4+ 1)Vr . p(n+ 1)1-/p
B 1
= )
- 1

p(n + 1)1+1/p

We therefore obtain the following estimate for the Riemann sum:

o0 [e.9]

1 1
St = Y
1+1 1+1
“—n +1/p ot (n+1)+1/p
/1 1
S 1+p§(n1/p_(n+1)l/p)
Thus, we are done with the case a = 1 + 1/p, which finishes the proof. O

Here is another tricky result, this time about alternating sums:
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THEOREM 1.30. We have the following convergence result:

1 1—|—1 1—|— <
——F+-—-+4... <
2 3 4

However, when rearranging terms, we can obtain any x € [—oo, 00| as limit.

PROOF. Both the assertions follow from Theorem 1.29, as follows:

(1) We have the following computation, using the Riemann criterion at a = 2:

| 1+1 1+ B 11 N 1 1 N
2 3 4 2 3 4 o
= 1+14—1+
2 12 30
1 1 1
< ?—f—?—f‘?—i-...
< o0

(2) We have the following formulae, coming from the Riemann criterion at a = 1:

1_|_1_|_1_|_1_|_“.—1(14—1—1—14—1—{—...)_OO
2 4 6 8 2 2 3 4
TSI VI I I I I
3 5 7 —2 4 6 8

Thus, both these series diverge. The point now is that, by using this, when rearranging
terms in the alternating series in the statement, we can arrange for the partial sums to
go arbitrarily high, or arbitrarily low, and we can obtain any z € [—o0, 00] as limit. O

Back now to the general case, we first have the following statement:

THEOREM 1.31. The following hold, with the converses of (1) and (2) being wrong,
and with (3) not holding when the assumption ,, > 0 is removed:

(1) If >, =, converges then x,, — 0.
(2) If X, |zs| converges then Y x, converges.
(3) If >, xn converges, x, >0 and x,/y, — 1 then ) vy, converges.

PrROOF. This is a mixture of trivial and non-trivial results, as follows:

(1) We know that ) x, converges when S, = Zﬁ:o x, converges. Thus by Cauchy
we have rp = Sy — Si_1 — 0, and this gives the result. As for the simplest counterexample
for the converse, this is 1+ 3 + 5 + + 4 ... = 0o, coming from Theorem 1.29.

(2) This follows again from the Cauchy criterion, by using:
|$n + Tpp1 + .o+ In+k| < |mn| + |$n+1| +...+ |mn+k|

As for the simplest counterexample for the converse, this is 1 — % + % — %1 + ... <00,
coming from Theorem 1.30, coupled with 1+ 4 + 5+ 1 +... = oo from (1).



1D. SUMS, SERIES 29

(3) Again, the main assertion here is clear, coming from, for n big:
(]- - 5)1‘71 S Yn S (1 + 5)1:71

In what regards now the failure of the result, when the assumption x,, > 0 is removed,
this is something quite tricky, the simplest counterexample being as follows:

) S Ok

Tp = ) n —
NG e T

To be more precise, we have y,, /x,, — 1, so x,,/y, — 1 too, but according to the above-
mentioned results from (1,2), modified a bit, >, converges, while > v, diverges. O

Summarizing, we have some useful positive results about series, which are however
quite trivial, along with various counterexamples to their possible modifications, which
are non-trivial. Staying positive, here are some more positive results:

THEOREM 1.32. The following happen, and in all cases, the situtation where ¢ =1 is
indeterminate, in the sense that the series can converge or diverge:

(1) If |zps1/xn| — ¢, the series Y x, converges if ¢ < 1, and diverges if ¢ > 1.
(2) If {/|xn| = ¢, the series Y x, converges if ¢ < 1, and diverges if ¢ > 1.
(3) With ¢ =limsup,,_,., ¥/|Tul, D, Tn converges if ¢ < 1, and diverges if ¢ > 1.

PROOF. Again, this is a mixture of trivial and non-trivial results, as follows:

(1) Here the main assertions, regarding the cases ¢ < 1 and ¢ > 1, are both clear by
comparing with the geometric series ) ¢". As for the case ¢ = 1, this is what happens
for the Riemann series ) 1/n%, so we can have both convergent and divergent series.

(2) Again, the main assertions, where ¢ < 1 or ¢ > 1, are clear by comparing with the
geometric series ) ", and the ¢ = 1 examples come from the Riemann series.

(3) Here the case ¢ < 1 is dealt with as in (2), and the same goes for the examples at
¢ = 1. As for the case ¢ > 1, this is clear too, because here x, — 0 fails. U

Finally, generalizing the first assertion in Theorem 1.30, we have:
THEOREM 1.33. If x, \, 0 then > (—1)"x, converges.
PROOF. We have the ) (—1)"z, =Y, yi, where:

Yk = T2k — T2k+1

But, by drawing for instance the numbers x; on the real line, we see that y; are positive
numbers, and that ), v is the sum of lengths of certain disjoint intervals, included in
the interval [0, zo]. Thus we have ), yx < xo, and this gives the result. O

All this was a bit theoretical, and as something more concrete now, we have:
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THEOREM 1.34. We have the following convergence
1 n
(1 + —) — e
n
where e = 2.71828 ... is a certain number.

Proor. This is something quite tricky, as follows:

(1) Our first claim is that the following sequence is increasing:

(e2)
Tp= (14—
n

In order to prove this, we use the following arithmetic-geometric inequality:

n 1 n
n

n+1 - Pl

In practice, this gives the following inequality:

1 1 n/(n+1)
> (14 =
n+1 n

Now by raising to the power n 4+ 1 we obtain, as desired:

1 n+1 1 n
1+ > 1+ —
n+1 n

(2) Normally we are left with proving that x, is bounded from above, but this is
non-trivial, and we have to use a trick. Consider the following sequence:

1 n+1
(102
n

We will prove that this sequence y,, is decreasing, and together with the fact that we
have x,,/y, — 1, this will give the result. So, this will be our plan.

1+

(3) In order to prove now that y, is decreasing, we use, a bit as before:

L+ (0 -3) o 1,ﬁ<1_1>

n—+1 - Pl n

In practice, this gives the following inequality:

1 1 n/(n+1)
Y
n+1 n
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Now by raising to the power n + 1 we obtain from this:

1 n+1 1 n
(=) 2 0-3)
n+1 n

The point now is that we have the following inversion formulae:

1 \*! n \' n+il 1
n-+1 n—+1 n

n

. -1\ !
n N n S n—1 n—1
Thus by inverting the inequality that we found, we obtain, as desired:

1 n+1 1 n
(1) = (i)
n n—1
(4) But with this, we can now finish. Indeed, the sequence x,, is increasing, the
sequence vy, is decreasing, and we have z,, < y,, as well as:

, 1
I 14 51
T n

Thus, both sequences x,, vy, converge to a certain number e, as desired.

(5) Finally, regarding the numerics for our limiting number e, we know from the above
that we have z, < e <y, for any n € N, which reads:

1 n 1 n+1
<1—|——> <e<(1+—)
n n

Thus e € [2,3], and with a bit of patience, or a computer, we obtain e = 2.71828. ..
We will actually come back to this question later, with better methods. O

We should mention that there are many other ways of getting into e. For instance it
is possible to prove that we have the following formula, which is a bit more conceptual
than the formula in Theorem 1.34, and also with the convergence being very quick:

> -

- =
0 n.

Importantly, all this not the end of the story with e. For instance, in relation with
the first formula that we found, from Theorem 1.34, we have, more generally:

<1+§> — e
n
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Also, in relation with the second formula, from above, we have, more generally:

o n

> =
n=0
To be more precise, these latter two formulae are something that we know at z = 1.
The case x = 0 is trivial, the case x = —1 follows from the case x = 1, via some simple
manipulations, and with a bit more work, we can get these formulae for any z € N, and
then for any € Z. However, the general case x € R is quite tricky, requiring a good
knowledge of the theory of real functions. We will be back to this later.

le. Exercises

Exercises:

EXERCISE 1.35.
EXERCISE 1.36.
EXERCISE 1.37.
EXERCISE 1.38.
EXERCISE 1.39.
EXERCISE 1.40.
EXERCISE 1.41.
EXERCISE 1.42.

Bonus exercise.



CHAPTER 2

Motion basics

2a. Collisions

Good news, with what that we know we can do some physics, in 1 dimension. Let us
begin with a discussion of the usual motion, in the absence of forces. That is something
very simple, with the motion being linear, the bodies traveling at constant speed, namely
their initial speed. And there is no acceleration to worry about.

However, interesting things happen when such objects collide, and we have:

Fact 2.1. In the context of general linear motion, in the case of a collision between
two bodies, myi, mo travelling at speeds vy, vy, the total momentum of the system

P = M1V + Moty

15 conserved. The same happens of course without collision either, and also for systems
of N bodies, with N € N arbitrary, with all sorts of collisions allowed between them.

As a first comment, is this really physics, or just some abstraction? We know that
gravity is everywhere, and that the very existence of my, msy leads to their gravity, and so
to the negation of the general linear motion setting above. However, two trains colliding is
certainly physics, and even scary physics, and this has nothing to do with gravity. Thus,
what we have here is a true physics principle, dealing with real-life situations.

In order to understand now what is going on, consider two objects as in Fact 2.1,
bound for collision:
Omy <y Omy
We know from real life that two things can happen, in this situation. The first case is
that of an inelastic, also called plastic collision, where my, my decide when meeting that
they love each other, and pursue their journey as a couple, m = my + mso:

0 7w

Of course, who really knows what really happens during a plastic collision, at the
microscopic level, but assuming somehow that no energy or something is dissipated, during
that hot encounter, Fact 2.1 holds indeed, and allows us to do the math.

And the math, coming from the conservation of momentum, is as follows:

33
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PROPOSITION 2.2. In the context of a plastic collision between two bodies,
myvU1 + MoUsy
m=mi+my , V=—"7"7—7—/—/—
mi + Mo
are the mass and speed of the resulting body.
Proor. This follows straight from Fact 2.1, because the momentum of m = my 4+ my
equals the sum of the initial momenta of my, ms, and is therefore given by:

muv = MU + MaUs
Thus, we are led to the speed formula in the statement. U

The second case now, that can happen as well, is that of an elastic collision. So,
consider as before two objects bound for collision:

Om; 7w vz Omy

The elastic collision is then the case opposed to love, with our two bodies meeting,
comparing their m;, v;, then exchanging some speed depending on that, via a few quick
fists, and then either keeping traveling forward, but slower, or going backwards:

®, _>vi Oms _>”Ué
<_v’1 Omy <_v§ ®s
%v’l Omy Omao _>vé

In the above pictures, the winner, which was m; in the first case, and ms in the second
case, was awarded a black belt. As for the third case, that is some sort of draw.

Getting back now to the conservation of momentum, from Fact 2.1, it is pretty much
clear that what we have there won’t allow us to do the math. To be more precise, we
can get from there only 1 equation, which is not enough for computing the output data.
Fortunately, in the case of elastic collisions, Fact 2.1 can be complemented with:

FAcT 2.3. In the context of general linear motion, in the case of an elastic collision
between two bodies, my, my traveling at speeds vy, vy, the total energy of the system
mivd  mayvs
2 2

is conserved. The same happens of course without collision either, and also for systems
of N bodies, with N € N arbitrary, with multi-elastic collisions allowed between them.

E =

Again, as in the case of the plastic collisions, who really knows what really happens
during an elastic collision, at the microscopic level, but again, assuming that no things
are lost, during that event, Fact 2.3 holds indeed, and allows us to do the math.
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As another comment, while the formula of the momentum p = mv from Fact 2.3 was
something quite simple and intuitive, the above formula of the energy £ = muv?/2 is

obviously something more subtle. We will be back to this, later.

Going ahead now, let us first investigate, just out of curiosity, what happens to the
energy during a plastic collision. The result here, contradicting our previous guess that

the moment conservation comes somehow from “no energy lost”, is as follows:
THEOREM 2.4. In the context of a plastic collision between two bodies, we have:
E <E)+ Ey
That s, some of the initial energy gets dissipated during the collision.

ProoFr. We use the equations found in Proposition 2.2, namely:

mivU1 + MaUg
m=mi+my , V=—"—"8797/—
mi + mo
According to our definition of energy, from Fact 2.3, the initial energy is:
miv? + mavs
2

As for the final energy, this is given by the following formula:

Ey+ FEy =

" mu?  (myvy + mavs)?
2 2(my +my)

So, let us compute now the difference between these two quantities. We obtain:

(my + ma)(myv? + mov?) — (myvy + maovy)?
2(my + mo)
mima (v + v2 — 20109)
2(mq + my)
myma(vy — vg)?
2(my + mo)
> 0

Ei+FE,—FE =

Thus E; 4+ F, > E, and since a collision cannot happen when the inital speeds are the

same, v; = vg, the equality case cannot happen, and so E; + Fy > FE, as stated.

Moving ahead now, and back to the elastic collisions, the two conservation principles
that we have, namely Fact 2.1 and Fact 2.3, allow us to do the math. In order to discuss

this, consider our usual picture of an elastic collision, as follows:

om1 _>U1 %UQ Omg
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Depending on the resulting fight, we can have either a win or m; or ms, or a draw.
Abstractly however, we can simply say that we are in a draw situation, the picture being
as follows, with the convention that we do not know yet the directions of v}, vj:

) Omy Omy g
With these conventions made, the precise result is as follows:
PROPOSITION 2.5. In the context of an elastic collision between two bodies,
(my — mg)vy + 2mavy

!/
Ulz

my + Mo

(m2 — ml)’UQ + 277111}1
mi + me

vl =
are the resulting speeds of the two bodies.

PROOF. According to our momentum and energy conservation principles from Fact
2.1 and Fact 2.3, the resulting speeds v}, v} satisfy the following two equations:

MyU1 + Moy = Miv] + Mavh
Miv; + mavs = mav + myvy
Now observe that these equations can be written as follows:
my(v1 — v}) = ma(vy — va)
ma (v} — o) = ma(vy’ — v})
By dividing the second equation by the first one, our system becomes:
mi(vy — vp) = ma(vh — va)
vy + U] = V) + vy
And by doing now the math, we are led to the formulae in the statement. O

We have in fact a better formulation of Proposition 2.5, as follows:

THEOREM 2.6. In the context of an elastic collision between two bodies, the resulting
speeds of the two bodies are

q
Vi=v+— , vy =1y — —
my ma

where q € R s the individual change of momentum, given by
1 1
(— + —) q=2(vy — 1)
mq mo

from the perspective of my, and from the opposite perspective of ms.
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PROOF. From the perspective of Proposition 2.5, we have done some quick algebra
there, without really knowing what we're doing, leading to the following formulae:

(my — ma)vy + 2movy

vy =
my1 + ma

(mg — my)vy + 2myvy

vy =
my + Mg
Now observe that these two formulae can be alternatively written as follows:
2mo(ve — v
vy = + —2< 2= v)
my + Mo
2m1 (Ul - Ug)

!
my + Mo

But this leads to the formulae in the statement, and to that conclusion about q. [
We will be back to collisions in chapter 4, when talking about basic thermodynamics,
in 1 dimension, and then later on several occasions, in 2 or 3 dimensions.

2b. Rockets

As a main application now of the general theory developed above, and in relation with
gravity as well, we can use momentum for beating gravity, as follows:

THEOREM 2.7. We can build rockets, by ejecting mass from a body
...... o\ —

with the body moving in the opposite direction to the ejection direction.

ProoF. The functioning principle of rockets is clear indeed from the conservation of
the momentum principle, because ejecting mass to the left will move us to the right. As
for the precise math of this, this can be worked out too, the idea being as follows:

(1) Let us first study the case of a single ejection. We begin with M at rest:
o\
Now let us eject to the left a mass m, with speed s. The situation becomes:
<5 Om &M —m —w

By conservation of momentum we have (M — m)v = ms, and so:
. ms
M -—m
(2) Let us study now a double ejection. At the first stage, we have as above, by
labelling now the ejection data with a 1 index, standing for stage 1 of the ejection:

v

%51 OH’L1 .M,ml _>U1
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At the second stage now, that of ejecting a mass msy, with speed s, with the observa-
tion that the ejection speed s is only relative to M, the situation becomes:
<—s1 Omy $—s9—v1 Omao O\ —mi—ms Tvs
Neglecting the first ejection, the conservation of momentum tells us that:
(M —my —ma)vg — ma(sy —v1) = (M — my)v;
But this equation can be written in the following way:
(M —mq —ma)vg = (M —mq — mg)vy + mase

By using now (1) for the value of vy, the speed after the second ejection is given by:

maSg
Vg = Ul+M—m1—m2
N miS1 M2S2
M-—-—my M-—my—my
(3) In the general case now, that of a multiple ejection, of masses my,...,my with
respective speeds s1, ..., Sk, the same idea applies, and gives as eventual speed:
misy m2So MSk
vk:M—ml M—ml—m2+"'+M—m1—...—mk

In the particular case where the ejection mass m is constant, we obtain:

msy mss msy

Uk = M—m+M—2m+”'+M—km

Also, in the particular case where the ejection speed s is constant, we obtain:

my 4 ma i I M
U = s
F M—-—my M—mi—ms M—-—my—...—my

And in the case where both the mass m and speed s are constant, we obtain:

m + m + +—m
k M—-—m M-—2m M —km

(4) Let us work out now the asymptotics. For simplifying we will assume that we are
in the last case, that of a constant ejection mass m and speed s, although modifications
of our argument will apply as well more generally. With m = M, we have:

c + © +...+ °
v = - s
P\l T2 1— ke
We will assume that € is small, and that £ € N is such that the total ejection mass,

or rather the fraction ke = r € (0, 1) of this total ejection mass, compared to the initial
mass M of our rocket, is fixed. Thus, we want to compute v, in the following regime:

EZE s k — o0
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Now remember the definition of the integral, as the area below the graph of the
function, which is approximable by the Riemann method by usual rectangles. In the
particular case of the function 1/z, this picture gives us the following formula:

/11N1 1 N 1 L 1
.r  k\l—e 1-2 ~ 1—ke

Thus, the final velocity we are interested in is given by the following formula:
= NI N
U e T e T T ke

TS 1 N 1 n n 1
 k\l—¢ 1—-2 7 1—ke

|
~ rs —
l—rx

= —rlog(l—r)s

(5) As an illustration here, assume that our rocket has shrinked, from a continuous
ejection process at speed s, up to mass M /e, with e ~ 2.718 being the usual constant
from analysis. In this case we have r = 1 — 1/e, and the velocity reached is given by:

1 1 1
v:—(l——)log(—)s:(1——)5:0.6323
e e e

There are of course many other things that can be said here, and in particular we have
some interesting questions related to the best strategy to be followed, in order to beat a
given force F', such as gravity, or several such forces. More on this later. U

We have done some math in the above, and for future reference, let us record:

THEOREM 2.8. For a rocket having initial mass M, and functioning by ejecting pieces
of mass m at a constant speed s, the speed reached after k ejections is:

m + m + + m
= .t — s
v M—-m M-—-2m M — km

In the m=eM, ke =r € (0,1) and k — oo regime we have
v~ —rlog(l —r)s

which represents the velocity after the rocket has shrinked to mass (1 —r)M. Moreover,
this latter conclusion holds under the sole assumption that s is constant.

PROOF. Here the two formulae in the statement are our two main formulae, selected
from the proof of Theorem 2.7. As for the last assertion, recall also from the proof of
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Theorem 2.7 that, assuming only that s is constant, the formula of the velocity is:

my 1 ma n i m
v = S
M—-—my M—my—my M—my—...—my

The point now is that, assuming that the ejection pieces myq, ..., my, instead of being
all equal to a certain m, are at least of comparable size, the Riemann integration arguments
from the end of the proof of Theorem 2.7 will apply as well, and give the result. U

Let us record as well the continuous version of the above result:

THEOREM 2.9. For a rocket with initial mass M, ejecting at speed s = s(x), with x
being the fraction of the already ejected mass, the speed reached at x = r is:

Log
v=r —dx
1,TZL’

In particular, when the ejection speed is constant s € R, we have v = —rlog(1 — r)s.

PROOF. Again, this is something which follows from the above. To be more precise,
the last assertion follows from Theorem 2.8, or from the first assertion. Regarding now
the first assertion, recall from the proof of Theorem 2.7 that the discrete formula is:

_ms; N mss R msg
T M-m M-2m ' M—km

We can now proceed as in the proof of Theorem 2.7, and with m = ¢ M as there, and
then with ke = r € (0,1) fixed and k — oo as there as well, we obtain:

B S1 S92 Sk
e 5(1—5+1—25+"'+1—k5)
o Z S1 S92 Sk

- k(1—5+1—25+"'+1—k5>

Log
~ 7 —dx
1—7"7:

Thus, we are led to the conclusion in the statement. Il

Vg

As already mentioned, more on this later, when talking about gravity, and trying to
beat it with such devices. In particular, we will be back to the above computations, and
fine-tune the choice of the ejection method, depending on the problem to be solved.

Finally, let us mention that the above result remains a bit theoretical, because if you
are a space engineer, one of your main concerns, besides of course beating gravity, is that
of beating atmospheric drag too. More on this, later in this book.
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2c. Free falls
Let us start with something immensely important, in the history of science:
Fact 2.10. Newton invented calculus for formulating the laws of motion as
v=x , a=70
where x,v,a are the position, speed and acceleration, and the dots are time derivatives.

To be more precise, the variable in Newton’s physics is time ¢ € R, playing the role of
the variable x € R that we have used in the above. And we are looking at a particle whose
position is described by a function x = z(¢). Then, it is quite clear that the speed of this
particle should be described by the first derivative v = 2/(t), and that the acceleration of
the particle should be described by the second derivative a = v'(t) = 2" ().

Getting now to the real thing, forces, we will first talk about gravity. We have:

THEOREM 2.11. The equation of a gravitational free fall, in 1 dimension, is
GM

-

with M being the attracting mass, and G ~ 6.674 x 10~ being a constant.

T =

PROOF. Assume indeed that we have a free falling object, in 1 dimension:

Om

l

o\
In order to reach to calculus as we know it, we must peform a rotation, as to have all

this happening on the Ox axis. By doing this, and assuming that M is fixed at 0, our
picture becomes as follows, with the attached numbers being now the coordinates:

o <— 0,
Now comes the physics. The gravitational force exterted by M, which is fixed in our
formalism, on the object m which moves, is subject to the following equations:
Mm
22
To be more precise, in the first equation G ~ 6.674x 107! is the gravitational constant,
in usual SI units, and the sign is — because F' is attractive. The second equation is
something standard and very intuitive, and the last two equations are those from Fact
2.10. Now observe that, with the above data for F', the equation F' = ma reads:
Mm
s
Thus, by simplifying, we are led to the equation in the statement. U

F=-G

, F=ma , a=v , v=2z

-G

= max
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2d. N bodies

At a more advanced level, that of several bodies, let us start with:

DEFINITION 2.12. Associated to a system of bodies My, ..., My, located at positions
c1, ..., cp € R is their center of mass, located at the following position:
oo 2iGiMi

N ZzMZ

A single body of mass ), M, located there, at the center of mass, and with My, ..., My
being erased, will be called average of the system formed by My, ..., M.

Let us start with some basic mathematics of the center of mass, as constructed above.
To be kept in mind first is:

PROPOSITION 2.13. The center of mass is not a center of gravity, in the sense that
the gravity there is not necessarily 0. For instance the center of mass of a dumbell is

LIVe) *em OMy
Mod Myd
M1+ My M1+ My

while the center of gravity, which is the unique point where the gravity is 0, is:

LIV *cg OM,
——— N—_——
Myd /Mod

/M1 ++/Mg /M7 ++/Ms
PROOF. There are several assertions here, the idea being as follows:

(1) Regarding the dumbell, pictured above with M; > My, the formula for the center
of mass is clear from definitions. Regarding now the center of gravity, the formula there
can be found by doing the math, and it works, because the acceleration there is:

GM,; GM,
a=— 5 + 5 =10
v Mid v/ Mad
VMi4+/ Mo vV M1+ Mo

(2) Getting now to systems My, ..., My with k£ > 3, things here are more complicated.
Let us first look at the simplest case, that of 3 bodies on a line, at distinct positions.
Here, by obvious reasons, we have 2 centers of gravity, as follows:

O, — Ky —— N, — Ky, —— O

More generally, again by obvious reasons, a system of aligned bodies Mj, ..., M} has
k — 1 centers of gravity, one in between each pair of consecutive bodies. U

Moving ahead, and looking for an easier question, let us still examine the gravity of a
rigid object, formed by fixed bodies M, ..., My, but at a distance. We have here:
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THEOREM 2.14. Consider a rigid object, consisting of fized bodies My, . .., My, located

at positions ci, . ..,c; € R3. The corresponding gravitation force, F' = —VV with
|z — ¢
can be approximated by the force coming from the center of mass, F, = —VV with
‘ |z — ¢

at order zero, when x >> c¢;. The correction term can be computed as well.
PrROOF. We have several assertions here, the idea being as follows:

(1) The first assertion, F' ~ F, when z >> ¢;, is something clear, and with this not
even needing ¢ to be the center of mass. Indeed, with V|V, as above, we have:

GmM,; GmM,;
i M ey Wl e

(2) Regarding now the correction term, the error to be estimated is:

GmM,; G - M;
V-V, = — Z mio, =m 2.
T —cl |z —
1 1
- lz—c| |z —q
Thus, we are led to the conclusions in the statement. Il

Before going ahead and leaving this subject, let us mention that an interesting gen-
eralization of the above comes when considering a “true” rigid body, made of matter
arranged according to a certain density function p inside it. We will not go into details
here, and instead let us just formulate a basic statement, as follows:

THEOREM 2.15. Consider a rigid body, made of matter arranged according to a certain
density function p inside it. Its gravitational force is then F' = —V'V with

Gmp(2)

V=- dz
|z — 2|
and can be approximated by the force coming from the center of mass, F, = —V'V with
V- Gm [ p(z)dz ’
|z — [up(u)dul

at order zero, when m is far away. The correction term can be computed as well.



44 2. MOTION BASICS

PROOF. Here the formulae in the statement, which are perfectly similar to those in
Theorem 2.14, can be obtained via the usual philosophy “replace sums by integrals”.
Observe in particular the formula of the center of mass, producing V., namely:

c= /up(u)du

As for the last assertion, this can only hold too, by proceeding as in the proof of
Theorem 2.14, and replacing everywhere at the end the sums by integrals. U

Finally, let us discuss energy conservation questions. Let us formulate:
DEFINITION 2.16. An inertial frame is a frame where all basic formulae, namely
Gm1m2
(1 — 22)?

hold, with the last formula standing for Newton’s action-reaction principle.

|F‘: s F=ma s a="v s vV=21T s F12:—F21

To be more precise here, the first 4 formulae are something that we have been heavily
using, so far in this book. As for the last formula, also called Newton’s third law, this
expresses the fact that when an object 1 acts on an object 2, say via gravity, with force
Fis, then object 2 acts as well on object 1, with force Fy; = —Fis.

In relation with our present considerations, we have the following basic examples:
PROPOSITION 2.17. In the context of the 2-body problem, the basic frames of type
MMy + XMy
are all non-inertial, including the center of mass frame.

PROOF. Since our definition of an inertial frame was something quite informal, so will
be this proof. We want to check whether the forces between My, M, satisfy:
GMlMQ(Q?l — [EQ)

|z1 — 2o

F12:_F21:

(1) In the case of the frame centered at Mj, the formula Fijo = —Fy certainly does
not hold, because the acceleration of M; is in this case 0 = 0, and so no force acting upon
it, at least from our calculus viewpoint. The same holds for the frame centered at Ms.

(2) In the case now where we have parameters Aj, Ay satisfying Ay + Ay = 0, the
positions of My, My are given by the following formulae:

21 = —)\11’ s Zo = )\QZE
Thus the forces acting upon My, Ms, computed according to calculus, are:

For = —Mi\T ,  Fro= —MyA@
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Thus, in order to have Fi5 = —Fy;, the parameters \j, Ay satisfy MiA; = MyAs. But
these are exactly the parameters of the center of mass.

(3) But the center of mass frame is not inertial either, because due to the fact that
we performed a dilation, the magnitude of Fi5 = —Fb; is not the correct one. U

In what regards the conservation of energy, here we have the following result:

THEOREM 2.18. With a suitable potential formalism, the total energy

E=) T +V

of a system of bodies My, ..., My is conserved. Also, the individual energy

E/:T,+Z‘/i/

of an extra body m added is conserved as well, again with a suitable formalism.
PROOF. There are several questions here, the idea being as follows:

(1) In what regards T' =), T; we have, exactly as in the 2-body problem:

T = Z < Vs, F’]l >
i
= Z < Vs, —V‘/JZ >
i
- X
i#]
(2) With this in hand, we can group pairs of terms, and we are led to the conclusion
in the statement, with the remark that all the potentials appearing are time-dependent.

(3) In what regards now the second assertion, this is not exactly something of the same
nature as the first assertion, becase assuming that by some kind of miracle we would have
a theory where all the bodies conserve their energy, the total energy of the system would
be trivially conserved too, just by summing, and this does not look normal. So, getting
now to the second assertion as formulated, we have, by computing as in (1) above:

T’:—ZV/

(4) Thus, we are led to the conclusion in the statement, with the problem however
that all the potentials appearing there are now time-dependent. U
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Exercises:

EXERCISE 2.19.
EXERCISE 2.20.
EXERCISE 2.21.
EXERCISE 2.22.
EXERCISE 2.23.
EXERCISE 2.24.
EXERCISE 2.25.

EXERCISE 2.26.

Bonus exercise.
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2e. Exercises



CHAPTER 3

Functions, calculus

3a. Derivatives

The idea of calculus is very simple. We are interested in functions f : R — R, and
we already know that when f is continuous at a point x, we can write an approximation
formula as follows, for the values of our function f around that point z:

fle+1t) ~ f(x)
The problem is now, how to improve this? And a bit of thinking at all this suggests
to look at the slope of f at the point x. Which leads us into the following notion:

DEFINITION 3.1. A function f: R — R s called differentiable at x when

o) — pim LD = 1)

t—0 t

called derivative of f at that point x, exists.

As a first remark, in order for f to be differentiable at z, that is to say, in order for
the above limit to converge, the numerator must go to 0, as the denominator ¢ does:

lim [f(z +1) = f(z)] =0

Thus, f must be continuous at x. However, the converse is not true, a basic coun-
terexample being f(z) = |z| at = 0. Let us summarize these findings as follows:

PROPOSITION 3.2. If f is differentiable at x, then f must be continuous at x. However,
the converse is not true, a basic counterexample being f(x) = |x|, at x = 0.

PRrROOF. The first assertion is something that we already know, from the above. As
for the second assertion, regarding f(x) = |z|, this is something quite clear on the picture
of f, but let us prove this mathematically, based on Definition 3.1. We have:

lim w = lim t-0 =1
t\0 t N0 T
On the other hand, we have as well the following computation:
i 0100 220
t 0 t t,0 t

Thus, the limit in Definition 3.1 does not converge, so we have our counterexample. [

47
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Generally speaking, the last assertion in Proposition 3.2 should not bother us much,
because most of the basic continuous functions are differentiable, and we will see examples
in a moment. Before that, however, let us recall why we are here, namely improving the
basic estimate f(z +t) ~ f(x). We can now do this, using the derivative, as follows:

THEOREM 3.3. Assuming that f is differentiable at x, we have:
fla+t) = f(z)+ f'(2)t
In other words, f is, approzimately, locally affine at x.

PROOF. Assume indeed that f is differentiable at x, and let us set, as before:

o)t T = F(2)

t—0 t

By multiplying by ¢, we obtain that we have, once again in the t — 0 limit:

flx+1) = fz) = f(2)t

Thus, we are led to the conclusion in the statement. U

All this is very nice, and before developing more theory, let us work out some examples.
As a first illustration, the derivatives of the power functions are as follows:

THEOREM 3.4. We have the differentiation formula
(a”)' = pa’~!
valid for any exponent p € R.
PROOF. We can do this in three steps, as follows:
(1) In the case p € N we can use the binomial formula, which gives, as desired:

(@+tP = i(i)ﬂ’ftk

k=0
= 2P 4paP 4. 4P
~ 2P+ paPt

(2) Let us discuss now the general case p € Q. We write p = m/n, with m € Z and
n € N. In order to do the computation, we use the following formula:

a* = b= (a—b)(a" P +a" b+ + b
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We set in this formula a = (z +¢)"™/™ and b = 2™/". We obtain, as desired:
(x+t)™ —a™
(I + t)m(n—l)/n 4+ .+ rm(n=1)/n
(x+t)™ —a™
nxmn—1)/n

12

mx™ 1t
m(n—1)/n

12

. xm—l—m-ﬁ-m/n ot

_ m/n—1 ¢

T

SI3=13E

(3) In the general case now, where p € R is real, we can use a similar argument.
Indeed, given any integer n € N, we have the following computation:
(x + )P — 2P
(z + )P0 4+ 4 gp(n—1)
(x + )P — P
nxp(n_l)

(x+t)P —aP =

~

Now observe that we have the following estimate, with [.] being the integer part:
(z + )P < (@ + )" < (2 + )Pt

By using the binomial formula on both sides, for the integer exponents [pn| and [pn]+1
there, we deduce that with n >> 0 we have the following estimate:

(z + )P ~ 2™ + pnaP™ 't

Thus, we can finish our computation started above as follows:

naP"
(x +1t)P —aP ~ pnxpnip = paP 't
But this gives (2P)’ = paxP~!, which finishes the proof. O

Here are some further computations, for other basic functions that we know:

THEOREM 3.5. We have the following results:

(1) (sinz)" = cosz.
(2) (cosz) = —sinwx.
(3) () = e,

(4) (logzx) =z~

Proor. This is quite tricky, as always when computing derivatives, as follows:
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(1) Regarding sin, the computation here goes as follows:

oy sin(z +t) —sinx
(sinz)" = lim ,
t—0
sinzcost 4 cosxsint — sinx

= lim

t—0 t

. . cost — 1 sint
= limsiny - ——— +cosx - —

t—0 t
= CoSZ

Here we have used the fact, which is clear on pictures, by drawing the trigonometric
circle, that we have sint ~ t for t ~ 0, plus the fact, which follows from this and from
Pythagoras, sin® + cos® = 1, that we have as well cost ~ 1 —t2/2, for t ~ 0.

(2) The computation for cos is similar, as follows:

, cos(x +1t) —cosx
(cosz) = lim ;
t—0
coszcost —sinzsint — cosx

= lim

t—0 t

. cost — 1 . sint
= limcosx+ —— —sinx - ——

t—0 t t
= —ginx

(3) For the exponential, the derivative can be computed as follows:

o= (&)

k=0

00
k=0
e®

k—1

kx
k

!

(4) As for the logarithm, the computation here is as follows, using log(1 + y) ~ y for
y ~ 0, which follows from e¥ ~ 1 + y that we found in (3), by taking the logarithm:

lim log(x +t) — logx

/
(logx) = lim ,
_ lim log(1+t/x)
t—0 t
1
oz
Thus, we are led to the formulae in the statement. Il

Speaking exponentials, we can now formulate a nice result about them:
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THEOREM 3.6. The exponential function, namely

k

> X
Gm:ZF
k=0

is the unique power series satisfying f' = f and f(0) = 1.

PRrROOF. Consider indeed a power series satisfying f' = f and f(0) = 1. Due to
f(0) = 1, the first term must be 1, and so our function must look as follows:

o0
flx)=1+ cha:k
k=1
According to our differentiation rules, the derivative of this series is given by:
o0
f(z) = Z kepah
k=1

Thus, the equation f’ = f is equivalent to the following equalities:
C1 = 1 s 2C2 =C s 363 =C2 4C4 =C3 |,

But this system of equations can be solved by recurrence, as follows:

1 1
= ]_ = — = e —
“ 2T 0 BT o Tk
Thus we have ¢, = 1/k!, leading to the conclusion in the statement. U

Observe that the above result leads to a more conceptual explanation for the number
e itself. To be more precise, e € R is the unique number satisfying:

(6:(:)/ — €$
Let us work out now some general results. We have here the following statement:

THEOREM 3.7. We have the following formulae:

(D) (f+9)=f+4g"
(2) (fg) =f'g+f9g.
(3) (fog)=(fog)-9g.

Proor. All these formulae are elementary, the idea being as follows:
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(1) This follows indeed from definitions, the computation being as follows:

i 9 +1) — (f +9)(x)

(f+9)(z) = lim ;
o (fla+t)—fa) | glz+t) —g(x)
- 15%( ¢ + t )
_ PD[(l)f(ifﬂ”fi—f(x) ﬂir%g(%ti—g(m)
= fl(z) + ()

(2) This follows from definitions too, the computation, by using the more convenient
formula f(x +1t) ~ f(z) + f'(x)t as a definition for the derivative, being as follows:

(fo)x+t) = flz+t)g(x+1)
(f(@) + f(2)t)(g(x) + ¢'(2)t)
=~ f(x)g(x) + (f'(x)g(x) + f(2)g'(2))t

Indeed, we obtain from this that the derivative is the coefficient of ¢, namely:

(f9)'(z) = fi(x)g(x) + f(z)g (x)

(3) Regarding compositions, the computation here is as follows, again by using the
more convenient formula f(x +t) ~ f(z) + f'(x)t as a definition for the derivative:

(fog)x+t) = flg(z+1))
~ f(g(z) +g'(2)t)
~ flg(x)) + f'(g(x))g' ()t

Indeed, we obtain from this that the derivative is the coefficient of ¢, namely:

(fog)(x) = f(g(x))g'(x)

Thus, we are led to the conclusions in the statement. U

12

We can of course combine the above formulae, and we obtain for instance:

THEOREM 3.8. The derivatives of fractions are given by:

([)' _f9— 14
g 9

In particular, we have the following formula, for the derivative of inverses:

(1)’_1’
7)o

In fact, we have (fP) = pfP=t, for any exponent p € R.
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PROOF. This statement is written a bit upside down, and for the proof it is better to
proceed backwards. To be more precise, by using (z?)" = pzP~! and Theorem 3.7 (3), we
obtain the third formula. Then, with p = —1, we obtain from this the second formula.
And finally, by using this second formula and Theorem 3.7 (2), we obtain:

0=

Thus, we are led to the formulae in the statement. U

With the above formulae in hand, we can do all sorts of computations for other basic
functions that we know, including tan x, or arctan x:

THEOREM 3.9. We have the following formulae,
1 1
t =
, (arctanz) T2

and the derivatives of the remaining trigonometric functions can be computed as well.

(tanz)" =

cos? x

ProoF. For tan, we have the following computation:

. !/
(tanz) — (smx)
COS T

sin’ x cos x — sin z cos’ x

cos? x
2 .9
cos“x + sin” x
cos? x
1
cos? x
As for arctan, we can use here the following computation:

(tanoarctan)’(z) = tan’(arctanz)arctan’(z)

= —————arctan’(z
cos?(arctan x) ()

Indeed, since the term on the left is simply 2’ = 1, we obtain from this:

arctan’(z) = cos®(arctan )
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On the other hand, with ¢ = arctan x we know that we have tant = x, and so:
1 1

1+tan’t 1+ a2

Thus, we are led to the formula in the statement, namely:

cos®(arctan ) = cos’t =

1
arctanz) =
As for the last assertion, we will leave this as an exercise. U

At the theoretical level now, further building on Theorem 3.3, we have:

THEOREM 3.10. The local minima and mazima of a differentiable function f : R — R
appear at the points x € R where:

f'(x) =0

Howewver, the converse of this fact is not true in general.

PRroOOF. The first assertion follows from the formula in Theorem 3.3, namely:
flz+1t) = f(z) + fi(a)t

Indeed, let us rewrite this formula, more conveniently, in the following way:
fla+t) = fla) = fl(2)t

Now saying that our function f has a local maximum at x € R means that there exists
a number € > 0 such that the following happens:

fla+t) = flx) , Vte[-ee

We conclude that we must have f'(x)t > 0 for sufficiently small ¢, and since this small
t can be both positive or negative, this gives, as desired:

f'(x) =0

Similarly, saying that our function f has a local minimum at z € R means that there
exists a number € > 0 such that the following happens:

fle+t) < f(z) , Vie[-ed]

Thus f'(z)t < 0 for small ¢, and this gives, as before, f'(x) = 0. Finally, in what
regards the converse, the simplest counterexample here is the following function:

flz) =2’
Indeed, we have f’(x) = 3z?%, and in particular f(0) = 0. But our function being
clearly increasing, x = 0 is not a local maximum, nor a local minimum. U

As an important consequence of Theorem 3.10, we have:
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THEOREM 3.11. Assuming that f : [a,b] — R is differentiable, we have
fb) = fla) _
for some ¢ € (a,b), called mean value property of f.

PROOF. In the case f(a) = f(b), the result, called Rolle theorem, states that we have
f'(c) = 0 for some ¢ € (a,b), and follows from Theorem 3.10. Now in what regards our
statement, due to Lagrange, this follows from Rolle, applied to the following function:

_ f(b) = f(a)
o) = fa) - L=
Indeed, we have g(a) = g(b), due to our choice of the constant on the right, so we get
g'(c) = 0 for some ¢ € (a,b), which translates into the formula in the statement. O

In practice, Theorem 3.10 can be used in order to find the maximum and minimum
of any differentiable function, and this method is best recalled as follows:

ALGORITHM 3.12. In order to find the minimum and mazimum of f : [a,b] — R:

(1) Compute the derivative f'.

(2) Solve the equation f'(x) = 0.

(3) Add a,b to your set of solutions.

(4) Compute f(x), for all your solutions.

(5) Compute the min/maz of all these f(z) values.
(6) Then this is the min/max of your function.

Needless to say, all this is very interesting, and powerful. The general problem in
any type of applied mathematics is that of finding the minimum or maximum of some
function, and we have now an algorithm for dealing with such questions. Very nice.

3b. Second derivatives

The derivative theory that we have is already quite powerful, and can be used in order
to solve all sorts of interesting questions, but with a bit more effort, we can do better.
Indeed, at a more advanced level, we can come up with the following notion:

DEFINITION 3.13. We say that f : R — R is twice differentiable if it is differentiable,
and its derivative f': R — R is differentiable too. The derivative of f' is denoted
f"'R—=R
and 1s called second derivative of f.

You might probably wonder why coming with this definition, which looks a bit abstract
and complicated, instead of further developing the theory of the first derivative, which
looks like something very reasonable and useful. Good point, and answer to this coming
in a moment. But before that, let us get a bit familiar with f”. We first have:
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INTERPRETATION 3.14. The second derivative f”(x) € R is the number which:

(1) Ezxpresses the growth rate of the slope f'(z) at the point x.

(2) Gives us the acceleration of the function f at the point x.

(3) Computes how much different is f(x), compared to f(z) with z ~ x.
(4) Tells us how much convex or concave is f, around the point x.

So, this is the truth about the second derivative, making it clear that what we have
here is a very interesting notion. In practice now, (1) follows from the usual interpretation
of the derivative, as both a growth rate, and a slope. Regarding (2), this is some sort
of reformulation of (1), using the intuitive meaning of the word “acceleration”, with the
relevant physics equations, due to Newton, being as follows:

v=2 , a=7v

Regarding now (3) in the above, this is something more subtle, of statistical nature,
that we will clarify with some mathematics, in a moment. As for (4), this is something
quite subtle too, that we will again clarify with some mathematics, in a moment.

In practice now, let us first compute the second derivatives of the functions that we
are familiar with, see what we get. The result here, which is perhaps not very enlightening
at this stage of things, but which certainly looks technically useful, is as follows:

PROPOSITION 3.15. The second derivatives of the basic functions are as follows:

(1) (@) = p(p—1)a*.
(2) sin” = —sin.

(3) cos” = — cos.

(4) exp’ = exp.

(5) log/(z) = —1/a?.

Also, there are functions which are differentiable, but not twice differentiable.

PrROOF. We have several assertions here, the idea being as follows:

(1) Regarding the various formulae in the statement, these all follow from the various
formulae for the derivatives established before, as follows:

()" = (pz"") = p(p — 1)a"*
(sinz)” = (cosx) = —sinx
(cosx)’ = (—sinz) = —cosz
@) = (@) =
(log 2)" = (~1/z) = ~1/2°

Of course, this is not the end of the story, because these formulae remain quite opaque,
and must be examined in view of Interpretation 3.14, in order to see what exactly is going
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on. Also, we have tan and the inverse trigonometric functions too. In short, plenty of
good exercises here, for you, and the more you solve, the better your calculus will be.

(2) Regarding now the counterexample, recall first that the simplest example of a
function which is continuous, but not differentiable, was f(z) = |z|, the idea behind this
being to use a “piecewise linear function whose branches do not fit well”. In connection
now with our question, piecewise linear will not do, but we can use a similar idea, namely
“piecewise quadratic function whose branches do not fit well”. So, let us set:

ar® (z <0)

This function is then differentiable, with its derivative being:

) = {an (x <0)

2bx  (z>0)
Now for getting our counterexample, we can set a = —1,b =1, so that f is:
—2? (2 <0)
f@) =9 ,
x (x >0)
Indeed, the derivative is f’(z) = 2|z|, which is not differentiable, as desired. O

Getting now to theory, we first have the following key result:

THEOREM 3.16. Any twice differentiable function f : R — R is locally quadratic,
1"
flott) = fla) + e+ T
with f"(z) being as usual the derivative of the function f': R — R at the point x.

PROOF. Assume indeed that f is twice differentiable at x, and let us try to construct
an approximation of f around z by a quadratic function, as follows:
flzx+1t) ~a+0bt+ct?
We must have a = f(x), and we also know from Theorem 3.3 that b = f'(x) is the
correct choice for the coefficient of . Thus, our approximation must be as follows:
flx+ 1) = f(x) + f'(@)t + ct?

In order to find the correct choice for ¢ € R, observe that the function ¢t — f(x + t)
matches with ¢t — f(z) + f'(x)t + ¢t in what regards the value at ¢ = 0, and also in what
regards the value of the derivative at ¢ = 0. Thus, the correct choice of ¢ € R should be
the one making match the second derivatives at ¢t = 0, and this gives:

f(x) =2¢
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We are therefore led to the formula in the statement, namely:

flo 1) =~ fa) + fla+ S0

In order to prove now that this formula holds indeed, we will use L’Hopital’s rule,
which states that the 0/0 type limits can be computed as follows:

fz)  Fx)
g(x) — g'(z)
Observe that this formula holds indeed, as an application of Theorem 3.3. Now by
using this, if we denote by ¢(t) ~ P(t) the formula to be proved, we have:

p(t) — P(t) () — P'(t)

2 2t
L ¢'(t) = P(t)
o 2
[ (@) — (=)
B 2
= 0
Thus, we are led to the conclusion in the statement. Il

The above result substantially improves Theorem 3.3, and there are many applications
of it. As a first such application, justifying Interpretation 3.14 (3), we have the following
statement, which is a bit heuristic, but we will call it however Proposition:

PROPOSITION 3.17. Intuitively speaking, the second derivative f"(x) € R computes
how much different is f(x), compared to the average of f(z), with z ~ x.

PROOF. As already mentioned, this is something a bit heuristic, but which is good to
know. Let us write the formula in Theorem 3.17, as such, and with ¢ — —t too:

f"(z) £2

fla+1) = fl@) + fa)t +—

flo 1) = fla) — faye+ 20

By making the average, we obtain the following formula:

r+t)+ f(e—t "z
faA ) fe=t) o F0)
2 2
But this is what our statement says, save for some uncertainties regarding the aver-
aging method, and for the precise value of I(t?/2). We will leave this for later. O

Back to rigorous mathematics, we can improve as well Theorem 3.10, as follows:
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THEOREM 3.18. The local minima and local maxima of a twice differentiable function
f R — R appear at the points x € R where

f'(x) =0

with the local minima corresponding to the case f'(x) > 0, and with the local mazima
corresponding to the case f"(x) <0.

PROOF. The first assertion is something that we already know. As for the second
assertion, we can use the formula in Theorem 3.16, which in the case f'(z) = 0 reads:

"
T
flet 1)~ fa) + D
Indeed, assuming f”(x) # 0, it is clear that the condition f”(z) > 0 will produce a
local minimum, and that the condition f”(x) < 0 will produce a local maximum. O

As before with Theorem 3.10, the above result is not the end of the story with the
mathematics of the local minima and maxima, because things are undetermined when:
fi@) = f"(x) =0

For instance the functions 2™ with n € N all satisfy this condition at x = 0, which

is a minimum for the functions of type 22", a maximum for the functions of type —z?™,

and not a local minimum or local maximum for the functions of type £z?™*1!,

There are some comments to be made in relation with Algorithm 3.12 as well. Nor-
mally that algorithm stays strong, because Theorem 3.18 can only help in relation with
the final steps, and is it worth it to compute the second derivative f”, just for getting rid
of roughly 1/2 of the f(x) values to be compared. However, in certain cases, this method
proves to be useful, so Theorem 3.18 is good to know, when applying that algorithm.

3c. Taylor formula

Back now to the general theory of the derivatives, and their theoretical applications,
we can further develop our basic approximation method, at order 3, at order 4, and so
on, the ultimate result on the subject, called Taylor formula, being as follows:

THEOREM 3.19. Any function f: R — R can be locally approzimated as
— [P (2)
k=0

where f*)(x) are the higher derivatives of f at the point x.

Proor. Consider the function to be approximated, namely:

p(t) = flz +1)
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Let us try to best approximate this function at a given order n € N. We are therefore
looking for a certain polynomial in ¢, of the following type:
P(t) =ap+ait + ...+ ayt"

The natural conditions to be imposed are those stating that P and ¢ should match
at t = 0, at the level of the actual value, of the derivative, second derivative, and so on
up the n-th derivative. Thus, we are led to the approximation in the statement:

nofk)
fn~ S I
k=0 ’

In order to prove now that this approximation holds indeed, we can use L’Hopital’s
rule, applied several times, as in the proof of Theorem 3.16. To be more precise, if we
denote by ¢(t) ~ P(t) the approximation to be proved, we have:

p(t) — P(t) () — P'(t)

tn ntn1
_ - P
— n(n—1)t2

(1) ~ PO()
n!
F ) — )

n!

12

= 0
Thus, we are led to the conclusion in the statement. ]
Here is a related interesting statement, inspired from the above proof:

PROPOSITION 3.20. For a polynomial of degree n, the Taylor approximation
— f¥(x)
k=0

is an equality. The converse of this statement holds too.

PROOF. By linearity, it is enough to check the equality in question for the monomials
f(x) = 2P, with p < n. But here, the formula to be proved is as follows:

(w+t)P:§:p(P—1)--l-€!(p—k+1)

We recognize the binomial formula, so our result holds indeed. As for the converse,
this is clear, because the Taylor approximation is a polynomial of degree n. U

PRk
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As a basic application of the Taylor series, we have:

THEOREM 3.21. We have the following formulae,

00 00
x2[+1 2l

sina — Z(_l)zm , COST = Z(—l)z o

=0

as well as the following formulae,

e} k [e.e]

- k+1 z*
X log(1 + x) Z
k=0 k=0

et =

as Taylor series, and in general as well, with |x| < 1 needed for log.
PROOF. There are several statements here, the proofs being as follows:
(1) Regarding sin and cos, we can use here the following formulae:
(sinz) =cosx , (cosx) = —sinx

Thus, we can differentiate sin and cos as many times as we want to, so we can compute
the corresponding Taylor series, and we obtain the formulae in the statement.

(2) Regarding exp and log, here the needed formulae, which lead to the formulae in
the statement for the corresponding Taylor series, are as follows:

<€.7,‘>/ — 61‘

(logz) =71

(a”)' = pa’™!

(3) Finally, the fact that the formulae in the statement extend beyond the small ¢
setting, coming from Taylor series, is something standard too. O

As another application of the Taylor formula, we can now improve the binomial for-
mula, which was actually our main tool so far, in the following way:

THEOREM 3.22. We have the following generalized binomial formula, with p € R,

(w4 1) = io: (i) P ktk

k=0
with the generalized binomial coefficients being given by the formula
p\ _prlp=1...(p=k+1)
k k!

valid for any |t| < |x|. With p € N, we recover the usual binomial formula.
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PRrOOF. It is customary to divide everything by x, which is the same as assuming
x = 1. The formula to be proved is then as follows, under the assumption |t| < 1:

(1+1)P = i <£)t’“

k=0
Let us discuss now the validity of this formula, depending on p € R:

(1) Case p € N. According to our definition of the generalized binomial coefficients,
we have (p ) = 0 for k > p, so the series is stationary, and the formula to be proved is:

| (1+t)”—i <£)tk

k=0
But this is the usual binomial formula, which holds for any ¢ € R.

(2) Case p = —1. Here we can use the following formula, valid for |t| < 1:
1
——=1—t+ -t 4.
14t * *
But this is exactly our generalized binomial formula at p = —1, because:
S (D2 =R
pu = —]_

(3) Case p € —N. This is a continuation of our study at p = —1, which will finish the
study at p € Z. With p = —m, the generalized binomial coefficients are:

(ﬁﬁ _ CmmoD) m ke

mm+1)...(m+k—1

m+k—1)!
- (_1)k((m— 1)!k!)

i

Thus, our generalized binomial formula at p = —m reads:

1 - m+k—1
- ()
(1+1) — m—1
But this is something which holds indeed, and not difficult to prove.

(4) General case, p € R. As we can see, things escalate quickly, so we will skip the
next step, p € Q, and discuss directly the case p € R. Consider the following function:

fx) = "
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The derivatives at x = 1 are then given by the following formula:

P =pp—-1)...(p—k+1)
Thus, the Taylor approximation at x = 1 is as follows:

IR SR B 23

k!
k=0

But this is exactly our generalized binomial formula, so we are done with the case
where t is small. With a bit more care, we obtain that this holds for any |t| < 1, and we
will leave this as an instructive exercise, and come back to it, later in this book. Il

3d. Integrals

Let us discuss now the integration of functions, and its relation with differentiability.
To start with, we have something very simple, as follows:

DEFINITION 3.23. The integral of a continuous function f : [a,b] — R, denoted

/ab f(z)dz

is the area below the graph of f, signed + where f > 0, and signed — where f < 0.

Here it is of course understood that the area in question can be computed, and with
this being something quite subtle, that we will get into later.

Getting now to the computation of integrals, we can use here:

THEOREM 3.24. We have the Riemann integration formula,

/abf(:z:)dx:(b—a x]\}l_rgo—Zf< b_“ k)

which can serve as a definition for the integral.

Proor. This is standard, by drawing rectangles. We have indeed the following for-
mula, which can stand as a definition for the signed area below the graph of f:

b 1 Kb—a b—a
dr = lim — E . -k
/af(‘”)‘” VB N &N f(‘” N )
Thus, we are led to the formula in the statement. Il

Observe that the above formula suggests that f; f(z)dz is the length of the interval
[a,b], namely b — a, times the average of f on the interval [a,b]. Thinking a bit, this is
indeed something true, with no need for Riemann sums, coming directly from Definition
3.23, because area means side times average height. Thus, we can formulate:
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THEOREM 3.25. The integral of a function f : [a,b] — R is given by

b
| #arda =0 - ) x )
where A(f) is the average of f over the interval |a, b|.

PROOF. As explained above, this is clear from Definition 3.23, via some geometric
thinking. Alternatively, this is something which certainly comes from Theorem 3.24. [

Going ahead with more interpretations of the integral, we have:
THEOREM 3.26. We have the Monte Carlo integratz'on formula,

/f Ydz = (b—a) X ll_rgo—fol

k=1

with xy,...,xN € [a,b] being random.

Proor. We recall from Theorem 3.24 that the idea is that we have a formula as

follows, with the points z1,...,zy € [a,b] being uniformly distributed:
b
/a flz)dz = (b—a) x h_r}r;ONZf ;)
But this works as well when the points z1,...,xy € [a,b] are randomly distributed,
for somewhat obvious reasons, and this gives the result. U

Finally, here is one more useful interpretation of the integral:

THEOREM 3.27. The integral of a function f : [a,b] — R is given by

b
[ s = b= ) x E(5)
where E(f) is the expectation of f, regarded as random variable.

ProoF. This is just some sort of fancy reformulation of Theorem 3.26, the idea being
that what we can “expect” from a random variable is of course its average. We will be
back to this later in this book, when systematically discussing probability theory. U

Still at the general level, let us record as well the following result:

THEOREM 3.28. Given a continuous function f : [a,b] — R, we have

dc € [a, b] /f Jdx = (b—a)f(c)

with this being called mean value property.
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PROOF. Our claim is that this follows from the following trivial estimate:

min(f) < f < max(f)

Indeed, by integrating this over [a, b], we obtain the following estimate:

b
(b — a)min(f) < / f(z)dz < (b — a)max(f)
Since f must takes all values on [min(f), max(f)], we get a ¢ € [a, b] such that:
f;f(x)dx B
b —a - f(c>
Thus, we are led to the conclusion in the statement. U

All this was theory, and getting now to the real thing, explicit computation of the
integrals, we have here the following result, called fundamental theorem of calculus:

THEOREM 3.29. Given a continuous function f : [a,b] — R, if we set

= [ #eas

then F" = f. That is, the deriwative of the integral is the function itself.

Proor. This follows from the Riemann integration picture, and more specifically,
from the mean value property. Indeed, we have:

F(m+t / fa

On the other hand, our function f being continuous, by using the mean value property,
we can find a number ¢ € [z, z + t] such that:

[ o= s

Thus, putting our formulae together, we conclude that we have:
Flx+t) — F(x
R

Now with ¢ — 0, no matter how the number ¢ € [x,z + t] varies, one thing that we
can be sure about is that we have ¢ — z. Thus, by continuity of f, we obtain:

F(x+1t)— F(z)

lim ; = f(z)
But this means exactly that we have F’ = f, and we are done. U

We have as well the following result, also called fundamental theorem of calculus:
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THEOREM 3.30. Given a function F : R — R, we have

/ Fl(2)dz = F(b) — F(a)

for any interval [a, b].

PROOF. As already mentioned, this is something which follows from Theorem 3.29,
and is in fact equivalent to it. Indeed, consider the following function:

G(s) = / ' F(a)ds

By using Theorem 3.29 we have G’ = F’, and so our functions F, G differ by a constant.
But with s = a we have G(a) = 0, and so the constant is F'(a), and we get:

F(s) =G(s)+ F(a)
Now with s = b this gives F(b) = G(b) + F(a), which reads:

b
Fb) = / F/(2)dz + F(a)
Thus, we are led to the conclusion in the statement. Il

As an illustration for this, solving some concrete integration problems, we have:

THEOREM 3.31. We have the following integration formulae,

b 1 1 b
pptl _ gt 1 b
/xpdx:—a , /—dleog(—)
o p+1 0 T a
b b
/sinxdx:cosa—cosb , /cosxdx:sinb—sina

b b
/ e“dr = e’ — et | / logxdx =blogb —aloga — b+ a
all obtained, in case you ever forget them, via the fundamental theorem of calculus.

Proor. We already know some of these formulae, but the best is to do everything,
using the fundamental theorem of calculus. The computations go as follows:

(1) With F(z) = 2P*! we have F'(x) = pz?, and we get, as desired:
b
/ paP dx = P — gP Tt

(2) Observe first that the formula (1) does not work at p = —1. However, here we can
use F'(x) = logx, having as derivative F'(z) = 1/x, which gives, as desired:

1 b
/ —dx =logb —loga = log (—)
o T a
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(3) With F(z) = cosz we have F'(z) = —sinx, and we get, as desired:
b
/ —sinz dx = cosb — cosa
(4) With F(z) = sinz we have F’(z) = cosz, and we get, as desired:
b
/ cosxdr =sinb —sina

(5) With F(z) = e” we have F'(z) = €*, and we get, as desired:

b
/ " dr = e’ — e
a

(6) This is something more tricky. We are looking for a function satisfying:
F'(z) =logx

This does not look doable, but fortunately the answer to such things can be found on
the internet. But, what if the internet connection is down? So, let us think a bit, and try

to solve our problem. Speaking logarithm and derivatives, what we know is:
1
logz) = —
(log )" = —
But then, in order to make appear log on the right, the idea is quite clear, namely
multiplying on the left by x. We obtain in this way the following formula:
1
(xlogx) =1-logr+x-— =logx + 1
x
We are almost there, all we have to do now is to substract x from the left, as to get:
(xlogx —x) =logx

g

But this this formula in hand, we can go back to our problem, and we get the result.

Getting back now to theory, inspired by the above, let us formulate:
DEFINITION 3.32. Given f, we call primitive of f any function F satisfying:
F=f
We denote such primitives by [ f, and also call them indefinite integrals.

Observe that the primitives are unique up to an additive constant, in the sense that if
F'is a primitive, then so is F'+ ¢, for any ¢ € R, and conversely, if F, G are two primitives,
then we must have G = F + ¢, for some ¢ € R, with this latter fact coming from the

standard fact that the derivative vanishes when the function is constant.
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As for the convention at the end, F' = [ f, this comes from the fundamental theorem
of calculus, which can be written as follows, by using this convention:

[ rwa= ([ o-([1)

By the way, observe that there is no contradiction here, coming from the indeterminacy
of [ f. Indeed, when adding a constant ¢ € R to the chosen primitive [ f, when conputing
the above difference the ¢ quantities will cancel, and we will obtain the same result.

We can now reformulate Theorem 3.31 in a more digest form, as follows:

THEOREM 3.33. We have the following formulae for primitives,

p+1 1
/xp: * , /—:logx
p+1 T
/sinx:—cosx , /cosx:sinx
/el’:ex , /logmleogx—x

allowing us to compute the corresponding definite integrals too.

PrROOF. Here the various formulae in the statement follow from Theorem 3.31, and
the last assertion comes from the integration formula given after Definition 3.32. U

Getting back now to theory, we have the following key result:

THEOREM 3.34. We have the formula
/f’g+/fg’—fg

Proor. This follows by integrating the Leibnitz formula, namely:

(f9) = fg+fd

Indeed, with our convention for primitives, this gives the formula in the statement. [J

called integration by parts.

It is then possible to pass to usual integrals, and we obtain a formula here as well, as
follows, also called integration by parts, with the convention [¢]® = p(b) — p(a):

/abf’ng/abfg’: [fg]z
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In practice, the most interesting case is that when fg vanishes on the boundary {a, b}
of our interval, leading to the following formula:

/fg— /fg

Examples of this usually come with [a,b] = [—00, 0], and more on this later. Now
still at the theoretical level, we have as well the followmg result:

THEOREM 3.35. We have the change of variable formula
/ fwis= [ st

Proor. This follows with f = [, from the following differentiation rule, that we
know from before, and whose proof is something elementary:

(F)'(t) = F'(o(t)¢'(t)

Indeed, by integrating between ¢ and d, we obtain the result. U

where ¢ = = (a) and d = =1

As a main application now of our theory, in relation with advanced calculus, and more
specifically with the Taylor formula, we have:

THEOREM 3.36. Given a function f: R — R, we have the formula

flx+1t) = 2”: () tk + o M(x +t—s)"ds
k=0

k! n!

called Taylor formula with integral formula for the remainder.

ProOF. This is something which looks a bit complicated, so we will first do some
verifications, and then we will go for the proof in general:

(1) At n = 0 the formula in the statement is as follows, and certainly holds, due to
the fundamental theorem of calculus, which gives f“t fl(s)ds = f(x+t)— f(z):

flx+1t) = / f'(s

(2) At n = 1, the formula in the statement becomes more complicated, as follows:

flx+1t)=f(z)+ f'(x)t + /H f"(s)(x +t—s)ds

As a first observation, this formula holds indeed for the linear functions, where we
have f(z +t) = f(z) + f'(x)t, and f” = 0. So, let us try f(z) = 2*. Here we have:

flx+t)— flx)— flla)t = (z+1)* — 2® — 20t = ¢*
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On the other hand, the integral remainder is given by the same formula, namely:

/m - F(s) @+t —s)ds =

T+t
2/ (x+t—s)ds

T+t
2(x+t) — 2/ sds

2t(x +t) — ((x + 1) — 2?)
oz + 2t> — 2w — t?
t2

(3) Still at n = 1, let us try now to prove the formula in the statement, in general.
Since what we have to prove is an equality, this cannot be that hard, and the first thought
goes towards differentiating. But this method works indeed, and we obtain the result.

(4) In general, the proof is similar, by differentiating, the computations being similar
to those at n = 1, and we will leave this as an instructive exercise. U

Exercises:

EXERCISE 3.37.
EXERCISE 3.38.
EXERCISE 3.39.
EXERCISE 3.40.
EXERCISE 3.41.
EXERCISE 3.42.
EXERCISE 3.43.

EXERCISE 3.44.

Bonus exercise.

3e. Exercises



CHAPTER 4

Waves and heat

4a. Elasticity, waves

Back to physics, we would like to talk now about waves, which are something funda-
mental. In fact, each major branch of physics is guided by its own wave equation. In
practice, and coming a bit in advance, the truth about waves is as follows:

FAacT 4.1. Waves can be of many types, and basically fall into two classes:

(1) Mechanical waves, such as the usual water waves, but also the sound waves, or
the seismic waves. In all these cases, the wave propagates mechanically, via a
certain medium, which can be solid, liquid or gaseous.

(2) Electromagnetic waves, coming via a more complicated mechanism, namely an
accelerating charge in the context of electromagnetism. These are the radio waves,
microwaves, IR, visible light, UV, X-rays and ~y-rays.

Quite remarkably, the behavior of all the above waves is basically described by the
same wave equation, which looks as follows, and details on this later:

¢ =v"Ayp
Getting to work now, in 1 dimension, to start with, the situation is as follows:

THEOREM 4.2. The wave equation in 1 dimension is

G = 02(10//
with the dot denoting time derivatives, and v > 0 being the propagation speed.
PROOF. We can reach to the above equation via a suitable model, as follows:

(1) In order to understand the propagation of the waves, let us model the space, which
is R for us, as a network of balls, with springs between them, as follows:

e XXX @ XXX @ XXX @ XXX @ XXX @ XXX -+ - -

(2) Now let us send an impulse, and see how balls will be moving. For this purpose,
we zoom on one ball. The situation here is as follows, [ being the spring length:

...... O (z—1) XXX O,(5) XXX @ (g~
71
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We have two forces acting at x. First is the Newton motion force, mass times accel-
eration, which is as follows, with m being the mass of each ball:

F,=m-{(z)
And second is the Hooke force, displacement of the spring, times spring constant.
Since we have two springs at x, this is as follows, k£ being the spring constant:
F, = FJ—F
= k(p(z+1) —plx) = k(p(r) — o(z = 1))
= k(p(z +1) = 2¢(x) + o(z —1))
We conclude that the equation of motion, in our model, is as follows:
m - ¢(z) = k(p(x +1) = 2¢(z) + o(z — 1))
(3) Now let us take the limit of our model, as to reach to continuum. For this purpose
we will assume that our system consists of N >> 0 balls, having a total mass M, and

spanning a total distance L. Thus, our previous infinitesimal parameters are as follows,
with K being the spring constant of the total system, which is of course lower than k:

M L
2~ | k=KN , I==
TEN ’ N
With these changes, our equation of motion found in (2) reads:

_ KA;VQ (pla +1) - 20(2) + plz — 1))

(4) Now observe that this equation can be written, more conveniently, as follows:

o) = KL plr 1) = 200a) + plo =

With N — oo, and therefore [ — 0, we obtain in this way:

. KL? d*p
@(ﬁ)— Wi '@(ﬂﬁ)

Thus, we are led to the conclusion in the statement. Il

p(x)

In order to reach now to some further insight into our spring models above, we must
get deeper into elasticity. Indeed, the Hooke law that we used has behind it some trivial
elasticity, of “linear” type, and understanding all this, and further modifying our models,
according to what elasticity theory exactly says, is certainly an interesting question.

Observe that all this can only lead us too into a better understanding of the fact that
the propagation speed is finite, v < c¢. Indeed, the Hooke law is something static, and for
better understanding what happens dynamically, we must certainly go into elasticity.

As a starting point for all this, we have the following result:
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THEOREM 4.3. The wave equation can be understood as well directly, as a wave prop-
agating through a linear elastic medium, via stress.

PROOF. Assume indeed that we have a bar of length L, made of linear elastic material.
The stiffness of the bar is then the following quantity, with A being the cross-sectional
area, and with F being the Young modulus of the material:

EA
K=—
L
Now when sending a pulse, this propagates as follows, M being the total mass:
EAL
o= M " ()

Bur since V' = AL is the volume, with p = M/V being the density, we have:

- E 1"
¢=—-¢'(z)
p
Thus, as a conclusion, the wave propagates with speed v = \/E/p. U

As mentioned in the beginning of this chapter, the next question which appears is
that of understanding how exactly the various mechanical waves propagate through solids,
liquids and gases, and what corrections to the wave equation are needed, in each case.
We will discuss this later in this book, after learning some thermodynamics.

4b. D’Alembert formula

With a bit of mathematical work, we can in fact fully solve the 1D wave equation. In
order to explain this, we will need a standard calculus result, as follows:

PROPOSITION 4.4. The derivative of a function of type

h(zx)
p(r) = | f(s)ds

g(x
is given by the formula ¢'(x) = f(h(z))h'(z) — f(g(x))d (x).
PRrOOF. Consider a primitive of the function that we integrate, I’ = f. We have:
h(x)

plr) = f(s)ds

9(x)

h(z)
:/ F'(s)ds
= F(h(z)) - F(g())
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By using now the chain rule for derivatives, we obtain from this:
¢(x) = F'(h(x))h'(x) = F(g(x))g'(x)
= f(h(x))h(z) = fg(x))g'(x)
Thus, we are led to the formula in the statement. O

Now back to the 1D waves, the result here, due to d’Alembert, is as follows:

THEOREM 4.5. The solution of the 1D wave equation ¢ = v2¢" with initial value
conditions ¢(x,0) = f(x) and $(z,0) = g(z) is given by the d’Alembert formula:
flx—vt)+ fl(x+ot) 1 /"Hvt

+ — s)ds
5 2 /. 9(s)
Moreover, in the context of our previous lattice model discretizations, what happens is
more or less that the above d’Alembert integral gets computed via Riemann sums.

p(z,t) =

—ut

PROOF. There are several things going on here, the idea being as follows:

(1) Let us first check that the d’Alembert solution is indeed a solution of the wave

equation ¢ = v?¢”. The first time derivative is computed as follows:

, —vf'(x —vt) +of(x+ vt 1
olx,t) = A )2 il ) +%(vg(x+vt)+vg(x—vt))
The second time derivative is computed as follows:
v f"(z — vt) + v* f(z + vt) N vg'(x + vt) — vg'(z — vt)
2 2
Regarding now space derivatives, the first one is computed as follows:

f'(x—vt)+ f'(x+ vt 1
oty = TEZOTEH L Liga o) — g/t - )
As for the second space derivative, this is computed as follows:
gy = PE = @) o) = (o= ot
2 2v
Thus we have indeed ¢ = v?¢”. As for the initial conditions, ¢(z,0) = f(z) is clear
from our definition of ¢, and ¢(z,0) = g(z) is clear from our above formula of ¢.

gb(l‘,t) =

(2) Conversely now, we can simply solve our equation, which among others will dou-
blecheck the computations in (1). Let us make the following change of variables:
E=xz—vt , n=x+uvt

With this change of variables, which is quite tricky, mixing space and time variables,

our wave equation ¢ = v?¢” reformulates in a very simple way, as follows:

o
dédn
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But this latter equation tells us that our new &,n variables get separated, and we
conclude from this that the solution must be of the following special form:

p(x,t) = F(§) + G(n) = F(x —vt) + G(z + vt)

Now by taking into account the intial conditions ¢(z,0) = f(z) and ¢(x,0) = g(z),
and then integrating, we are led to the d’Alembert formula. Finally, in what regards the
last assertion, we will leave the study here as an instructive exercise. O

4c. Gases, pressure

We must first talk about gases. Let us start with the following basic fact, which was
the beginning of everything, going back to work of Boyle, Charles, Avogardo, Gay-Lussac,
Clapeyron and others from the 17th, 18th and 19th centuries, and with final touches from
Maxwell, Boltzmann, Gibbs and others, in the late 19th and early 20th centuries:

FAcT 4.6. The ideal gases satisfy the equation PV = kT, where:

(1) V is the volume of the gas, independently of the shape of the container used.
(2) P is the pressure of the gas, measured with a manometer.

(3) T is the temperature of the has, measured with a thermometer.

(4) k is a constant, depending on the gas.

That is, PV = KT basically tells us that “pressure and temperature are the same thing”.

At the first glance, for instance if you are a mathematician not used to this, this looks
more like a joke. Why not defining then P =T or vice-versa, you would say, and what is
the point with that long list of distinguished gentlemen having worked hard on this.

Error. The point indeed comes from the following:

EXPLANATION 4.7. In the equation of state PV = kT, as formulated above, the pres-
sure P and the temperature T' appear more precisely as follows,

(1) The manometer read comes from the gas molecules pushing a piston, so P is a
statistical quantity, coming from the statistics of the molecular speeds,

(2) The thermometer read is something even more complicated, and T is as well a
statistical quantity, coming from the statistics of the molecular speeds,

so PV = kT is something non-trivial, telling us that the mathematical machinery produc-
ing P, T, via manometer and thermometer, out of the molecular speeds, is the same.

Hope you got my point, and getting back now to historical details, Boyle, Charles,
Avogardo, Gay-Lussac, Clapeyron, joined by Clausius, Carnot, Joule, Lord Kelvin and
others, first observed PV = kT, and then reached to a good understanding of what
this means, via an axiomatization of P and T. Later Maxwell started to look into the
molecular speeds and their statistics, then Boltzmann came with a tough mathematical
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computation, proving PV = kT, and then, even later, Gibbs and others further built on
all this, by formalizing modern thermodynamics, in the form that is still used today.

But probably too much talking, let us get to work. As a first result now, dealing with
pressure only, and for the gases without collisions between molecules, we have:

THEOREM 4.8. The pressure P and volume V' of a gas having point molecules, with
no collisions between them, satisfy

PV =2K
where K is the total kinetic energy K of the gas.

Proor. We want to compute the pressure P on the right wall. Since there are no
collisions, we can assume by linearity that our gas has 1 molecule, having mass m and
traveling at speed v. Our molecule hits the right wall at every At = 2L /v interval, with
its change of momentum being Ap = 2mwv. We obtain:

P F Ap  2mwo _mv2_2K
L2 LAt L2-2L)v I3V
Thus, we are led to the conclusion in the statement. O

Going ahead now with the real problem, namely finding models for the piston, and
then doing some math afterwards, we have several choices here. First we have:

MODEL 4.9 (Spring model). The piston has a spring on its back, with the energy
E = mv?/2 of each incoming molecule being converted, over a certain period of time
At > 0, into internal energy E, of the spring, until the molecule comes to a stop, and
then released back as identical kinetic energy E = mv?/2, over the same period of time
At > 0, of that molecule bouncing back, with speed of same magnitude ||v|]|.

In other words, we are proposing here a model for the piston which is similar to the
one which can be found inside the usual, real-life manometers. The functioning is as
follows, with x standing for our displacement measuring devices:

|| o o o *
| o o |
| o o o |

|
o [xo0o0iix
|

This model surely stands, and certainly brings some fresh air into our physics. Indeed,
what we have been doing so far assumes that the collisions with the piston are elastic and
instantaneous, At = 0, and the problem now is about fine-tuning our theory using collision
times At > 0, as above. In addition, the model can be further complicated afterwards,
say allowing for some friction on the vertical, which amounts in allowing heat diffusion at
the piston, having something to do with the temperature T of the gas.
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As a variation of this model, again inspired by usual manometers, the spring used
above is just a flexible solid, so why not using instead a liquid, or even a gas. We are
led in this way to the following scheme, with e standing our favorite lab fluid, and with
* standing as usual for our measurement devices, now floating inside this fluid:

o O O

O O O

O O O

e O X
[

To be more precise, assuming for instance that e is another gas, initially at lower
pressure than the gas to be studied o, the piston will certainly start moving to the right,
and then after some time, start to stabilize, with an interesting jiggling to be studied.

But do we really have some lab gas e, that we know well. Not really, at this point of
our story. So we are led into liquids, which are a bit more similar to the solid springs in
Model 4.5, but do we really know about compression of liquids, and the answer here is
not either. So, we will not use such fluid models, and keep them in mind for later.

As a second main model now, which is intuitive and viable as well, we have:

MODEL 4.10 (Cooking pot model). The cylinder and piston, functioning now verti-
cally, work as a cooking pot with cover. That is, the gas is cooking inside the pot, the
cover has a certain weight M >> m and is subject to an acceleration g > 0, not affecting
the gas itself, and the molecules m collide elastically with the cover M, assumed to travel
frictionless on the vertical only, making it jiggle, around an average height L.

This model looks quite interesting, and here is the picture, with handles attached, for
easy transportation inside the lab, and with x standing for our measuring devices:

*

O O O
O O O
o o o |

The same general comments as for the spring model apply, with this model being
something preliminary, which can be subject to further improvements. However, there are
two notable differences with the spring model. First, in this cooking model the collisions
are still assumed to be instantaneous, At = 0, and so we have less physics to care about.
And also, speaking simplicity, our cooking pot model is purely gravitational, and so no
need to go into springs and their functioning, we’re just ready to go.

Finally, as a third main model, we have something hybrid, as follows:
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MODEL 4.11 (Oscillator model). The cylinder and piston, functioning vertically, work
as a cooking pot with harmonic oscillator cover. That is, the gas is cooking inside the
pot, the cover has a certain weight M >> m and is subject to an acceleration g > 0, not
affecting the gas itself, and is attached as well to a spring, freely moving as a harmonic
oscillator, and the molecules m collide elastically with the cover M, assumed to travel
frictionless on the vertical only, making it jiggle, around an average height L.

This model looks again interesting, and here is the picture, somewhat hybrid between
our previous 2 models, with * standing as usual for our measuring devices:

| XXX XXX ||

O O O
o 0o O
O o O |

The same general comments as for the spring and cooking pot models apply, with this
model being something preliminary, which can be subject to further improvements.

Here is now our first result, regarding the cooking pot model:

THEOREM 4.12. The following happen, for a gas having N point molecules, with no
collistons between them, cooking in a pot with cover, as in Model 4.10:

(1) In the usual regime, N >> 0, the cover mass M and the acceleration g must be
subject to the formula dLM g = 2K, with d, L, K being as before.

(2) At N =1, that is to say, when cooking a single molecule, the cover will bounce
up and fall, perfectly in tune with the molecule, which keeps its speed ||v]|.

(3) At N = 2 however, when cooking two molecules, the initial speeds v1,vy of these
molecules, even when taken equal, will change over time, due to the cover.

(4) Even worse, at N = 2 the system will exhibit chaotic behavior, and this for all
choices of the initial data. And the same will happen at any N > 2.

PROOF. There are many things to be done here, the idea being as follows:

(1) The molecular force acting on the cover, upwards, is given by the following formula,
A being the area of the cover:
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But this force must cancel F' = Mg, pointing downwards, so we have:

2K
T:]\49 — LMg=2K

(2) Let us cook now a single molecule, N = 1. The process here will take place in 4
steps, as follows:

— The molecule, with mass m and upwards speed v, meets the cover, with mass M
and downwards speed w, and has an elastic collision with it. Since we want our molecule
to simply switch its speed after the collision, v — —v, we must assume Mw = muv.

— In the second step, which is also infinitesimal, our molecule is now travelling down-
wards with speed v, and the cover is now traveling upwards with speed w.

— In the third step, the cover travels upwards during some time t., until getting to a
halt, under the influence of g. As for the molecule, this travels downwards, during some
time t,,, until reaching the bottom of the pot, for an elastic collision there.

— Finally, in the fourth step, the cover falls during time ¢., under the influence of g,
until reaching its initial height L, with its intial downwards speed w. As for the molecule,
this reaches to the initial height L, with its upwards speed v, in time ¢,,.

(3) In order now to have a cycle, we must have t. = t,,, as for the whole picture of
our cycle to look as follows, over this common traveling time ¢, = t¢,,:

Om

€ 7

Omde Omte Ot b

o Tv *n \l/v *n Tv

o 1o

(4) But traveling times are easy to compute. In what regards the molecule, its trav-
elling time during half of the full cycle is given by:
L
v

=

As for the cover, its equation of movement, with respect to the origin taken at height
L,is x = wt — gt*/2. We have z = 0 at t = 0, of course, and then again at t = 2w/g, and
so the travelling time of the cover during half of the full cycle is given by:
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Thus, our cycle condition t. = t,, amounts in saying that we must have gL = vw, and
so to conclude, our machinery works well when the following conditions are satisfied:

Mw=mv , Lg=ovw

Observe that when multiplying these two equations, as to get rid of the initial cover
speed w, we obtain the following equation, which is the one found in (1) above:

LMg=mv*=2K

(5) At N = 2 now, when cooking two molecules, some interesting things happen. To
be more precise, our claim is that the initial speeds vy, vs of these two molecules, even
when taken equal in magnitude initially, will change over time, due to the cover.

Indeed, in the context of the analysis done in (2-4), a second molecule, hitting the
cover after the first one, will hit this cover travelling either upwards or downwards, and in
both cases at a speed of different magnitude, w’ # w. Thus, when assuming for instance
vy = vy initially, this second collision will be no longer between objects having equal,
opposite momenta, and so the speed vy, instead of simply getting reversed, vy — —wvs,
will get modified, into something of type vy — —v} with v} < v,. And so on.

(6) To be more precise, let us show now that there is no possible configuration of the
initial parameters as to have a perfect cycle. There are two possible cases. The first case
is where the second coming molecule hits the cover during its upwards travel:

Oum Tw Om Twr
€ 7 Om Tvz Om \l/v2 ~\
OM \l/w OM Tw OM \Lw
® Tvl ®n \l/vl o Tvl
L
om T’v2 Om TUQ Om TU2
.m i’Ul .m ivl

But this certainly won’t work, because the collision between the cover and the second
molecule cannot happen as indicated, on top, due to obvious momentum reasons.
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(7) The other case, which is perhaps more realistic, is that when the second coming
molecule hits the cover during its downwards travel, as follows:

4

o OM \l/w’ OM Tw’
€ 4 Om TUQ Om \L’U2 \\
OM \l/w OM Tw QM \Lw
®n Tvl ®n \Lvl ®n Tvl
L
Om Tvz Om T’Uz Om Tvz
o ivl ) im

Here both the collisions will perform fine, as indicated, provided that the equal and
opposite momenta conditions for them are satisfied, namely:

Mw=mv, , Muw =muv,

However, there is a bug at the level of time. On one hand we must have v, > vy,
since the second molecule has to travel 2¢ more than the first one, during the whole cycle.
And on the other hand we must have vy < v; due to the above collision equations, since
w’ < w. Thus, contradiction, and this second configuration is ruled out too.

(8) Moving ahead now, the next problem is that of understanding how the speeds
w, v1, vy will modify over the time. Assuming, to start with, that we still want to have some
sort of cycle, with the positions of the two molecules and of the cover being unchanged
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after the cycle, but with the speeds modified, the picture of the problem as follows:
Ouds Oumt]

& Om Tvz Om \Lvé \\
OM l/w OM Toa OM ¢w’
®n Tvl ® \Lv’l o Tvi
L
/ Om Tvz Om Tvz Om Tvé
1) .m|v’1 .mlv’1
L

To be more precise, things evolve as indicated, with the upper question marks standing
for the fact that we want to deal with all possible orientations there, but we have chosen
some orientations, as indicated, for doing our computations, with the convention 3,~ € R.
As for the | signs on the bottom, near the speeds v}, these stand for the orientations of
these speeds v; > 0, which are irrelevant at that exact moment. And finally, as new
parameter we have the distance § > 0 between the second molecule and the bottom.

(9) Getting now to equations, there are many of them. First we have the two collision
equations, momentum and energy, which after simplification for energy are:

M(w —a) =m(v; —v1) , M(B=7)=m(vy =)

w+a=v+v; , B+7=vy+)
We have then two equations relating the speeds of M, left to middle, and middle to
right, which can be obtained by conservation of energy, and are as follows:

0 — % = w? — 42 = 2ge
We have then equations regarding the partial times %1, t5 of our two-step cycle, viewed
from the perspective of the second molecule, and of the first molecule, as follows:

L—6+¢ L+d6+e 2L
th=——— , to=——F , li+la=—

/ /

And finally we have degree 2 equations for ¢1,t; from the perspective of the cover,
which are as follows, with the + sign standing for upwards vs downwards collision:

; a+ /a2 —2eg ; v+ VY + 29
1= 2 =
g

= J ,
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Looking at these equations, they don’t look that bad. The first 6 equations, all
regarding speeds, can be used in order to compute «, 3,y and w’, v}, v} in terms of w, vy, vs.
And then we have 5 equations for t1, 5, which can be used for computing 1, t5, and then
for finding what exact conditions must the intial data m, M, g, L, , w, vy, vs satisfy, as for
the positions of our 3 objects to be the same in the end as in the beginning.

(10) We can only conclude from all this that things are quite chaotic at N = 2, and
consequently, at N > 3 too. With the comment however that with N >> 0 something
interesting must certainly happen, because after all at N = oo we have equilibrium, as
explained in (1). But we are here with our math on the thin edge between equilibrium
and chaos, and such things are reputed to be difficult, so we will just stop here. O

Let us discuss now the spring model. Our result here, quite modest, is as follows:
THEOREM 4.13. For the spring model, the statistics is basically that of
PV =2K
that we already know. More, of chaotic type, can be said via advanced elasticity.

PROOF. Here the first assertion follows from the above discussion, by recycling the
computations from the proof of Theorem 4.8, using the Hooke law, namely:

F=kx

Indeed, we can incorporate this law into our previous computations either directly, or
by using a potential energy argument. As for the second assertion, this is something quite
plausible in view of Theorem 4.12, and we will not get into details here. O

Let us turn now into our third model, the oscillator one. We have here:
THEOREM 4.14. For the oscillator model, the statistics is basically that of
PV =2K
but some N < oo phenomena, of rather chaotic type, can be observed as well.

Proor. This follows indeed by doing some computations. O

4d. Heat diffusion

We can talk about the heat equation in 1D, as follows:
THEOREM 4.15. The heat equation in 1 dimension s
$=ay”

where o > 0 is the thermal diffusivity of the medium.
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PROOF. As before with the wave equation, this is not exactly a theorem, but rather
what comes out of experiments, but we can justify this mathematically, as follows:

(1) As an intuitive explanation for this equation, since the second derivative ¢” com-
putes the average value of a function ¢ around a point, minus the value of ¢ at that point,
as we know from chapter 1, the heat equation as formulated above tells us that the rate
of change ¢ of the temperature of the material at any given point must be proportional,
with proportionality factor o > 0, to the average difference of temperature between that
given point and the surrounding material. Which sounds reasonable.

(2) In practice now, we can use, a bit like before for the wave equation, a lattice model
as follows, with distance [ > 0 between the neighbors:

l l
Oz Oz+l

In order to model now heat diffusion, we have to implement the intuitive mechanism
explained above, and in practice, this leads to a condition as follows, expressing the change
of the temperature ¢, over a small period of time § > 0:

Pl t46) = ol 1) + 5y 3 [0, 1) — ol )]

T~y

But this leads, via manipulations as before, to ¢(x,t) = a - " (z,t), as claimed. O
4e. Exercises

Exercises:

EXERCISE 4.16.

EXERCISE 4.17.

EXERCISE 4.18.

EXERCISE 4.19.

EXERCISE 4.20.

EXERCISE 4.21.

EXERCISE 4.22.

EXERCISE 4.23.

Bonus exercise.
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Two dimensions



Farewell the ashtray girl
Forbidden snowflake
Beware this troubled world
Watch out for earthquakes



CHAPTER 5

Vector calculus

5a. The plane

Vectors in the plane. Many things can be said here.

5b. Linear maps

The transformations of the plane R? that we are interested in are as follows:
DEFINITION 5.1. A map f : R? — R? is called affine when it maps lines to lines,

[+ 1 =t)y) =tf(z) + (1 —=1)f(y)
for any x,y € R? and any t € R. If in addition f(0) =0, we call f linear.
As a first observation, our “maps lines to lines” interpretation of the equation in
the statement assumes that the points are degenerate lines, and this in order for our
interpretation to work when z = y, or when f(z) = f(y). Also, what we call line is not

exactly a set, but rather a dynamic object, think trajectory of a point on that line. We
will be back to this later, once we will know more about such maps.

Here are some basic examples of symmetries, all being linear in the above sense:
PROPOSITION 5.2. The symmetries with respect to Ox and Oy are:
G- 60
— : —
Y Y Yy Yy
The symmetries with respect to the x =y and x = —y diagonals are:
:I/' —
G0 G- ()
Y T Y -z
All these maps are linear, in the above sense.

PRrOOF. The fact that all these maps are linear is clear, because they map lines to
lines, in our sense, and they also map 0 to 0. As for the explicit formulae in the statement,
these are clear as well, by drawing pictures for each of the maps involved. Il

Here are now some basic examples of rotations, once again all being linear:

87
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PROPOSITION 5.3. The rotations of angle 0° and of angle 90° are:
G)=6) - G)-(0)
Y Y Y Z
The rotations of angle 180° and of angle 270° are:
)= G- ()
Y -y Y -z
All these maps are linear, in the above sense.

PROOF. As before, these rotations are all linear, for obvious reasons. As for the
formulae in the statement, these are clear as well, by drawing pictures. U

Here are some basic examples of projections, once again all being linear:

PROPOSITION 5.4. The projections on Ox and Oy are:
0)=6) - 6)=0)
— , —
Y 0 Y Y
The projections on the x =y and x = —y diagonals are:
1 _
x N T+y , x _)1 T —y
Yy 2\z+vy Yy 2\y —z
All these maps are linear, in the above sense.

PROOF. Again, these projections are all linear, and the formulae are clear as well,
by drawing pictures, with only the last 2 formulae needing some explanations. In what
regards the projection on the x = y diagonal, the picture here is as follows:

66— >

But this gives the result, since the 45° triangle shows that this projection leaves
invariant x 4+ y, so we can only end up with the average (z + y)/2, as double coordinate.
As for the projection on the x = —y diagonal, the proof here is similar. O

Finally, we have the translations, which are as follows:
PROPOSITION 5.5. The translations are exactly the maps of the form
T T+
()= (o)
) y+q

with p,q € R, and these maps are all affine, in the above sense.
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PROOF. A translation f : R? — R? is clearly affine, because it maps lines to lines.
Also, such a translation is uniquely determined by the following vector:

0 p
o) = ()
q
To be more precise, f must be the map which takes a vector (Z), and adds this vector
(2 ) to it. But this gives the formula in the statement. O
Summarizing, we have many interesting examples of linear and affine maps. Let us
develop now some general theory, for such maps. As a first result, we have:
THEOREM 5.6. For a map f : R? = R2, the following are equivalent:
(1) f is linear in our sense, mapping lines to lines, and 0 to 0.
(2) f maps sums to sums, f(x+y)= f(x)+ f(y), and satisfies f(Az) = A f(x).
PRrROOF. This is something which comes from definitions, as follows:

(1) = (2) We know that f satisfies the following equation, and f(0) = 0:
fltz+ (1 =t)y) =tf(x) + (1 =1)f(y)
By setting y = 0, and by using our assumption f(0) = 0, we obtain, as desired:
ftz) =tf(x)
As for the first condition, regarding sums, this can be established as follows:

fla+y) = f(z-‘”;y)

B T+y
- (%)
, f@)+ ()
2
= f@)+ f(y)
(2) = (1) Conversely now, assuming that f satisfies f(z +y) = f(z) + f(y) and
f(Ax) = Af(z), then f must map lines to lines, as shown by:
ftz+ (1 =t)y) = f(tz)+ f(1-1)y)
= () + (1 =1)f(y)
Also, we have f(0) = f(2-0) =2f(0), which gives f(0) = 0, as desired. O

The above result is very useful, and in practice, we will often use the condition (2)
there, somewhat as a new definition for the linear maps.

Let us record this finding as an upgrade of our formalism, as follows:
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DEFINITION 5.7 (upgrade). A map f: R* — R? is called:

(1) Linear, when it satisfies f(x +vy) = f(z) + f(y) and f(Ax) = Af(x).
(2) Affine, when it is of the form f = g+ x, with g linear, and x € R2.

All this is very nice, and there are some further things that can be said, but getting to
business, Definition 5.7 is what we need. Indeed, we have the following powerful result,
stating that the linear/affine maps f : R? — R? are fully described by 4/6 parameters:

THEOREM 5.8. The linear maps f : R? — R? are precisely the maps of type
f r\  (ax+by
y)  \cx+dy
and the affine maps f : R? — R? are precisely the maps of type
x ar +b
") = v\ L (P
Y cr +dy q
with the conventions from Definition 5.7 for such maps.

PROOF. Assuming that f is linear in the sense of Definition 5.7, we have:
) = (6)+6)
- 1(0) 1)
- (o)) ()
- /() ()

Thus, we obtain the formula in the statement, with a, b, c¢,d € R being given by:

(o) = () /()= 0)

In the affine case now, we have as extra piece of data a vector, as follows:
0 p
o) =)
q
Indeed, if f: R? — R? is affine, then the following map is linear:
f- (p ) ' R? - R
q

Thus, by using the formula in (1) we obtain the result. O
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Moving ahead now, Theorem 5.8 is all that we need for doing some non-trivial math-
ematics, and so in practice, that will be our “definition” for the linear and affine maps.
In order to simplify now all that, which might be a bit complicated to memorize, the idea
will be to put our parameters a, b, ¢, d into a matrix, in the following way:

DEFINITION 5.9. A matriz A € My(R) is an array as follows:
a b
()
These matrices act on the vectors in the following way,
a b\ ([ az + by
<C d) (y) - (Cx+dy>
the rule being “multiply the rows of the matriz by the vector”.

The above multiplication formula might seem a bit complicated, at a first glance, but
it is not. Here is an example for it, quickly worked out:

12\ /3 [1-3+2-1\ (5
56/\1) \5-3+46-1) \21
As already mentioned, all this comes from our findings from Theorem 5.8. Indeed,

with the above multiplication convention for matrices and vectors, we can turn Theorem
5.8 into something much simpler, and better-looking, as follows:

THEOREM 5.10. The linear maps f : R? — R? are precisely the maps of type
fv) = Av
and the affine maps f : R? — R? are precisely the maps of type
fv)=Av+w
with A being a 2 x 2 matriz, and with v,w € R? being vectors, written vertically.

Proor. With the above conventions, the formulae in Theorem 5.8 read:
T a b x
f(y) N (C d) (y)
T a b T D
()= ) 6)+()
y c d)\y q
But these are exactly the formulae in the statement, with:

=) =0 0
c d Y q
Thus, we have proved our theorem. Il

Before going further, let us discuss some examples. First, we have:
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PROPOSITION 5.11. The symmetries with respect to Ox and Oy are given by:
1 0 x -1 0\ [z
0 —-1) \y ’ 0 1) \y
The symmetries with respect to the x =y and x = —y diagonals are given by:
GG G0
1 0) \y ’ -1 0 Y
PROOF. According to Proposition 5.2, the above transformations map (z) to:
x —x Y —y
—y Yy x —x
But this gives the formulae in the statement, by guessing in each case the matrix
which does the job, in the obvious way. U
Regarding now the basic rotations, we have here:
PROPOSITION 5.12. The rotations of angle 0° and of angle 90° are given by:
b 1) G G0
0 1) \y ’ 10 y
The rotations of angle 180° and of angle 270° are given by:
-1 0 x 0 1\ /(z
0 -1/ \y ' -1 0) \y
PROOF. As before, but by using Proposition 5.3, the vector (z) maps to:
x —y —x Y
y) Nz /) = \-y —
But this gives the formulae in the statement, as before by guessing the matrix. U
Finally, regarding the basic projections, we have here:
PROPOSITION 5.13. The projections on Ox and Oy are given by:
1 0\ (= 0 0\ [z
0 0/ \y ’ 0 1) \y

The projections on the x =y and x = —y diagonals are given by:

)0 3G )0
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PROOF. As before, but according now to Proposition 5.4, the vector (z) maps to:
x 0 1/x+y lfz—y
0) ’ y) = 2\x+y) = 2\y—=z
But this gives the formulae in the statement, as before by guessing the matrix. U

Let us discuss now the computation of the arbitrary symmetries, rotations and pro-
jections. We begin with the rotations, whose formula is a must-know:

THEOREM 5.14. The rotation of angle t € R is given by the matriz
cost —sint
o = (sint cost )
depending on t € R taken modulo 2.
PROOF. The rotation being linear, it must correspond to a certain matrix:
a b
r- (e 3)

We can guess this matrix, via its action on the basic coordinate vectors ((1)) and ((1))
A quick picture shows that we must have:

a b\ (1\ [cost
c dJ\0/) \sint
Also, by paying attention to positives and negatives, we must have:
a b 0\ [—sint
c d) \1) \ cost

Guessing now the matrix is not complicated, because the first equation gives us the
first column, and the second equation gives us the second column:

a\ _ (cost b\ [—sint
c/) \sint ’ d/ \ cost
Thus, we can just put together these two vectors, and we obtain our matrix. Il

Regarding now the symmetries, the formula here is as follows:

THEOREM 5.15. The symmetry with respect to the Ox axis rotated by an angle t/2 € R
15 given by the matriz
g — cost sint
P77 \sint —cost

depending on t € R taken modulo 2.
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PROOF. As before, we can guess the matrix via its action on the basic coordinate
vectors ((1]) and ((1)) A quick picture shows that we must have:

a b\ (1\ [cost
¢ d)\0J) \sint
Also, by paying attention to positives and negatives, we must have:
a b\ (0\ [ sint
c d)J\1) \—cost
Guessing now the matrix is not complicated, because we must have:
a\ _ (cost b\ [ sint
¢/  \sint ’ d] \ —cost
Thus, we can just put together these two vectors, and we obtain our matrix. U
Finally, regarding the projections, the formula here is as follows:
THEOREM 5.16. The projection on the Oz axis rotated by an angle t/2 € R is given

by the matriz
P _ 1 1+ cost sint
t™ 9 sint 1 —cost

depending on t € R taken modulo 2.

ProOF. We will need here some trigonometry, and more precisely the formulae for
the duplication of the angles. Regarding the sine, the formula here is:

sin(2t) = 2sint cost
Regarding the cosine, we have here 3 equivalent formulae, as follows:
cos(2t) = cos’t —sin’t
= 2cos’t—1
= 1-—2sin’t

Getting back now to our problem, some quick pictures, using similarity of triangles,
and then the above trigonometry formulae, show that we must have:

L) Z st cosz\ 1 (1+cost
“\o) 2 sin% 2 sint

0\ . tfcosg\ 1/( sint
n (1) = (Gre) =2 ()

Now by putting together these two vectors, and we obtain our matrix. U
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In order to formulate now our second theorem, dealing with compositions of maps, let
us make the following multiplication convention, between matrices and matrices:

a b\ (p q\ (ap+br aq+bs
c d)\r s) \ep+dr cq+ds
This might look a bit complicated, but as before, in what was concerning multiplying

matrices and vectors, the idea is very simple, namely “multiply the rows of the first matrix
by the columns of the second matrix”. With this convention, we have:

THEOREM 5.17. If we denote by fu : R? — R? the linear map associated to a matriz
A, given by the formula

fa(v) = Av
then we have the following multiplication formula for such maps:
Jals = fan

That is, the composition of linear maps corresponds to the multiplication of matrices.

ProoOF. We want to prove that we have the following formula, valid for any two
matrices A, B € M»(R), and any vector v € R*:

A(Bv) = (AB)v

For this purpose, let us write our matrices and vector as follows:

Y )

The formula that we want to prove becomes:

EalCHOI=E )G

But this is the same as saying that:

a b\ (pr+qy\ [(ap+br aqg+bs\ (@
c d) \re+sy) \cp+dr cqg+ds) \y
And this latter formula does hold indeed, because on both sides we get:

apz + aqy + brz + bsy
cpx + cqy + drx + dsy

Thus, we have proved the result. U
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As a verification for the above result, let us compose two rotations. The computation
here is as follows, yieding a rotation, as it should, and of the correct angle:

R R — (€083 —sins) (cost —sint
soit sins coss sint cost
cosscost —sinssint —cosssint —sintcos s
sin scost + cosssint —sinssint + cosscost

sin(s+¢) cos(s+t)
= Rs—l—t

We will be back to this, with many applications, in what follows.

_ <cos(s+t) —sin(s+t))

5c. Higher dimensions

We are now ready to discuss 3 and more dimensions. Before doing so, let us point out
however that the maps of type f : R* — R?, or f: R — R2, and so on, are not covered
by our results. Since there are many interesting such maps, say obtained by projecting
and then rotating, and so on, we will be interested here in the maps f : RY — RM.

A bit of thinking suggests that such maps should come from the M x N matrices.
Indeed, this is what happens at M = N = 2, of course, and M = N = 3 too. But this
happens as well at N = 1, because a linear map f : R — R™ can only be something of
the form f(\) = Av, with v € RM. But v € RM means that v is a M x 1 matrix. So, let
us start with the product rule for such matrices, which is as follows:

DEFINITION 5.18. We can multiply the M x N matrices with N x K matrices,

a1q ... a1n bll ce blK

amym .- ApmN le bNK

the product being the M x K matriz given by the following formula,

aitbin + ... +ainbyt .. anbig +...+ ainbyk

aM1b11+...—|—aMNbN1 ...... aM1b1K+...+CLMNbNK
obtained via the usual rule “multiply rows by columns”.
Observe that this formula generalizes all the multiplication rules that we have been

using so far, between various types of matrices and vectors. Thus, in practice, we can
simply forget all the previous multiplication rules, and simply memorize this one.
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In case the above formula looks hard to memorize, here is an alternative formulation
of it, which is simpler and more powerful, by using the standard algebraic notation for
the matrices, A = (A;;), that we will heavily use, in what follows:

PROPOSITION 5.19. The matriz multiplication is given by formula
(AB)y; = ) AuByy
k

with A;; standing for the entry of A at row i and column j.

Proor. This is indeed just a shorthand for the formula in Definition 5.18, by following
the rule there, namely “multiply the rows of A by the columns of B”. U

As an illustration for the power of the convention in Proposition 5.19, we have:
PROPOSITION 5.20. We have the following formula, valid for any matrices A, B, C,
(AB)C = A(BC)
provided that the sizes of our matrices A, B, C' fit.

ProoOF. We have the following computation, using indices as above:

((AB)C)ij = Y (AB)iCirj = Y AuBuCy;

k
On the other hand, we have as well the following computation:

(A(BC))i; = Z Au(BC)y; = ZAilBlka:j
. Kl

Thus we have (AB)C = A(BC), and we have proved our result. O

We can now talk about linear maps between spaces of arbitrary dimension, generalizing
what we have been doing so far. The main result here is as follows:

THEOREM 5.21. Consider a map f : RY — RM.
(1) f is linear when it is of the form f(v) = Av, with A € Mpy«n(R).
(2) f is affine when f(v) = Av+w, with A € My«n(R) and w € RM.
(3) We have the composition formula fafp = fap, whenever the sizes fit.

Proor. We already know that this happens at M = N = 2. In general, the proof is
similar, by doing some elementary computations. U

As a first example here, we have the identity matrix, acting as the identity:

1 0 T i

0 1 TN TN
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We have as well the null matrix, acting as the null map:
Here is now an important result, providing us with many examples:

PROPOSITION 5.22. The diagonal matrices act as follows:

)\1 0 T )\1ZE1
0 )\N TN /\NxN
ProOF. This is clear, indeed, from definitions. Il

As a more specialized example now, we have:

PROPOSITION 5.23. The flat matriz, which is as follows,
1 ... 1
HN = : :
1 ...1
acts via N times the projection on the all-one vector.

ProoF. The flat matrix acts in the following way:

1 ... 1 X1 1+ ... +xN
1 ... 1 N r1+ ...+ xN
Thus, in terms of the matrix P = I /N, we have the following formula:
T 1
p . _ZE1+...+Z‘N
] N
N 1

Since the linear map f(z) = Pz satisfies f2 = f, and since Im(f) consists of the
scalar multiples of the all-one vector £ € RY, we conclude that f is a projection on RE.
Also, with the standard scalar product convention < z,y >= > x;y;, we have:

< flx)—z, &> = < f(x),&>—<ux,&>
2T
=0

Thus, our projection is an orthogonal projection, and we are done. U
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Let us develop now some general theory for the square matrices. We will need the
following standard result, regarding the changes of coordinates in R":

THEOREM 5.24. For a system {vy,...,uvxy} C RY, the following are equivalent:

(1) The vectors v; form a basis of RY, in the sense that each vector x € RN can be
written in a unique way as a linear combination of these vectors:

T = Z AiU;
(2) The following linear map associated to these vectors is bijective:
FARYSRY A A
(3) The matrixz formed by these vectors, regarded as usual as column vectors,
P =[v,...,on] € MN(R)
1s invertible, with respect to the usual multiplication of the matrices.

PROOF. Here the equivalence (1) <= (2) is clear from definitions, and the equiva-
lence (2) <= (3) is clear as well, because we have f(z) = Px. O

Getting back now to the matrices, as an important definition, we have:

DEFINITION 5.25. Let A € My(R) be a square matriz. We say that v € RY is an
eigenvector of A, with corresponding eigenvalue X € RY | when:

Av =l
Also, we say that A is diagonalizable when RN has a basis formed by eigenvectors of A.

We will see in a moment examples of eigenvectors and eigenvalues, and of diagonaliz-
able matrices. However, even before seeing the examples, it is quite clear that these are
key notions. Indeed, for a matrix A € My (R), being diagonalizable is the best thing that
can happen, because in this case, once the basis changed, A becomes diagonal.

To be more precise here, we have the following result:

PROPOSITION 5.26. Assuming that A € My (R) is diagonalizable, we have the formula
A1
A=
AN

with respect to the basis {vy,...,vx} of RN consisting of eigenvectors of A.

PRroOF. This is clear from the definition of eigenvalues and eigenvectors, and from
the formula of linear maps associated to diagonal matrices, from Proposition 5.22. U
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Here is an equivalent form of the above result, which is often used in practice, when
we prefer not to change the basis, and stay with the usual basis of RY:

THEOREM 5.27. Assuming that A € Mn(R) is diagonalizable, with
vr,...,oy €RY AL AV ER
as eigenvectors and corresponding eigenvalues, we have the formula
A=prDpP!
with the matrices P, D € My(R) being given by the formulae
P=vy,...,on] , D=diag(A,...,\n)

and respectively called passage matriz, and diagonal form of A.

ProoOF. This can be viewed in two possible ways, as follows:

(1) As already mentioned, with respect to the basis v1,...,vy € RY formed by the
eigenvectors, our matrix A is given by:

A
A=
AN

But this corresponds precisely to the formula A = PDP~! from the statement, with
P and its inverse appearing there due to our change of basis.

(2) We can equally establish the formula in the statement by a direct computation.
Indeed, we have Pe; = v;, where {ey,...,ex} is the standard basis of R, and so:

APe; = Av; = \jv;
On the other hand, once again by using Pe; = v;, we have as well:
PDe; = P\ie; = \;Pe; = \jv;
Thus we have AP = PD, and so A = PDP~! as claimed. O

Let us discuss now some basic examples, namely the rotations, symmetries and pro-
jections in 2 dimensions. The situation is very simple for the projections, as follows:

PROPOSITION 5.28. The projection on the Ox azis rotated by an angle t/2 € R,

P—l 1+cost  sint
*7 9\ sint 1—cost

is diagonalizable, its diagonal form being as follows:

10
2= (o 0)
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Proor. This is clear, because if we denote by L the line where our projection projects,
we can pick any vector v € L, and this will be an eigenvector with eigenvalue 1, and then
pick any vector w € L', and this will be an eigenvector with eigenvalue 0. Thus, even
without computations, we are led to the conclusion in the statement. O

The computation for the symmetries is similar, as follows:
PROPOSITION 5.29. The symmetry with respect to the Ox azis rotated by t/2 € R,
S, — (Cgst sint )
sint —cost
is diagonalizable, its diagonal form being as follows:
= 4)

Proor. This is once again clear, because if we denote by L the line with respect to
which our symmetry symmetrizes, we can pick any vector v € L, and this will be an
eigenvector with eigenvalue 1, and then pick any vector w € L+, and this will be an
eigenvector with eigenvalue —1. Thus, we are led to the conclusion in the statement. [J

Regarding now the rotations, here the situation is different, as follows:
PROPOSITION 5.30. The rotation of angle t € [0,27), given by the formula
cost —sint
oy = (sint cost )
is diagonal at t = 0,7, and is not diagonalizable at t # 0, .

PROOF. The first assertion is clear, because at ¢t = 0, 7 the rotations are:

10 ~1 0
we(h) (o)

As for the rotations of angle ¢ # 0, 7, these clearly cannot have eigenvectors. O
Finally, here is one more example, which is the most important of them all:

THEOREM 5.31. The following matriz is not diagonalizable,
0 1
=)

PROOF. The above matrix, called J en hommage to Jordan, acts as follows:

b 0)()=()

because it has only 1 eigenvector.
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Thus the eigenvector/eigenvalue equation Jv = Av reads:
Y Az
(5) ()
We have then two cases, depending on A, as follows, which give the result:

(1) For A # 0 we must have y = 0, coming from the second row, and so z = 0 as well,
coming from the first row, so we have no nontrivial eigenvectors.

(2) As for the case A = 0, here we must have y = 0, coming from the first row, and so

the eigenvectors here are the vectors of the form (gé) U

5d. Scalar products

In order to discuss some interesting examples of matrices, and their diagonalization,
in arbitrary dimensions, we will need the following standard fact:

PROPOSITION 5.32. Consider the scalar product on RY, given by:

We have then the following formula, valid for any vectors x,y and any matriz A,
< Ax,y >=<z, Aly >
with At being the transpose matriz.

PRrROOF. By linearity, it is enough to prove the above formula on the standard basis
vectors ey, ...,ey of RY. Thus, we want to prove that for any i, j we have:

< Aej e >=<e;, Ale; >
The scalar product being symmetric, this is the same as proving that:
< Aej,e; >=< Aleje; >
On the other hand, for any matrix M we have the following formula:
M;; =< Mej, e; >
Thus, the formula to be proved simply reads:
Ayy = (A");i
But this precisely the definition of A, and we are done. Il
With this, we can develop some theory. We first have:
THEOREM 5.33. The orthogonal projections are the matrices satisfying:
PiP=pt=pP

These projections are diagonalizable, with eigenvalues 0, 1.
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PROOF. It is obvious that a linear map f(z) = Px is a projection precisely when:
P?=P

In order now for this projection to be an orthogonal projection, the condition to be
satisfied can be written and then processed as follows:

<Pr—Py,Pr—x>=0 <= <z—y P'Pr—Pa>=0
< P'Px—P'z=0
— PP-P =0
Thus we must have P' = P'P. Now observe that by transposing, we have as well:
P = (P'P)' = P/(P!) = P'P

Thus we must have P = P!, as claimed. Finally, regarding the diagonalization asser-
tion, this is clear by taking a basis of Im(f), which consists of 1-eigenvectors, and then
completing with 0-eigenvectors, which can be found inside the orthogonal of Im(f). O

Here is now a key computation of such projections:

THEOREM 5.34. The rank 1 projections are given by the formula

1
P, = W(%%‘)z‘j

quz\ﬁ

ProorF. Consider a vector y € RY. Its projection on Rz must be a certain multiple
of z, and we are led in this way to the following formula:

where the constant, namely

is the length of the vector.

<y, x> 1

Py = T =
SO RS

<y, x>z

With this in hand, we can now compute the entries of P,, as follows:

(Px)zj = < Pzej,ei >
1
= W <e;,r>< T, 6 >
. JijL’Z
||l[?
Thus, we are led to the formula in the statement. Il

As an application, we can recover a result that we already know, namely:
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PROPOSITION 5.35. In 2 dimensions, the rank 1 projections, which are the projections
on the Ox axis rotated by an angle t/2 € [0,7), are given by the following formula:

P—l 1+ cost sint
t— 9 sint 11— cost

Together with the following two matrices, which are the rank 0 and 2 projections in R?,

0 0 11
(o) =0)
these are all the projections in 2 dimensions.

PROOF. The first assertion follows from the general formula in Theorem 5.34, by
plugging in the following vector, depending on a parameter s € [0, 7):

(cos 3)
r=1 .
sin s
We obtain in this way the following matrix, which with ¢ = 2s is the one in the
statement, via some trigonometry:

P - cos’s  cosssins
25— \ cosssin s sin’ s

As for the second assertion, this is clear from the first one, because outside rank 1 we
can only have rank 0 or rank 2, corresponding to the matrices in the statement. U

Here is another interesting application, this time in N dimensions:

PROPOSITION 5.36. The projection on the all-1 vector € € RY is
1 ... 1

1 ... 1
with the all-1 matriz on the right being called the flat matrix.

PROOF. As already pointed out in the proof of Proposition 5.23, the matrix in the
statement acts in the following way:
I X i 1
T e N
P : =
3 : N
TN 1
Thus P is indeed a projection onto RE, and the fact that this projection is indeed
the orthogonal one follows either by a direct orthogonality computation, or by using the
general formula in Theorem 5.34, by plugging in the all-1 vector &. U

Let us discuss now, as a final topic of this chapter, the isometries of RY. We have
here the following general result:
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THEOREM 5.37. The linear maps f : RY — RN which are isometries, in the sense
that they preserve the distances, are those coming from the matrices satisfying:

Ut — U—l

These latter matrices are called orthogonal, and they form a set On C My(R) which is
stable under taking compositions, and inverses.

ProoF. We have several things to be proved, the idea being as follows:
(1) We recall that we can pass from scalar products to distances, as follows:

|zl = v<z, x>

Conversely, we can compute the scalar products in terms of distances, by using the
parallelogram identity, which is as follows:

lz+yll> —llz =yl = [zl + 1l +2 <2y > —|l2l]* = lylF +2 <2,y >
= 4d<z,y>

Now given a matrix U € My(R), we have the following equivalences, with the first
one coming from the above identities, and with the other ones being clear:

Uz|| = ||z|| <= < Uz, Uy>=<uzx,y>
= <2, UUy>=<ux,y>
— UUy=y
— U'U=1
— U'=U"

(2) The second assertion is clear from the definition of the isometries, and can be
established as well by using matrices, and the U! = U~ criterion. U

As a basic illustration here, we have:
THEOREM 5.38. The rotations and symmetries in the plane, given by
cost —sint cost sint
Ry = (sint cost ) 5= (sint —cost)
are isometries. These are all the isometries in 2 dimensions.

PrROOF. We already know that R; is the rotation of angle t. As for S;, this is the
symmetry with respect to the Oz axis rotated by /2 € R. But this gives the result, since
the isometries in 2 dimensions are either rotations, or symmetries. U
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Exercises:

EXERCISE 5.39.
EXERCISE 5.40.
EXERCISE 5.41.
EXERCISE 5.42.
EXERCISE 5.43.
EXERCISE 5.44.
EXERCISE 5.45.

EXERCISE 5.46.

Bonus exercise.

5. VECTOR CALCULUS

5e. Exercises



CHAPTER 6

Basic mechanics

6a. The pendulum
Let us start our discussion with something very basic, namely:

DEFINITION 6.1. A simple pendulum is a device of type

X

oy
consisting of a bob of mass m, attached to a rigid rod of length [.

In order to study the physics of the pendulum, which can easily lead to a lot of
complicated computations, when approached with bare hands, the most convenient is to
use the notion of energy. For a particle moving under the influence of a force F', the
position z, speed v and acceleration a are related by the following formulae:

v=x , a=0v=2 , F=ma
The kinetic energy of our particle is then given by the following formula:

mvz

T=——
2

By differentiating with respect to time ¢, we obtain the following formula:
T = mvd = mva = Fu

Now by integrating, also with respect to ¢, this gives the following formula:

T:/det:/thdt:/Fdx

But this suggests to define the potential energy V' by the following formula, up to a
constant, with the derivative being with respect to the space variable z:

V= _F
107



108 6. BASIC MECHANICS

Indeed, we know from the above that we have T = F', so if we define the total energy
to be EZ =T + V, then this total energy is constant, as shown by:

E'=T'+V'=0

Very nice all this, and by getting back now to the pendulum from Definition 6.1, we
can have this understood with not many computations involved, as follows:

THEOREM 6.2. For a pendulum starting with speed v from the equilibrium position,

X

the motion will be confined if v? < 4gl, and circular if v? > 4gl.

PROOF. There are many ways of proving this result, along with working out several
other useful related formulae, for which we will refer to the proof below, and with a quite
elegant approach to this, using no computations or almost, being as follows:

(1) Let us first examine what happens when the bob has traveled an angular distance
6 > 0, with respect to the vertical. The picture here is as follows:

X

The distance traveled is then x = [0. As for the force acting, this is Fiq = mg
oriented downwards, with the component alongside x being given by:

F = —HFtomlHSin@

= —mgsinf

= —mgsin (%)
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(2) But with this, we can compute the potential energy. With the convention that
this vanishes at the equilibrium position, V' (0) = 0, we obtain the following formula:

Vi=-F = V’zmgsin(%)

== Vzmgl(l—cos(%))
— V =mgl(1 — cos?0)

(3) Alternatively, in case this sounds too wizarding, we can compute the potential
energy in the old fashion, by letting the bob fall, the picture being as follows:

X

The height of the fall is then h = [ —[ cos #, and since for this fall the force is constant,
F = —myg, we obtain the following formula for the potential energy:

Vi=-F = Vi=my
= V =mgh
= V =mygl(1 — cos?b)
Summarizing, one way or another we have our formula for the potential energy V.

(4) Now comes the discussion. The motion will be confined when the initial kinetic
energy, namely F = muv?/2, satisfies the following condition:

2
E<supV =2mgl <+ % < 2mgl
0

— v? < 4ql

In this case, the motion will be confined between two angles —0, 6, as follows:




110 6. BASIC MECHANICS

To be more precise here, the two extreme angles —6,0 € (—m,7) can be explicitly

computed, as being solutions of the following equation:
2

V=EFE <= mgl(l—cosh)= %
2
291
(5) Regarding now the case v? > 4gl, here the bob will certainly reach the upwards
position, with the speed w > 0 there being given by the following formula:

— 1—cosf=

2
mw
=F -2mgl — =
2 mg 2 2

Thus, with the convention in the statement for v, that is, going to the right, the
motion of the pendulum will be counterclockwise circular, and perpetual:

w
-~ 0 < _
~

-

¢ l

(6) Finally, in the case v*> = 4gl, the bob will also reach the upwards position, but
with speed w = 0 there, and then, at least theoretically, will remain there:

(7) Actually, it is quite interesting in this latter situation, v* = 4gl, to further speculate
on what can happen, when making our problem more realistic. For instance, we can add
to our setting the assumption that when the bob is stuck on top, with speed 0, there is a
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33% chance for it to keep going, to the left, a 33% chance for it to come back, to the right,
and a 33% chance for it to remain stuck. In this case there are infinitely many possible
trajectories, which are best investigated by using probability. Welcome to chaos.

(8) As a final comment, yes I know that the figures in (7) don’t add up to 100%.
This is because there is as well a remaining 1% possibility, where a relativistic black
cat appears, with a continuous effect on the bob, via a paw slap, when on top, with
speed w’ € (0.3¢,0.7¢), with ¢ being the speed of light. In this case, the set of possible
trajectories becomes uncountable, and is again best investigated by using probability. [

6b. Harmonic oscillators

Let us discuss now the motion of a particle near an equilibrium point. We have two
basic examples of such points provided by the pendulum, namely the downwards one,
which is stable, and the upwards one, which is unstable. But our discussion here will be
valid for any other types of particles moving, under the influence of forces.

As a first observation, our generalities about motion and energy provide us with:

THEOREM 6.3. For a particle moving near an equilibrium point x = 0, the following
equivalent conditions must be satisfied, infinitesimally:
(1) The potential energy is V = kx?/2, when assuming V (0) = 0.
(2) The force acting on our particle is F = —kzx.
(3) The equation of motion is mi + kx = 0, with m being the mass.

Proor. This is something very standard, the idea being as follows:

(1) Let us start with some generalities regarding the potential energy V. Around any
given point, that we can choose by translation to be x = 0, we can write:
V// 0 1'2 V/// 0 1'3

O V"0

2 6

By definition of V', we can assume V(0) = 0. Regarding now the second term, this
vanishes too, because our condition of equilibrium reads:

V'(0)=—-F(0)=0

Thus, with the above normalizations x = 0 and V(0) = 0 made, our general formula

above for V' takes at equilibrium the following form, with & = V"(0):

ka?
Vieg)=—+...
2
Thus, we are led to the conclusion in the statement, provided that we are indeed in

the non-degenerate case, where k # 0, which amounts in saying that F’(0) # 0.
(2) This follows indeed from (1), and from V' = —F.
(3) This follows indeed from (2), and from F' = ma = mz. O

V(z) =V(0)+V'(0)x +
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The above result suggests formulating the following definition:

DEFINITION 6.4. A harmonic oscillator is a particle moving as above, following
mz + kr =0
with k # 0. In the case k > 0, we say that we have a simple harmonic oscillator.

There the last convention comes from the fact that our oscillator is unstable when
k < 0, and stable £k > 0, and it is in this latter case that we are mostly interested in.
And with this, stability depending on the sign of k, coming either from some abstract
reasoning along the lines of Theorem 6.3, or from the explicit formulae below.

Very nice, so let us solve now the equation of motion. We have here:

THEOREM 6.5. The solutions of the equation of motion mi + kx = 0 for the harmonic
oscillators are as follows:
(1) = aeP + be P with p = \/—k/m, when k < 0.
(2) x = ccoswt + dsinwt with w = \/k/m, when k > 0.

PROOF. This is standard mathematics, as follows:
(1) Assume first that we are in the case k& < 0. Here, with p = \/—k/m as in the

statement, the equation of motion takes the following form:
i =p’z
But the functions e”*, e P being solutions of this equation, by linearity we obtain that
the solutions are exactly the linear combinations of these two functions, as claimed.

(2) Assume now that we are in the case k& > 0. Here, with w = y/k/m as in the
statement, the equation of motion takes the following form:

= —w’x

But the functions cos wt, sin wt being solutions, by linearity we obtain that the solu-
tions are exactly the linear combinations of these two functions, as claimed. U

Observe that, as already mentioned above, the formulae that we obtained make it
clear that our oscillator is unstable when k£ < 0, and stable when k& > 0. In fact, we have
the following simple consequences of the general formulae obtained above:

PROPOSITION 6.6. The short and long time behavior of a harmonic oscillator, moving
according to mi + kx = 0, are as follows:
(1) In the case k < 0, with © = aeP +be P* as above, we have x ~ (a+b) + p(a — b)t
fort >0 small, and x ~ ae?* for t >> 0.
(2) In the case k > 0, with x = ccoswt + dsinwt as above, we have x ~ ¢+ dwt for
t > 0 small, and there is no asymptotics for t >> 0.
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ProoF. This is indeed standard mathematics based on Theorem 6.5, as follows:

(1) In the case k < 0, with = aef* + be ?* as in Theorem 6.5, in the ¢ > 0 small
regime we have indeed the following estimate, coming from e* ~ 1 + z:

r = ae’ +be P
~ a(l+pt)+b(1—pt)
= (a+0b)+pla—"0b)t
As for the other estimate, namely = ~ ae?’ for ¢t >> 0, this is clear.

(2) In the case k > 0, with x = ccoswt + dsinwt as in Theorem 6.5, in the ¢ > 0
small regime we have indeed the following estimate, coming from standard calculus:

r = ccoswt+ dsinwt
~ ¢(14o(t)) + dwt
~ ¢+ dwt

As for the last assertion, regarding the lack of asymptotics at £k > 0 in the t >> 0
regime, this is clear, because neither cos, nor sin have such asymptotics, and the same
happens for any linear combination of them, with non-trivial coefficients. Of course,
interesting exercice for you to figure out all this, abstractly, this being not hard. U

As a last piece of mathematics, using this time complex numbers, we have:

THEOREM 6.7. The solutions of the equation mx + kx = 0 are as follows, regardless
of the sign of k, and with a,b,c,d € C chosen as to have x € R:

(1) = aeP" + be P, withp = \/—k/m.
(2) x = ccoswt + dsinwt, with w = \/k/m.

Proor. This is standard complex number business, the idea being as follows:

(1) As before in the proof of Theorem 6.5 (1), but by using this time complex numbers,
we are led to the conclusion in the statement. With two remarks, namely:

— In the case k£ < 0 we have p € R, and so a,b € R, and we recover in this way
Theorem 6.5 (1) itself.

— As for the case k£ > 0, here we can write p = iw with w = \/k/m € R, and the
formula that we get, according to the above, is as follows:

T = aeiwt + be—iwt
Now in order to have x € R, which is the same as saying that x = z, we need:

a="b
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Thus we can write a = ¢ — id, b = ¢ + id with ¢,d € R, and with these substitutions
made, the solution found above takes the following form:

r = ae™ +be ™
= (c—1id)(coswt +isinwt) + (¢ + id)(cos wt — isin wt)
= 2(ccoswt + dsinwt)
Thus at & > 0, up to a 2 factor, we obtain the formula from Theorem 6.5 (2).

(2) Things are similar here. Indeed, as before in the proof of Theorem 6.5 (2), we are
led to the conclusion in the statement, and with two remarks to be made, namely:

— In the case £ > 0 we have w € R, and so ¢,d € R, and we recover in this way
Theorem 6.5 (2) itself.

— As for the case k < 0, here we can write w = —ip with p = \/—k/m € R, and the
formula that we get, according to the above, is as follows:
x = ccoswt+ dsinwt
= ccos(—ipt) + dsin(—ipt)
= ccos(ipt) — dsin(ipt)

6i(ipt) + e_i(ipt) 6i(ipt) — e_i(ipt)
= c- —d- .
2 21
e Pt et e Pt — ebt
= cC —— — d —
2 21

()9

Now observe that in order to have z € R, we must have ¢c£d/i € R. Thus ¢ € R, and
d =1f with f € R, and with this latter substitution made, and then aftwerwards with
the notations a = (¢ + f)/2 and b = (¢ — f)/2, we obtain:

1

v o= S((e+ N+ (e )
= ael +be

Thus at k < 0, we obtain the formula from Theorem 6.5 (1). O

Many other things can be said about the harmonic oscillators, in complement to what
was said above, and we will be back to this, on a regular basis, in what follows.

6¢c. Kepler and Newton

Back to gravity, in two dimensions now, we first have the following result:
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THEOREM 6.8. In the context of a free fall from distance xo = R >> 0, with initial
velocity vg = 0, the equation of the trajectory is
gt’
r~R——
2

with the constant being g = GM/R?, called gravity of M, at distance R from it.

PrROOF. We can use here the field equation for the gravity, namely:

K
f=
This equation, with d = ||z||, describes the magnitude f of the acceleration a of our
moving object m. Now since a points towards 0, which is opposite to x, we have:
K = Kx
Q= ——" = —
d> |||l ||}

Moreover, since the acceleration a is by definition the second derivative of the position
vector x, the equation of motion of our object m is as follows:
Kz
I

In one dimension now, things get simpler, and the equation of motion reads:
K

r=—-——
72
Since we assumed R >> 0, we must look for a solution of type x ~ R + ct?, with the
lack of the t term coming from vy = 0. But with z ~ R + ct?, our equation reads:

2c ~ —%
Now by multiplying by ¢?/2, and adding R, we obtain as solution:
Kt?

r~R-— o2

Thus, we have indeed z ~ R — gt?/2, with g being the following number:
K GM

IR T R

We are therefore led to the conclusion in the statement. O

As an illustration for the above basic result, let us do a numeric terrestrial check,
based on it. The gravitational constant, the mass of the Earth, and the average radius of
the Earth are as follows, expressed as usual in meters and kilograms:

G=66T4x107" | M=5972x10* , R=6.371x10°
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We obtain the following value for the number g computed above:
_ 6.674 x 5.972

97 6371 x 6.371

Which is quite decent, when compared to the observed value, g = 9.806.

x 10 = 9.819

As a second toy example now for our 3D gravitation theory, which is more advanced,
lying somewhere between 1D and 2D, let us add an arbitrary initial speed vy = v to the
above situation, which in addition is allowed to be a vector in R?, as follows:

o

v

m

o\
We obtain in this way the following generalization of Theorem 6.8:

THEOREM 6.9. In the context of a free fall from distance xo = R >> 0, with initial
plane velocity vector vog = v, the equation of the trajectory is
gt*

~ R t— —
X + v 2

where g = GM/R? as usual, and with the quantities R, g in the above being regarded now
as vectors, pointing upwards. The approximate trajectory is a parabola.

PrROOF. We have several assertions here, the idea being as follows:

(1) Let us first discuss the simpler case where we are still in 1D, as in Theorem 6.8,
but with an initial velocity vy = v added. In order to find the equation of motion, we can
just redo the computations from the proof of Theorem 6.8, with now looking for a general
solution of type x ~ R + vt + ct?, and we get, as stated above:

gt’

~ R t— —
x +v 7

Alternatively, we can simply argue that, by linearity, what we have to do is to take
the solution z ~ R — gt*/2 found in Theorem 6.8, and add an extra vt term to it.

(2) In the general 2D case now, where the initial velocity vy = v is a vector in R?, the
same arguments apply, either by redoing the computations from the proof of Theorem
6.8, or simply by arguing that by linearity we can just take the solution z ~ R — gt*/2
found there, and add an extra vt term to it. Thus, we have our solution.

(3) Let us study now the solution that we found. In standard (z,y) coordinates, with
v = (p,q), and with R, g being now back scalars, our solution looks as follows:
gt’

r=pt |, y:R+qt—7
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From the first equation we get t = z/p, and by substituting into the second:

qr g
~R4+——=—
y T T
We recognize here the approximate equation of a parabola, and we are done. U

Getting now to the real thing, astronomy, the result here, which is the pride of math-
ematics, physics, and human knowledge in general, is the following theorem:

THEOREM 6.10 (Kepler, Newton). Planets and other celestial bodies move around the
Sun on conics, that is, on curves of type

C = {(J:,y) c R?

P(x,y) = 0}

with P € R[xz,y| being of degree 2. The same is true for any body moving around another
body, provided that we are not in the situation of a free fall.

Proor. This is something very standard, the idea being as follows:

(1) The force of attraction between two bodies of masses M, m is given by:

Mm
a2
Here d is the distance between the two bodies, and G ~ 6.674 x 107! is a constant.

Now assuming that M is fixed at 0 € R3, the force exterted on m positioned at x € R3,
regarded as a vector F' € R3, is given by the following formula:

Fe—|F| r GMm =z B GMmax
||| [z 2 [|=]] [||[3

But ' = ma = mi, with a = & being the acceleration, second derivative of the
position, so the equation of motion of m, assuming that M is fixed at 0, is:
GMzx

[|[[?

(2) Obviously, the problem happens in 2 dimensions, and you can even find, as an
exercise, a formal proof of that, based on the above equation. Now here the most conve-
nient is to use standard x,y coordinates, and denote our point as z = (x,y). With this
change made, and by setting K = GM, the equation of motion becomes:

Kz
[12[]?

In other words, in terms of the coordinates x,y, the equations are:
Kx . Ky

IFl =G

T =

z =

(:1:2+y2)3/2 Y= (:1:2+y2)3/2
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(3) Let us begin with a simple particular case, that of the circular solutions. To be
more precise, we are interested in solutions of the following type:

r=rcosat , y=rsinat
In this case we have ||z|| = r, so our equation of motion becomes:
. Kz
Z=——
r3

On the other hand, differentiating x, y leads to the following formula:
3= (i,§) = —a*(z,y) = —a’z
Thus, we have a circular solution when the parameters r, o satisfy:
o = K

(4) In the general case now, the problem can be solved via some calculus. Let us write
indeed our vector z = (z,y) in polar coordinates, as follows:

r=rcosf , y=rsinf
We have then ||z|| = r, and our equation of motion becomes, as in (3):
. Kz
F=——
73

Let us differentiate now x,y. By using the standard calculus rules, we have:
i =7cosf —rsind -0
§ =7sind +rcosb -0
Differentiating one more time gives the following formulae:
i=7icos —2rsinf -0 —rcosh-0>—rsind-0
i =isinf+ 27 cosf-0 —rsind-0>+rcosf -0
Consider now the following two quantities, appearing as coefficients in the above:
a=7—r8 | b=220+1r0
In terms of these quantities, our second derivative formulae read:
Z =acosf —bsinf

i = asinf + bcosl

(5) We can now solve the equation of motion from (4). Indeed, with the formulae that
we found for &, g, our equation of motion takes the following form:

K K
acost) —bsinf = ——cosf , asinb+bcost =—— sind
r r
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But these two formulae can be written in the following way:

K K
(a+—2> cos) = bsinf (a—l——2) sinf = —bcosf
r r

By making now the product, and assuming that we are in a non-degenerate case,
where the angle 0 varies indeed, we obtain by positivity that we must have:

K
r

(6) We are almost there. Let us first examine the second equation, b = 0. Remember-
ing who b is, from (4), this equation can be solved as follows:

b=0 270 + 16 =0
i
0 T
(log) = (—2logr)’
logd = —2logr +c
i A

r2

1ttt

As for the first equation the we found, namely a + K/r? = 0, remembering from (4)
that a was by definition given by a = # — r?, this equation now becomes:

K
P-4 =0

(7) As a conclusion to all this, in polar coordinates, x = rcosf, y = rsinf, our
equations of motion are as follows, with A being a constant, not depending on t:

. N K A
r= - — =

r3 r2 ’ r2

Even better now, by writing K = A\?/c, these equations read:

N1 i A
T_r2 r c ’ o2

(8) As an illustration, let us quickly work out the case of a circular motion, where r
is constant. Here 7 = 0, so the first equation gives ¢ = r. Also we have 6 = «, with:

A
Qf::;g
Assuming 0 = 0 at ¢t = 0, from 6 = o we obtain 6 = at, and so, as in (3) above:

r=rcosat , y=rsinat
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Observe also that the condition found in (3) is indeed satisfied:

A2 \?
rl="= =K
r c

(9) Back to the general case now, our claim is that we have the following formula, for
the distance r = r(t) as function of the angle 6 = 0(t), for some ¢,6 € R:

c
"= 14+ ecosf+dsinb

Let us first check that this formula works indeed. With r being as above, and by using
our second equation found before, § = \/r?, we have the following computation:

c(esin® — 0 cos6)d
(1+ecosf + dsinf)?
Ac(esind — 0 cos )
r2(1 4 ecosf + ¢ sin h)?
A(esinf — §cosh)

C

Thus, the second derivative of the above function r is given, as desired, by:

Aecosf + dsinb)d

c
N (e cosf + dsinf)

r2c

_ ML 1
o2 \r ¢

(10) The above check was something quite informal, and now we must prove that our
formula is indeed the correct one. For this purpose, we use a trick. Let us write:

With the convention that dots mean as usual derivatives with respect to ¢, and that
the primes will denote derivatives with respect to § = 6(t), we have:

0 "
:_f_:_i._:_)\f’
f2 f2 2
By differentiating one more time with respect to ¢, we obtain:
A A2,

P= A0 = -\f" 5 =

72 72
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On the other hand, our equation for 7 found in (7) reads:

LN 1 A2 1
=" (22 =2 (==
r”\r ¢ 72 c

Thus, in terms of f = 1/r as above, our equation for 7 simply reads:

Fraf=-

But this latter equation is elementary to solve. Indeed, both functions cost, sin t satisfy
g” + g = 0, so any linear combination of them satisfies as well this equation. But the
solutions of f” 4+ f = 1/c being those of ¢” + g = 0 shifted by 1/¢, we obtain:

1+ ecosf@+dsinb

f=
c
Now by inverting, we obtain the formula announced in (9), namely:
c
r

" 1+ccosf+dsind
(11) But this leads to the conclusion that the trajectory is a conic. Indeed, in terms
of the parameter 6, the formulae of the coordinates are:

ccosf
.’L':
1+ eccosf+dsiné
csin O
y:

1+ ¢ecosf + dsind
But these are precisely the equations of conics in polar coordinates.

(12) To be more precise, in order to find the precise equation of the conic, observe
that the two functions z,y that we found above satisfy the following formula:
?(cos? 0 + sin” 0)
(1+ecosf+ dsinh)?
2
(14 ecosf+ dsinb)?

On the other hand, these two functions satisfy as well the following formula:

:BQ—i-yz =

?(ecos+ dsinf — (1 +€cosc9+6sin0))2
(14 ecosf + dsinb)?

C2

(14+ecosf+ dsinb)?
We conclude that our coordinates x,y satisfy the following equation:
2? +y* = (ex + 0y — ¢)?

But what we have here is an equation of a conic, as claimed. U

(ex + 0y —c)* =
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The above was theory, and for further applications, here is a sort of “best of” the
formulae found in the proof of Theorem 6.10, which are all very useful in practice:

THEOREM 6.11 (Kepler, Newton). In the context of a 2-body problem, with M fized
at 0, and m starting its movement from Ox, the equation of motion of m, namely

Kz
||2]]3

with K = GM, and z = (x,y), becomes in polar coordinates, x = rcosf, y = rsinf,

7‘4_/\_2 1_1 9_1
2 \r ¢ ’ o2

for some A\, c € R, related by \*> = Kc. The value of v in terms of 0 is given by
c

" 1+ecos+osinfd
for some €,0 € R. At the level of the affine coordinates x,y, this means

Z =

r

ccost csin 6
xr = =
1+ecosf +dsind Y T 1+ ccosh+osing
with 6 = 0(t) being subject to 0 = X2/r, as above. Finally, we have
2* +y* = (ex + 0y — ¢)?

which 1s a degree 2 equation, and so the resulting trajectory is a conic.

PROOF. As already mentioned, this is a sort of “best of” the formulae found in the
proof of Theorem 6.10. And in the hope of course that we have not forgotten anything.
Finally, let us mention that the simplest illustration for this is the circular motion, and
for details on this, not included in the above, we refer to the proof of Theorem 6.10. [J

As a first question, we would like to understand how the various parameters appearing
above, namely A, ¢, ,d, which via some basic math can only tell us more about the shape
of the orbit, appear from the initial data. The formulae here are as follows:

THEOREM 6.12. In the context of Theorem 6.11, and in polar coordinates, x = r cosf,
y = rsin@, the initial data is as follows, with R = ry:

c
| +e 0
vV K . vV K
To = 0 , Oo= 26
Ve R
. ek .. 46K

The corresponding formulae for the affine coordinates x,y can be deduced from this. Also,
the various motion parameters c,e,6 and A =/ Kc can be recovered from this data.
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PRrROOF. We have several assertions here, the idea being as follows:

(1) As mentioned in Theorem 6.11, the object m begins its movement on Oz. Thus
we have 6y = 0, and from this we get the formula of ry in the statement.

(2) Regarding the initial speed now, the formula of 6, follows from:

9‘_ A . \/KC

r2 r2
Also, in what concerns the radial speed, the formula of 7 follows from:

c(esin® — 0 cos6)d
(1+eccosh+ dsinh)?
clesinf — dcosf) VKc
2 /r? T2
VK (esinf — § cos )
Ve

(3) Regarding now the initial acceleration, by using 6 = v/Kc¢/r? we find:

T
In particular at £ = 0 we obtain the formula in the statement, namely:
4WEKe-tg AVKe WK 40K
R2 - R2? \/E  R2

(4) Also regarding acceleration, with A = v/ K¢ our main motion formula reads:

. Kc(l 1)
F=—[-—=
r2 \r ¢

In particular at £ = 0 we obtain the formula in the statement, namely:

._Kc(l 1>_Kc e ek

.. Qrr A4/ Kc - 7
b= —2vVKe == Y20

é(]:

To

" R2\R ¢/ R ¢ R?
(5) Finally, the last assertion is clear, and since the formulae look better anyway in
polar coordinates than in affine coordinates, we will not get into details here. O

With the above formulae in hand, which are a precious complement to Theorem 6.11,
we can do some reverse engineering at the level of parameters, and work out how various
inital speeds and accelerations lead to various types of conics. There are many things
that can be said here, and we refer here to any standard mechanics book.

Finally, a word about the 3-body problem. An interesting question here is how to
position a specialized scientific satellite, deep in space, and away from the dust and
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radiation of the usual orbits around the Earth, as to stay there, under the joint influence
of the gravity of the Sun M and of the Earth m. And there are 5 possible solutions here,
called Lagrange points L1-L5, whose positions with respect to M, m are as follows:

.L4
LI ® pr ®, Om o,

o

Moreover, and here comes another interesting point, 1.4, L5 are stable, in the sense

that a satellite installed there will really stay there, regardless of the various tiny little

things that might happen, like an asteroid passing by, while L1, 1.2, L3 are unstable, in

the sense that a satellite installed there will need constant tiny adjustments, in order to
really stay there. So, which one would you choose for installing your satellite?

You would probably say L4, L5, but this is precisely the wrong answer, because due to
their stability, these points attract a lot of asteroids and space garbage, and our satellite
will certainly not perform well there, in that crowd. So, with L4, L5 ruled out, and with
L3 ruled out too, being too far, the correct choices are L1, L2. But here, due to instability,
you still need to learn a lot more mechanics, for knowing how to do this, in practice.

6d. Conservative forces

Let us discuss now an important topic, namely the conservation of energy. The sim-
plest situation is that of a free fall with initial velocity vy = 0, and we have here:

PROPOSITION 6.13. In the context of a free fall from distance ¢ = R >> 0, with
initial velocity vy = 0, if we define the potential energy to be

V =mgx
then the total energy E =T + V, with T = mv?/2 as usual, is constant, E ~ mgR.
PROOF. We know that the equation of motion is as follows, with ¢ = GM/R?:

gt’
r~R——
2
The kinetic energy, from now on to be denoted T', is then given by:
T ~ mu? _ mg*t?
2 2

Thus with V' = mgx as in the statement, and then with £ =T + V', we have:
E=T+4+V ~mgR

But this is a constant, and so we have our conservation principle, as desired. U
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We know that £ ~ mgR, but by some kind of miracle, do we actually have £ = mgR?
Also, what is the meaning of V7?7 What about the meaning of £7 What about adding
a suitable constant to V', and so to E too, will that make these quantities easier to
understand? These questions will be answered in due time. As a next result, we have:

THEOREM 6.14. In the context of a free fall from distance xo = R >> 0, with initial
velocity vector vy € R?, if we define the potential energy to be

V=m<g,z>
with g = GM/R? being regarded as usual as a vector pointing upwards, then
E=T+V
with T = m||v||?/2 as usual, is constant, E ~ Ty + mgR, with g now back scalar.

PrROOF. We can do this in two steps, first by adding an extra parameter to the com-
putation in Proposition 6.13, and then by adding another extra parameter:

(1) Let us first examine the 1D case, where vy = s is a vector aligned to x, and so a
number. Here the equation of motion is as follows, with g = GM/R? as usual:
2

gt
~ R+ st ——
T + s 7
The speed being v ~ s — gt, with V = mgz and £ =T + V as above, we have:
E = T+V
— gt)? t?
o =o)L (Rst - 9E
2 2
2
= %%—mg}%

(2) In the general case now, with vy = s, the equation of motion is as before, with
R, g being now vectors pointing upwards, and if we write s = (a, b), then we have:
m||s — gt||?
2
m((a— gb)* + b?)

T ~

t2
= To—mg (at—%)

With ¢ vector pointing upwards, the last quantity is m < g,z — R >, so if we add
V =m < g,z >, we obtain Ty + mgR, with g, R being back scalars, as desired. U
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With the above done, let us get back to the real thing, 3D gravity. We are interested in
the general 2-body problem, where M is fixed at 0, and m moves under the gravitational
force of M. The above computations, coming from our “kinetic energy gets converted
into height, and vice versa” principle, suggest defining the potential energy as:

Vo ]|

However, this is wrong, because in our formula V' = mgz the quantity ¢ = GM/R?
depends on the average height, which is the parameter R, no longer assumed to satisfy
R >> 0. In view of this, the correct formula for the potential energy should be:

1

~
[|z]]

v

In order now to find the constant, it is enough to rewrite V' = mgx by getting rid of
the parameter g = GM/R?. We obtain in this way, with K = GM as usual:

mGMzx N mGM B Km
2 =] =]

V =mgx =

Thus, we have our formula for V', and the question now is if £ = T+V is constant. And
the answer here is unfortunately no, due to some bizarre reasons, with rather £ =T —V
appearing to be constant, or at least that’s what computations tend to suggest.

So, let us simply change the sign of V', and see what we get. We are led in this way
to the following remarkable result, which not only says that E is approximately constant,
as in our previous computations, but is actually a plain constant:

THEOREM 6.15. In the context of the 2-body problem, with M fixed at 0 and with m
moving, if we define the kinetic and potential energy of m to be

~ mlfy]]? ~ Km
2 ’ |||

with K = GM as usual, then the total energy E =T +V s constant.

T

PROOF. The idea will be that of proving F = 0. We can do this as follows:

(1) In what regards the derivative of T, the computation here is something very simple,
coming straight from the formula ||v||> =< v,v >, as follows:

m(< v, 0>+ < 0,0 >)

2
= m<v,v>

T =

= m<v,a>
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(2) In order to compute now the derivative of V', let us first compute the derivative of
the function f(z) = 1/||z||. Again by using ||z||* =< z,z >, we obtain:
: 1l <zz2>+<z,2>
;o= 2 <z, x >3/2
<z,T>
< x,x >3
<zv>
||| [?
(3) Thus, getting now to the potential energy V', we have the following formula:
Km<ax,v>
||z
In order to further process this, remember the equation of motion of m, namely:
Kz
||| [?

We will of course jump on this, as to get rid of ||z||?, and we finally obtain:

V =

a = —

V=-m<a,v>
(4) We are ready now to prove our result. Indeed, we have:
E:T+V:m<v,a>—m<a,v>:0
Now since the derivative vanishes, E' is constant, as claimed. Il
Nice all this, but we still have to understand the relation with Proposition 6.13 and

Theorem 6.14, with that sign of V' mysteriously switching. And we have here the following
result, upgrading Proposition 6.13 and Theorem 6.14, and clarifying the whole thing:

THEOREM 6.16. In the context of a free fall from distance xq = R >> 0, with initial
velocity vo = 0, if we define the kinetic and potential energy of m to be

2 K
pomt o _Km
2 T
with K = GM as usual, then the total energy E =T + V' is constant. Moreover,
V ~mgr —2mgR

with g = GM/R?, and so E' = T +mgx is appoximately constant, E' ~ mgR. The same
happens for a free fall from xy = R >> 0, with initial velocity vector vy € R2.

PROOF. The first assertion is something that we know, coming from Theorem 6.15.
In order to clarify now the relation with Proposition 6.13, we first have:
Km GMm mgR?

V:——:— =
X i T
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Now by writing = R(1 — ¢), we obtain the estimate in the statement, namely:

_mgR

Vo= 1—¢
~ —mgR(1+¢)
= mgR[(1—¢)—2]
= mgxr — 2mgR
Thus with V' = mgx we have V >~ V' — 2mgR, and so E' =T + V"’ satisfies:
E' ~ FE+2mgR
= Ey+2mgR
= W+2mgR
= mgR
Finally, the last assertion, which is a bit more general, follows in the same way. U
6e. Exercises
Exercises:
EXERCISE 6.17.
EXERCISE 6.18.
EXERCISE 6.19.
EXERCISE 6.20.
EXERCISE 6.21.
EXERCISE 6.22.
EXERCISE 6.23.
EXERCISE 6.24.

Bonus exercise.



CHAPTER 7

Complex numbers

7a. Complex numbers

Let us discuss now the complex numbers. There is a lot of magic here, and we will
carefully explain this material. Their definition is as follows:

DEFINITION 7.1. The complex numbers are variables of the form
r=a+1b
with a,b € R, which add in the obvious way, and multiply according to the following rule:
7= -1
Each real number can be regarded as a complexr number, a = a+1 - 0.

In other words, we consider variables as above, without bothering for the moment
with their precise meaning. Now consider two such complex numbers:

r=a+1ib , y=c+id
The formula for the sum is then the obvious one, as follows:
r+y=(a+c)+i(b+d)
As for the formula of the product, by using the rule i> = —1, we obtain:
ry = (a+1ib)(c+id)
= ac+iad + ibc + i*bd
= ac+iad + tbc — bd
= (ac—bd) +i(ad + bc)

Thus, the complex numbers as introduced above are well-defined. The multiplica-
tion formula is of course quite tricky, and hard to memorize, but we will see later some
alternative ways, which are more conceptual, for performing the multiplication.

The advantage of using the complex numbers comes from the fact that the equation
22 = 1 has now a solution, x = i. In fact, this equation has two solutions, namely:
T =1
129
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This is of course very good news. More generally, we have the following result, regard-
ing the arbitrary degree 2 equations, with real coefficients:

THEOREM 7.2. The complex solutions of ax? 4+ bx + ¢ = 0 with a,b,c € R are

—b+ Vb? — dac
2a
with the square root of negative real numbers being defined as

V—m = +iv/m

and with the square root of positive real numbers being the usual one.

T12 =

PROOF. We can write our equation in the following way:

b c
4 -x+-—=0
a a

ar’ +bx+c=0 <=
— (x+£>2—b—2+220
2a 4a?  a
PN (:c+i>2 _ b? — 4ac
2a 4a?
b Vb2 — 4ac
= T+ —=——
2a 2a
Thus, we are led to the conclusion in the statement. l

We will see later that any degree 2 complex equation has solutions as well, and that
more generally, any polynomial equation, real or complex, has solutions. Moving ahead
now, we can represent the complex numbers in the plane, in the following way:

PROPOSITION 7.3. The complex numbers, written as usual
x=a-+1b

can be represented in the plane, according to the following identification:

a
(i)
With this convention, the sum of complex numbers is the usual sum of vectors.
PrOOF. Consider indeed two arbitrary complex numbers:
r=a+1 , y=c+1id

Their sum is then by definition the following complex number:

r4+y=(a+c)+i(b+d)
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Now let us represent x,y in the plane, as in the statement:

=6 ()

But this is indeed the vector corresponding to = + y, so we are done. O

Here we have assumed that you are a bit familiar with vector calculus. If not, no
problem, the idea is simply that vectors add by forming a parallelogram, as follows:

b+d ol Y
d .y/
; / .
./
c a a—+c

Observe that in our geometric picture from Proposition 7.3, the real numbers corre-
spond to the numbers on the Ox axis. As for the purely imaginary numbers, these lie on
the Oy axis, with the number i itself being given by the following formula:

= (1)
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As an illustration for this, let us record now a basic picture, with some key complex
numbers, namely 1,4, —1, —i, represented according to our conventions:

You might perhaps wonder why I chose to draw that circle, connecting the numbers
1,7, —1, —i, which does not look very useful. More on this in a moment, the idea being
that that circle can be immensely useful, and coming in advance, some advice:

ADVICE 7.4. When drawing complex numbers, always begin with the coordinate axes
Oz, Oy, and with a copy of the unit circle.

We have so far a quite good understanding of their complex numbers, and their ad-
dition. In order to understand now the multiplication operation, we must do something
more complicated, namely using polar coordinates. Let us start with:

DEFINITION 7.5. The complexr numbers x = a+1b can be written in polar coordinates,
x =r(cost + isint)
with the connecting formulae being as follows,
a=rcost , b=rsint

and in the other sense being as follows,

b
r—V@FP , tant="

a

and with r,t being called modulus, and argument.

There is a clear relation here with the vector notation from Proposition 7.3, because
r is the length of the vector, and ¢ is the angle made by the vector with the Oz axis. To
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be more precise, the picture for what is going on in Definition 7.5 is as follows:

a

As a basic example here, the number i takes the following form:

= o(3) vion 3
7 = COS 5 7 S1n 9

The point now is that in polar coordinates, the multiplication formula for the complex
numbers, which was so far something quite opaque, takes a very simple form:

THEOREM 7.6. Two complex numbers written in polar coordinates,
r=r(coss+isins) , y=p(cost+isint)
multiply according to the following formula:
xy = rp(cos(s +t) +isin(s +t))
In other words, the moduli multiply, and the arguments sum up.
PrROOF. This follows from the following formulae, that we know well:
cos(s +t) = cosscost — sin ssint

sin(s 4+ t) = cos ssint + sin s cos t

Indeed, we can assume that we have » = p = 1, by dividing everything by these
numbers. Now with this assumption made, we have the following computation:

ry = (coss+isins)(cost+ isint)
= (cosscost —sinssint) + i(cos ssint + sin s cost)
= cos(s+t)+isin(s+t)

Thus, we are led to the conclusion in the statement. Il

As a last general topic regarding the complex numbers, let us discuss conjugation.
This is something quite tricky, complex number specific, as follows:
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DEFINITION 7.7. The complex conjugate of x = a + 1b is the following number,
T=a—1b

obtained by making a reflection with respect to the Ox axis.

As before with other such operations on complex numbers, a quick picture says it all
Here is the picture, with the numbers x, z, —z, —Z being all represented:

Observe that the conjugate of a real number z € R is the number itself, = z. In
fact, the equation x = ¥ characterizes the real numbers, among the complex numbers. At

the level of non-trivial examples now, we have the following formula:
=i

There are many things that can be said about the conjugation of the complex numbers,
and here is a summary of basic such things that can be said:

THEOREM 7.8. The conjugation operation x — T has the following properties:
1) o = & precisely when x is real.

xr = —I precisely when x s purely imaginary.

(

)

(3) zx = |z, with |x| = r being as usual the modulus.

(4) With x = r(cost + isint), we have T = r(cost — isint).
(5) We have the formula Ty = =y, for any x,y € C.

(6

) The solutions of ax® + bx + ¢ = 0 with a,b,c € R are conjugate
PROOF. These results are all elementary, the idea being as follows:
(1) This is something that we already know, coming from definitions

(2) This is something clear too, because with x = a + ib our equation x = —Z reads
a +1b = —a + b, and so a = 0, which amounts in saying that x is purely imaginary.
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(3) This is a key formula, which can be proved as follows, with z = a + ib:
2T = (a+ib)(a—ib)
= a’+b
= |af?
(4) This is clear indeed from the picture following Definition 7.7.
(5) This is something quite magic, which can be proved as follows:
(a +1ib)(c+1id) = (ac—bd)+i(ad+ bec)
= (ac—bd) —i(ad + bc)
= (a—ib)(c—1id)
However, what we have been doing here is not very clear, geometrically speaking,

and our formula is worth an alternative proof. Here is that proof, which after inspection
contains no computations at all, making it clear that the polar writing is the best:

r(coss +isins) - p(cost + isint)
rp(cos(s +t) 4+ isin(s + t))
= rp(cos(—s —t) +isin(—s —t))
= r(cos(—s) + isin(—s)) - p(cos(—t) + i sin(—t))

= r(coss+isins) - p(cost + isint)

(6) This comes from the formula of the solutions, that we know from Theorem 7.2,
but we can deduce this as well directly, without computations. Indeed, by using our
assumption that the coefficients are real, a, b, c € R, we have:

ar’ +br+c=0 = ar2+br+c=0
= a’+bz+c=0
= a2 +bT+c=0

Thus, we are led to the conclusion in the statement. U

7b. Exponential writing
Welcome to complex analysis. Let us start with:

DEFINITION 7.9. A complex function f : C — C, or more generally f : X — C, with
X C C being a subset, is called continuous when, for any x,,x € X:

where the convergence of the sequences of complex numbers, x, — x, means by definition
that for n big enough, the quantity |z, — x| becomes arbitrarily small.
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Observe that in real coordinates, © = (a,b), the distances appearing in the definition
of the convergence x,, — x are given by the following formula:

|20 — 2| = \/(an — a)2 + (b, — b)?

Thus z,, — x in the complex sense means that (a,,b,) — (a,b) in the usual, intuitive
sense, with respect to the usual distance in the plane R?, and as a consequence, a function
f : C — C is continuous precisely when it is continuous, in an intuitive sense, when
regarded as function f :R? — R2. But more on this, later in this book.

At the level of examples now, we have the following result:

THEOREM 7.10. We can exponentiate the complex numbers, according to the formula
o0
-3z
k!
k=0
and the function v — e* is continuous, and satisfies e*TY = e%eY.

Proor. We must first prove that the series converges. But this follows from:
o
>
k!
k=0
< D |
k=0
— |2
>
k=0
= el <0

le*l =

Regarding the formula e**¥ = e”e?, this follows too as in the real case, as follows:

oty _ — (z+y)"
SR

k=0

B o k k) s k—s
o k xsyk—s

- kz:% ; sl(k —s)!

= e
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Finally, the continuity of x — €* comes at = = 0 from the following computation:

-1 =

= el —1
As for the continuity of  — e” in general, this can be deduced now as follows:

lime*™ = lime%e! = e®limel =e% -1 = &*
t—0 t—0 t—0

Thus, we are led to the conclusions in the statement. U

We will be back to more functions later. As an important fact, however, let us point
out that, contrary to what the above might suggest, everything does not always extend
trivally from the real to the complex case. For instance, we have:

PROPOSITION 7.11. We have the following formula, valid for any |z| < 1,

1
1l—=x

=1l4+z+22+...

but, unlike in the real case, the geometric meaning of this formula is quite unclear.

PROOF. Here the formula in the statement holds indeed, by multiplying and cancelling
terms, and with the convergence being justified by the following estimate:

o) 00 1
Yo <Yl =
n=0 n=0

As for the last assertion, this is something quite informal. To be more precise, for
x = 1/2 our formula is clear, by cutting the interval [0, 2] into half, and so on:
1 1 1
I+ -4+ 4-+...=2
2 4 8
More generally, for x € (—1,1) the meaning of the formula in the statement is some-
thing quite clear and intuitive, geometrically speaking, by using a similar argument. How-
ever, when x is complex, and not real, we are led into a kind of mysterious spiral there,
and the only case where the formula is “obvious”, geometrically speaking, is that when
x = rw, with » € [0,1), and with w being a root of unity. To be more precise here, by
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anticipating a bit, assume that we have a number w € C satisfying w"¥ = 1, for some
N € N. We have then the following formula, for our infinite sum:
L+rw+r*w? +... = I+rw+.. .+ N
N A e e TN b TP
+ (2N Ny 3N TN
+
Thus, by grouping the terms with the same argument, our infinite sum is:
l+rw+rw?+... = A+ +r2 4 0)
+ (r VT 2N L
+ .
G (pNTL g 2Nl NSl N

But the sums of each ray can be computed with the real formula for geometric series,
that we know and understand well, and with an extra bit of algebra, we get:

L+rw+r2w+... = L y +...+M
1—rN 1 —¢N 1—rN
= 1 —17“N (1 +rw+...+ TN_le_l)
1 1—rN
T 1N 1w
B 1
 l—rw

Summarizing, as claimed above, the geometric series formula can be understood, in
a purely geometric way, for variables of type x = rw, with r € [0, 1), and with w being
a root of unity. In general, however, this formula tells us that the numbers on a certain
infinite spiral sum up to a certain number, which remains something quite mysterious. [J

Getting back now to less mysterious mathematics, as an application, let us discuss the
final and most convenient writing of the complex numbers, which is as follows:

r =ret
The point with this formula comes from the following deep result:
THEOREM 7.12. We have the following formula,

e = cost +isint

valid for any t € R.
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PROOF. Our claim is that this follows from the formula of the complex exponential,
and for the following formulae for the Taylor series of cos and sin, that we know well:

N l t2l ' o0 l t2l+1
cost = Z(—l) ol sint = Z(—l) EE]]
=0 =0

Indeed, let us first recall from Theorem 5.13 that we have the following formula, for
the exponential of an arbitrary complex number z € C:

=2
k=0
Now let us plug x = ¢t in this formula. We obtain the following formula:

a e (it)F
=) el

k=0
(it) (it)
=2t 2
k=2l k=2l+1
e t?l o 252l—|-1

— g(—nl@ + i l_o(—1)l—(21 -y

= cost+isint
Thus, we are led to the conclusion in the statement. O

Now back to our x = re® objectives, with the above theory in hand we can indeed use
from now on this notation, the complete statement being as follows:

THEOREM 7.13. The complex numbers x = a + ib can be written in polar coordinates,
r=re
with the connecting formulae being
a=rcost , b=rsint

and in the other sense being

b
r=+va?+0 , tant=-—

a
and with r,t being called modulus, and argument.

Proor. This is a reformulation of our previous Definition 7.5, by using the formula
et = cost +isint from Theorem 7.12, and multiplying everything by r. U

With this in hand, we can now go back to the basics, namely the addition and multi-
plication of the complex numbers. We have the following result:
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THEOREM 7.14. In polar coordinates, the complex numbers multiply as

rets . pezt =rp ez(s+t)

with the arguments s,t being taken modulo 2.

PRroOOF. This is something that we already know, from Theorem 7.6, reformulated by
using the notations from Theorem 7.13. Observe that this follows as well directly, from
the fact that we have e**? = e%?, that we know from analysis. O

We can investigate as well more complicated operations, as follows:

THEOREM 7.15. We have the following operations on the complex numbers, written
in polar form, as above:
(1) Inversion: (re®*)=t = r=te=i,
(2) Square roots: Vreit = £./reit/?,
(3) Powers: (re')® = roeite,

(4) Congugation: ret = re=",

Proor. This is something that we already know, but we can now discuss all this,
from a more conceptual viewpoint, the idea being as follows:

(1) We have indeed the following computation, using Theorem 7.14:

(reit)<r—le—it) _ TT’_I'ei(t_t)
= 1-1
=1

(2) Once again by using Theorem 7.14, we have:
(i\/;eitﬂ)z _ (\/77)261'(15/2+t/2) -
(3) Given an arbitrary number a € R, we can define, as stated:
(reit)e = pagita
Due to Theorem 7.14, this operation x — z* is indeed the correct one.

(4) This comes from the fact, that we know from Theorem 7.8, that the conjugation
operation x — T keeps the modulus, and switches the sign of the argument. O

7c. Equations, roots

Getting back to algebra, recall from Theorem 7.2 that any degree 2 equation has 2
complex roots. We can in fact prove that any polynomial equation, of arbitrary degree
N € N, has exactly N complex solutions, counted with multiplicities:
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THEOREM 7.16. Any polynomial P € C[X]| decomposes as
P=c¢X—-a)...(X —ap)
with ¢ € C and with aq,...,ay € C.

PROOF. The problem is that of proving that our polynomial has at least one root,
because afterwards we can proceed by recurrence. We prove this by contradiction. So,
assume that P has no roots, and pick a number z € C where |P| attains its minimum:

|P(2)] = min[P(z)] >0
re
Since Q(t) = P(z+1t) — P(z) is a polynomial which vanishes at ¢ = 0, this polynomial

must be of the form ct* + higher terms, with ¢ # 0, and with £ > 1 being an integer. We
obtain from this that, with ¢ € C small, we have the following estimate:
P(z+1t) ~ P(2) + ct
Now let us write ¢ = rw, with 7 > 0 small, and with |w| = 1. Our estimate becomes:
P(z +rw) ~ P(z) + crfu”

Now recall that we assumed P(z) # 0. We can therefore choose w € T such that cw*®
points in the opposite direction to that of P(z), and we obtain in this way:

|P(z +rw)| ~ |P(2)+ crfuwk|
[P(2)| (1= |elr®)

Now by choosing r > 0 small enough, as for the error in the first estimate to be small,
and overcame by the negative quantity —|c|r*, we obtain from this:

|P(z 4+ rw)| < |P(2)]

But this contradicts our definition of z € C, as a point where |P| attains its minimum.
Thus P has a root, and by recurrence it has N roots, as stated. Il

Still talking polynomials and their roots, let us try now to understand what the ana-
logue of A = b*> — 4ac is, for an arbitrary polynomial P € C[X]. We will need:

THEOREM 7.17. Given two polynomials P,Q € C[X], written as follows,
P=cX—-a)..(X—ar) , Q=d(X —=0b)...(X—=10)
the following quantity, which is called resultant of P, (),
R(P,Q) = dd* [ [(a: — b))
ij

is a polynomial in the coefficients of P, Q, with integer coefficients, and we have
R(P,Q)=0

precisely when P, Q) have a common root.
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PRrOOF. Given P, € C[X], we can certainly construct the quantity R(P, () in the
statement, and we have then R(P, Q) = 0 precisely when P, have a common root. The
whole point is that of proving that R(P, () is a polynomial in the coefficients of P, Q,
with integer coefficients. But this can be checked as follows:

(1) We can expand the formula of R(P,Q), and in what regards ay, ..., ag, which are
the roots of P, we obtain in this way certain symmetric functions in these variables, which
will be therefore polynomials in the coefficients of P, with integer coefficients.

(2) We can then look what happens with respect to the remaining variables by, ..., by,
which are the roots of (). Once again what we have here are certain symmetric functions,
and so polynomials in the coefficients of (), with integer coefficients.

(3) Thus, we are led to the conclusion in the statement, that R(P, Q) is a polynomial
in the coefficients of P,(Q, with integer coefficients, and with the remark that the c/d*
factor is there for these latter coefficients to be indeed integers, instead of rationals. [J

All this might seem a bit complicated, and as an illustration, let us work out an
example. Consider the case of a polynomial of degree 2, and a polynomial of degree 1:

P=ar’+br+c , Q=dr+e
In order to compute the resultant, let us factorize our polynomials:
P=a(x—-p)x—q) , Q@=dx—r)
The resultant can be then computed as follows, by using the method above:
R(P.Q) = ad*(p—r)(qg—1)

= ad’(pg = (p+ q@)r +17)

= cd® + bd*r + ad*r?

= cd® — bde + ae?
Finally, observe that R(P, Q) = 0 corresponds indeed to the fact that P, @ have a

common root. Indeed, the root of @) is r = —e/d, and we have:
ae?  be
P(T) = ? — E +c
R(P, Q)
2

Thus P(r) = 0 precisely when R(P, Q) = 0, as predicted by Theorem 7.17.

Good news, with the above resultant technology in hand, we can now talk about the
discriminant of any polynomial, as follows:
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THEOREM 7.18. Given a polynomial P € C[X], written as
P(X)=cXY +dx™ 1t 4. ..

its discriminant, defined as being the following quantity,

A(P) = =) R(P, P
1s a polynomial in the coefficients of P, with integer coefficients, and
A(P)=0
happens precisely when P has a double root.

Proor. This follows from Theorem 7.17, applied with P = @), with the division by ¢
being indeed possible, under Z, and with the sign being there for various reasons, including
the compatibility with some well-known formulae, at small values of N € N. O

As an illustration, let us see what happens in degree 2. Here we have:
P=aX’+bX+c , P =2aX+b
Thus, the resultant is given by the following formula:

R(P,P") = ab®—b(2a)b+ c(2a)?
= 4a*c — ab®

= —a(b® — 4ac)
With the normalizations in Theorem 7.18 made, we obtain, as we should:
A(P) = b* — dac

As another illustration, let us work out what happens in degree 3. Here the result,
which is useful and interesting, and is probably new to you, is as follows:

THEOREM 7.19. The discriminant of a degree 3 polynomial,
P=aX?+bX*+cX +d
is the number A(P) = b*c* — 4ac® — 4b3d — 27a*d?* + 18abcd.

PROOF. We need to do some tough computations here. Let us first compute resultants.
Consider two polynomials, of degree 3 and degree 2, written as follows:

P=aX?+bX?+cX +d=a(X —p)(X —q)(X —7)

Q=eX’+fX+g=e(X —3s)(X—1)
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The resultant of these two polynomials is then given by:

R(P,Q) = da*¢(p—s)(p—1t)(q—s)(q—t)(r—s)(r —t)
= a’elp—s)p—t)-e(qg—s)qg—1t)-e(r—s)(r—t)
= d’Q(p)Q(¢)Q(r)
= a’(ep® + fp+9)(ed® + fa+ g)(er’ + fr+g)

By expanding, we obtain the following formula for this resultant:

R(P,Q

(a2 ) — €3p2q2r2 + 62f<p2q2r +p2qr2 +pq2T2)
eg(p*q + p*r® + ¢*r*) + ef*(PPqr + pg’r + pgr’)
efg(p*q + pg® + p’r + pr* + ¢*r + qr®) + fpgr
eg* (P> + ¢* +r*) + f9(pg + pr+ qr)
+ féPlp+q+r)+g°

+ + +

Note in passing that we have 27 terms on the right, as we should, and with this kind
of check being mandatory, when doing such computations. Next, we have:

b c d
prq+r=—— , pgtprtqr=— , pgr=—-
a a a

By using these formulae, we can produce some more, as follows:

v 2
A+ =p+a+r) —2pg+pr+ar) = 5 - —
2 2, .2 2, 2 2 _  apar — _be 3d
Pq+pg P prt gt = (Pt g r)(pg +pr+ar) = 3pgr = -5+ —
2 2bd
P +P T+ ¢ = (g +pr+ar)’ = gr(p+a+r) = 5 - —
By plugging now this data into the formula of R(P, (@), we obtain:
d? cd 2 2bd bd
R(P,Q) = a%*: o a’e’f - ] + a’e’yg (ﬁ — ?) + a’ef? - =
b 3d d
+ alef (——§+ —) A
a a

b
+ aleg? (_2 _ _) +a2f2g-f —d2fg? 2+ g
a a a a
Thus, we have the following formula for the resultant:

R(P,Q) = d%¢® —cde*f + c*e*g — 2bdeq + bdef? — beefg + 3adefg
adf® + b’eg® — 2aceg® + acf*q — abfg® + a*g®
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Getting back now to our discriminant problem, with Q = P’, which corresponds to
e = 3a, [ = 2b, g = c, we obtain the following formula:
R(P,P) = 27a*d® —18a®bcd + 9a’c® — 18a*bed + 12ab*d — 6ab*c?® + 18abed
8ab’d + 3ab*c* — 6a’c’® + 4ab*c* — 2ab*c® + a*c®
By simplifying terms, and dividing by a, we obtain the following formula:
—A(P) = 27a*d* — 18abed + 4ac® + 4b*d — b*c?

But this gives the formula in the statement, and we are done. U

Still talking degree 3 equations, let us try to solve P = 0, with P = aX?+bX?+cX +d
as above. By linear transformations we can assume a = 1,b = 0, and then it is convenient
to write ¢ = 3p,d = 2q. Thus, our equation becomes x® + 3pz + 2¢ = 0, and regarding
such equations, we have the following famous result, due to Cardano:

THEOREM 7.20. For a normalized degree 3 equation, namely
234+ 3pr+2¢=0
the discriminant is A = —108(p® + ¢*). Assuming p,q € R and A < 0, the number
T = f/—q+ PP +a*+ {’/—q— Vit ¢

15 a real solution of our equation.

PROOF. The formula of A is clear from definitions, and with 108 = 4 x 27. Now with
r as in the statement, by using (a + b)® = a® + 0® + 3ab(a + b), we have:

3
¢ = (Vear VT d s oV e)

= —2q+3§’/—q+\/p3+q2~f/—q—\/p3+q2':c
—20+3v/¢—-pP—¢*x

= —2q— 3pz

Thus, we are led to the conclusion in the statement. U

There are many more things that can be said about degree 3 equations, along these
lines, and we will certainly have an exercise about this, at the end of this chapter.

We kept the best for the end. As a last topic regarding the complex numbers, which
is something really beautiful, we have the roots of unity. Let us start with:

THEOREM 7.21. The equation ™ =1 has N complex solutions, namely
{wk‘k =0,1,...,N — 1} . ow =N

which are called roots of unity of order N.
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Proor. This follows from the general multiplication formula for complex numbers
from Theorem 7.14. Indeed, with 2 = re® our equation reads:

,,,,NeltN -1

Thus r = 1, and ¢ € [0,27) must be a multiple of 27 /N, as stated. O

As an illustration here, the roots of unity of small order, along with some of their
basic properties, which are very useful for computations, are as follows:

N = 1. Here the unique root of unity is 1.

N = 2. Here we have two roots of unity, namely 1 and —1.

N = 3. Here we have 1, then w = e?™/3, and then w? = w = e**/3.

N = 4. Here the roots of unity, read as usual counterclockwise, are 1,7, —1, —1.
N = 5. Here, with w = e>™/°, the roots of unity are 1, w, w?, w3, w*.

N = 6. Here a useful alternative writing is {£1, +w, £w?}, with w = e?/3,

N = 7. Here, with w = e*>™/7, the roots of unity are 1, w, w?, w3, w*, w®, wb.

N = 8. Here the roots of unity, read as usual counterclockwise, are the numbers

L, w,i,iw, —1, —w, —i, —iw, with w = e™/*, which is also given by w = (1 +)/v/2.

The roots of unity are very useful variables, and have many interesting properties. As
a first application, we can now solve the ambiguity questions related to the extraction of
N-th roots, from Theorem 7.15, the statement being as follows:

THEOREM 7.22. Any nonzero complex number, written as

x =ret

has exactly N roots of order N, which appear as

y = /N it/N

multiplied by the N roots of unity of order N.
Proor. We must solve the equation 2" = x, over the complex numbers. Since the
number y in the statement clearly satisfies 4V = x, our equation is equivalent to:

NN
Now observe that we can write this equation as follows:

() =

We conclude that the solutions z appear by multiplying y by the solutions of tV = 1,
which are the N-th roots of unity, as claimed. U
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The roots of unity appear in connection with many other interesting questions, and
there are many useful formulae relating them, which are good to know. Here is a basic
such formula, very beautiful, to be used many times in what follows:

THEOREM 7.23. The roots of unity, {w*} with w = e*™/N | have the property
N-1

> (wh)* = Né,

k=0
for any exponent s € N, where on the right we have a Kronecker symbol.

PROOF. The numbers in the statement, when written more conveniently as (w*)* with
k=0,...,N —1, form a certain regular polygon in the plane P,. Thus, if we denote by
C the barycenter of this polygon, we have the following formula:

1 N-1

ks
15w e
Nk:O

Now observe that in the case N/ s our polygon P; is non-degenerate, circling around
the unit circle, and having center Cs = 0. As for the case N|s, here the polygon is
degenerate, lying at 1, and having center C's = 1. Thus, we have the following formula:

Cs = 5N|s
Thus, we obtain the formula in the statement. Il

As an interesting philosophical fact, regarding the roots of unity, and the complex
numbers in general, we can now solve the following equation, in a “uniform” way:

With this being not a joke. Frankly, can you find some nice-looking family of real
numbers x,...,xy satisfying 1 + ... + xy = 07 Certainly not. But with complex
numbers we have now our answer, the sum of the N-th roots of unity being zero.

This was for our basic presentation of the complex numbers. We will be back to more
theory regarding them, and the roots of unity, later on. Among others, we will see later
some non-trivial applications of our above solution to xy + ...+ xx = 0.

7d. Plane curves

Recall from before that conics are at the core of everything, mathematics, physics,
life. But, what is next? A natural answer to this question comes from:

DEFINITION 7.24. An algebraic curve in R? is the vanishing set
C= {(w,y) € RQ‘P(fB,y) - 0}
of a polynomial P € R[X,Y] of arbitrary degree.
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We already know well the algebraic curves in degree 2, which are the conics, and a first
problem is, what results from what we learned about conics have a chance to be relevant
to the arbitrary algebraic curves. And normally none, because the ellipses, parabolas and
hyperbolas are obviously very particular curves, having very particular properties.

Let us record however a useful statement here, as follows:

PROPOSITION 7.25. The conics can be written in cartesian, polar, parametric or com-
plex coordinates, with the equations for the unit circle being
?+y* =1, r=1 , w=cost,y=sint , [|z]=1

and with the equations for ellipses, parabolas and hyperbolas being similar.

PRrROOF. The equations for the circle are clear, those for ellipses can be found in the
above, and we will leave as an exercise those for parabolas and hyperbolas. O

As a true answer to our question now, coming this time from a very modest conic,
namely zy = 0, that we dismissed in the above as being “degenerate”, we have:

THEOREM 7.26. The following happen, for curves C defined by polynomials P:

(1) In degree d = 2, curves can have singularities, such as xy =0 at (0,0).
(2) In general, assuming P = Py ... Py, we have C =C1U...... U Cl.

(3) A union of curves C; U C; is generically non-smooth, unless disjoint.
(4) Due to this, we say that C' is non-degenerate when P is irreducible.

Proor. All this is self-explanatory, the details being as follows:

(1) This is something obvious, just the story of two lines crossing.

(2) This comes from the following trivial fact, with the notation z = (x, y):

P ...P(2)=0 <= Pi(2)=0, or P4(2) =0, ... , or Pe(2) =0

(3) This is something very intuitive, and it actually takes a bit of time to imagine a
situation where C; N Cy # 0, Oy ¢ Cy, Cy ¢ C4, but C; U Oy is smooth. In practice
now, “generically” has of course a mathematical meaning, in relation with probability,
and our assertion does say something mathematical, that we are supposed to prove. But,

we will not insist on this, and leave this as an instructive exercise, precise formulation of
the claim, and its proof, in the case you are familiar with probability theory.

(4) This is just a definition, based on the above, that we will use in what follows. [

With degree 1 and 2 investigated, and our conclusions recorded, let us get now to
degree 3, see what new phenomena appear here. And here, to start with, we have the
following remarkable curve, well-known from calculus, because 0 is not a maximum or
minimum of the function x — y, despite the derivative vanishing there:

=y
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Also, in relation with set theory and logic, and with the foundations of mathematics
in general, we have the following curve, which looks like the empyset 0:

(z—y)(@®+y* = 1) =0

But, it is not about counterexamples to calculus, or about logic, that we want to talk
about here. As a first truly remarkable degree 3 curve, or cubic, we have the cusp:

PROPOSITION 7.27. The standard cusp, which is the cubic given by
2% = y?
has a singularity at (0,0), with only 1 tangent line at that singularity.

PROOF. The two branches of the cusp are indeed both tangent to Oz, because:

3
y = iiﬁ = ¢'(0) =0
Observe also that what happens for the cusp is different from what happens for xy = 0,

precisely because we have 1 line tangent at the singularity, instead of 2. U

As a second remarkable cubic, which gets the crown, and the right to have a Theorem
about it, we have the Tschirnhausen curve, which is as follows:

THEOREM 7.28. The Tschirnhausen cubic, given by the following equation,
2? = 2% — 3y?
makes the dream of xy = 0 come true, by self-intersecting, and being non-degenerate.

ProoF. This is something self-explanatory, by drawing a picture, but there are several
other interesting things that can be said about this curve, as follows:

(1) Let us start with the curve written in polar coordinates as follows:

r cos® (Q) =a
3

With ¢ = tan(6/3), the equations of the coordinates are as follows:

r=a(l-3t%) , y=at(3—1)
Now by eliminating ¢, we reach to the following equation:

(a — x)(8a + x)* = 27ay®

(2) By translating horizontally by 8a, and changing signs of variables, we have:

r=3a(3—-1) , y=at(3—1)
Now by eliminating ¢, we reach to the following equation:

23 = 9a(z? — 3y?)

But with @ = 1/9 this is precisely the equation in the statement. U
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In degree 4 now, quartics, we have enough dimensions for “improving” the cusp and
the Tschirnhausen curve. First we have the cardioid, which is as follows:

PROPOSITION 7.29. The cardioid, which is a quartic, given in polar coordinates by
2r = a(l — cos )
makes the dream of 3 = y* come true, by being a closed curve, with a cusp.

PrOOF. As before with the Tschirnhausen curve, this is something self-explanatory,
by drawing a picture, but there are several things that must be said, as follows:

(1) The cardioid appears by definition by rolling a circle of radius ¢ > 0 around another
circle of same radius ¢ > 0. With # being the rolling angle, we have:

x = 2¢(1 — cos@)cost

y =2¢(1 — cosf)siné
(2) Thus, in polar coordinates we get the equation in the statement, with a = 4c:

r = 2¢(1 — cosf)
(3) Finally, in cartesian coordinates, the equation is as follows:
(2% +y*)? + dex(2® + ) = 4c*y?
Thus, what we have is indeed a degree 4 curve, as claimed. Il
Still in degree 4, the crown gets to the Bernoulli lemniscate, which is as follows:
THEOREM 7.30. The Bernoulli lemniscate, a quartic, which is given by
r? = a? cos 20
makes the dream of 23 = x? — 3y? come true, by being closed, and self-intersecting.

PROOF. As usual, this is something self-explanatory, by drawing a picture, which
looks like oo, but there are several other things that must be said, as follows:

(1) In cartesian coordinates, the equation is as follows, with a® = 2¢%:
(2 +y*)? = (2 —y%)
(2) Also, we have the following nice complex reformulation of this equation:
|z +c| |z —c|=c
Thus, we are led to the conclusions in in the statement. Il

In degree 5, in the lack of any spectacular quintic, let us record:
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THEOREM 7.31. Unlike in degree 3,4, where equations can be solved, by the Cardano
formula, in degree 5 this generically does not happen, an example being
5
> —rx—-1=0

having Galois group Ss, not solvable. Geometrically, this tells us that the intersection of
the quintic y = 2° — x — 1 with the line y = 0 cannot be computed.

ProoOF. Obviously off-topic, but with no good quintic available, and still a few more
minutes before the bell ringing, I had to improvise a bit, and tell you about this:

(1) As indicated, the degree 3 equations can be solved a bit like the degree 2 ones, but
with the formula, due to Cardano, being more complicated. With some square making
tricks, which are non-trivial either, the Cardano formula applies to degree 4 as well.

(2) In degree 5 or higher, none of this is possible. Long story here, the idea being
that in order for P = 0 to be solvable, the group Gal(P) must be solvable, in the sense of
group theory. But, unlike Ss3,.S4 which are solvable, S5 and higher are not solvable.  [J

Back now to our usual business, in degree 6, sextics, we first have here:

PROPOSITION 7.32. The trefoil sextic, or Kiepert curve, which is given by
3 = a3 cos 360
looks like a trefoil, closed curve, with a triple self-intersection.

PROOF. As before, drawing a picture is mandatory. With z = re? we have:

2\ 3
P =a%cos30 <= 13cos3h = <T—)
a
3 33 2z\°
= +z7=2 <—>
a
2 2\ 3
. . +
= (r+iy)’+ (z—iy)’ =2 (I Y )
a
2 2\ 3
<= x3—3xy2: <x ty )
a
— (2 +12)? = (2 — 3zy?)
Thus, we have indeed a sextic, as claimed. Il

We also have in degree 6 the most beautiful of curves them all, the Cayley sextic:

THEOREM 7.33. The Cayley sextic, given in polar coordinates by

r = acos’ <Q>
3

makes the dream of everyone come true, by looking like a self-intersecting heart.
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PROOF. As before, picture mandatory. With z = re? and v = z'/3 we have:

r = CLCOS3 (g) <~ ar COS3 (g) = T2
. (u + ﬂ)g _ 2
2
a(u® + @ + 3ut(u + 1)) = 8r
U+ u

2

=4 — ax

3aui -

2
27a%0 . — = (4r* — ax)?
a

1t 1oy

270 (2% + y*)* = (42° + 4y* — ax)?
Thus, we have indeed a sextic, as claimed.
7e. Exercises
Exercises:
EXERCISE 7.34.
EXERCISE 7.35.
EXERCISE 7.36.
EXERCISE 7.37.
EXERCISE 7.38.
EXERCISE 7.39.
EXERCISE 7.40.
EXERCISE 7.41.

Bonus exercise.



CHAPTER 8

Light and heat

8a. Electrostatics
Let us develop now the basic mathematics for electrostatics. We first have:

DEFINITION 8.1. Given charges qi, . ..,q. € R located at positions x, ...,z € R3, we
define their electric field to be the vector function

so that their force applied to a charge Q € R positioned at v € R? is given by F = QF.

Observe the analogy with gravity, save for the fact that instead of masses m > 0 we
have now charges ¢ € R, and that at the level of constants, G gets replaced by K.

More generally, we will be interested in electric fields of various non-discrete config-
urations of charges, such as charged curves, surfaces and solid bodies. We have already
talked about such things in the above, in the gravitational context, but the discussion
there, involving the gravitational force of a solid body having non-trivial shape or density,
was something rather specialized.

In the electricity context, however, things like wires or metal sheets or solid bodies
coming in all sorts of shapes, tailored for their purpose, play a key role, so this extension
is essential. So, let us go ahead with:

DEFINITION 8.2. The electric field of a charge configuration L C R3, with charge
density function p: L — R, is the vector functz’on

J]—Z
I =
TP

so that the force of L applied to a charge () positioned at x is given by F = QF.

With the above definitions in hand, it is most convenient now to forget about the
charges, and focus on the study of the corresponding electric fields F.

These fields are by definition vector functions £ : R® — R3, with the convention that
they take 00 values at the places where the charges are located, and intuitively, are best
represented by their field lines, which are constructed as follows:

153
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DEFINITION 8.3. The field lines of E : R® — R3 are the oriented curves
yCR?
pointing at every point x € R at the direction of the field, E(x) € R3.

As a basic example here, for one charge the field lines are the half-lines emanating
from its position, oriented according to the sign of the charge:

N TS N
— & — - O
v 4N TN

For two charges now, if these are of opposite signs, + and —, you get a picture that
you are very familiar with, namely that of the field lines of a bar magnet:

I G N Y
N e T
e e e e T S R
VAR Ve AN N
NN == S
If the charges are +,+ or —, —, you get something of similar type, but repulsive this
time, with the field lines emanating from the charges being no longer shared:
«~ NN S =
t N7
— &b 2, —
LN v
~ v NN &

These pictures, and notably the last one, with +,+ charges, are quite interesting,
because the repulsion situation does not appear in the context of gravity. Thus, we can
only expect our geometry here to be far more complicated than that of gravity.

In general now, the first thing that can be said about the field lines is that, by defini-
tion, they do not cross. Thus, what we have here is some sort of oriented 1D foliation of
R3, in the sense that R3 is smoothly decomposed into oriented curves v C R3.

The field lines, as constructed in Definition 8.3, obviously do not encapsulate the whole
information about the field, with the direction of each vector F(x) € R? being there, but
with the magnitude ||E(z)|| > 0 of this vector missing. However, say when drawing,
when picking up uniformly radially spaced field lines around each charge, and with the
number of these lines proportional to the magnitude of the charge, and then completing
the picture, the density of the field lines around each point x € R will give you then the
magnitude ||E(z)|| > 0 of the field there, up to a scalar.
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Let us summarize these observations as follows:

PROPOSITION 8.4. Gliven an electric field E : R3 — R3, the knowledge of its field lines
is the same as the knowledge of the composition

nE:R>*—>R>— S

where S C R? is the unit sphere, and n : R® — S is the rescaling map, namely:
x

n(xr) = —

||

Howewver, in practice, when the field lines are accurately drawn, the density of the field
lines gives you the magnitude of the field, up to a scalar.

PrROOF. We have two assertions here, the idea being as follows:

(1) The first assertion is clear from definitions, with of course our usual convention
that the electric field and its problematics take place outside the locations of the charges,
which makes everything in the statement to be indeed well-defined.

(2) Regarding now the last assertion, which is of course a bit informal, this follows
from the above discussion. It is possible to be a bit more mathematical here, with a
definition, formula and everything, but we will not need this, in what follows. Il

Let us introduce now a key definition, as follows:

DEFINITION 8.5. The fluz of an electric field E : R?* — R? through a surface S C R?,
assumed to be oriented, is the quantity

Op(S) = /S < E(x),n(x) > dx

with n(x) being unit vectors orthogonal to S, following the orientation of S. Intuitively,
the flur measures the signed number of field lines crossing S'.

Here by orientation of S we mean precisely the choice of unit vectors n(x) as above,
orthogonal to S, which must vary continuously with z. For instance a sphere has two
possible orientations, one with all these vectors n(z) pointing inside, and one with all
these vectors n(x) pointing outside. More generally, any surface has locally two possible
orientations, so if it is connected, it has two possible orientations. In what follows the
convention is that the closed surfaces are oriented with each n(x) pointing outside.

Regarding the last sentence of Definition 8.5, this is of course something informal,
meant to help, coming from the interpretation of the field lines from Proposition 8.4.
However, we will see later that this simple interpretation can be of great use.

As a first observation, we could have done of course the same thing with gravity
before, but these notions of field lines and flux are not very interesting, in that context.
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In the present setting, however, electric fields passing through metal sheets are a common
occurence, and all the above is important, for any application.

As a first illustration, let us do a basic computation, as follows:

PROPOSITION 8.6. For a point charge q € R at the center of a sphere S,

Q’E(S) = z

€0
where the constant is g = 1/(4nK), independently of the radius of S.

PROOF. Assuming that S has radius r, we have the following computation:

Bp(S) = /S<E(x),n(x)>dx

K
_ /<g,£>dqj
S T T

= 4r7Kq
Thus with ey = 1/(47K) as above, we obtain the result. O

As a comment here, the constant ¢y = 1/(47K’) which appears in the above is the
permittivity of free space constant that we talked about before, when discussing units. In
what follows we will use this new constant instead of the Coulomb constant K.

More generally now, we have the following result:

THEOREM 8.7. The flux of a field E through a sphere S is given by
. Qenc

€o
where Qene is the total charge enclosed by S, and ¢y = 1/(47K).

P (5)

PrROOF. This can be done in several steps, as follows:

(1) Before jumping into computations, let us do some manipulations. First, by dis-
cretizing the problem, we can assume that we are dealing with a system of point charges.
Moreover, by additivity, we can assume that we are dealing with a single charge. And if
we denote by ¢ € R this charge, located at v € R3, we want to prove that we have the
following formula, where B C R3 denotes the ball enclosed by S:

(I)E(S) = 510 vEB
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(2) By linearity we can assume that we are dealing with the unit sphere S. Moreover,
by rotating we can assume that our charge ¢ lies on the Ox axis, that is, that we have
v =(r,0,0) with » > 0, r # 1. The formula that we want to prove becomes:

P (S)

q

- 5r<1
€0

(3) Let us start now the computation. With u = (z,y, z), we have:

Pp(S) =

/ < E(u),u>du
s

A

K _
W_?,u>du
[Ju = ]|

< — >
Kq/&du
S

[lu = o[?

1_
Kq/&du
S

[lu = wl?

du

1—
Kq/ rT
s (

1 — 27 4 r2)3/2

(4) In order to compute the above integral, we will use spherical coordinates for the
unit sphere S, which are as follows, with s € [0, 7] and ¢ € [0, 27]:

CcoS S
sin scost

sinssint

The corresponding Jacobian is readily computed, as follows:

COS S —sin s

J = |sinscost cosscost
sinssint cosssint

. . COS S
= gsinssint

= sins(sin®t + cos®t)

= sins

—sin s
sinssint cosssint

Cos S
sin s

0

—sinssint
sin scost

+ sinscost

—sin s
COS S

COS S —sin s
sin scost cosscost
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(5) With the above change of coordinates, our integral from (3) becomes:

1—rz
Pp(5) = Kq/ 1—2:m’+7"2)3/2

27
1—1rcoss
q/ / (1 — 2rcos s + 12)3/2 S sds

T (1 —rcoss)sins
= 2K d
m q/o (1 — 2rcoss +1r?)3/2 °
g [T (1—rcoss)sins
= — s
2e0 Jo (1 —2rcoss+r2)3/2

(6) The point now is that the integral on the right can be computed with the change
of variables x = cos s. Indeed, we have dx = — sin sds, and we obtain:

/7r (1 —rcoss)sins J /1 1—rx i
s = x
o (1—2rcoss+r?)3/? 1 (1= 2rx +1r2)3/2

- [ x—r ]
V1-=2rz+1r2]

B 1—r —1—-r
VI Jit2r+r2
1—r
= T +1
= 26r<1
Thus, we are led to the formula in the statement. Il

As a comment here, at » = 1, which is normally avoided by our problematics, the
integral I, computed in (5) above converges too, and can be evaluated as follows:

I z—1 1" B 1l—x _1
Ve 2], 2 |-
Thus, we have the correct middle step between the 0,2 values of the integral I,., and

getting back now to the flux, at 7 = 1 we formally have ®5(S) = ¢/(2¢), which again is
the correct middle step between the 0, ¢/eq values of the flux.

Even more generally now, we have the following result, due to Gauss, which is the
foundation of advanced electrostatics, and of everything following from it, namely elec-
trodynamics, and then quantum mechanics, and particle physics:
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THEOREM 8.8 (Gauss law). The flux of a field E through a surface S is given by
_ Qenc

o
where Qene is the total charge enclosed by S, and g = 1/(47K).

Pp(S)

ProoF. This basically follows from Theorem 8.7, or even from Proposition 8.6, by
adding to the results there a number of new ingredients, as follows:

(1) Our first claim is that given a closed surface S, with no charges inside, the flux
through it of any choice of external charges vanishes:

This claim is indeed supported by the intuitive interpretation of the flux, as corre-
sponding to the signed number of field lines crossing S. Indeed, any field line entering as
+ must exit somewhere as —, and vice versa, so when summing we get 0.

(2) In practice now, in order to prove this rigorously, there are several ways. A first
argument, which is quite elementary, is the one used by Feynman in [34], based on the
fact that, due to F' ~ 1/d?, local deformations of S will leave invariant the flux, and so
in the end we are left with a rotationally invariant surface, where the result is clear.

(3) A second argument, which basically uses the same idea, but is perhaps a bit more
robust, is by redoing the computations in the proof of Theorem 8.7, by assuming this
time that the integration takes place on an arbitrary surface as follows:

Sy = {)\(u)u‘u € S}

To be more precise, here A : S — (0,00) is a certain function, defining the surface,
whose derivatives will appear both in the construction of the normal vectors n(z) with
x = Mu)u, and in the Jacobian of the change of variables © — w, and in the end, when
integrating over S as in the proof of Theorem 8.7, this function A\ dissapears.

(4) A third argument, used by basically all electrodynamics books at the graduate
level, and by some undergraduate books too, is by using heavy calculus, namely partial
integration in 3D, and we will discuss this later, more in detail, a bit later.

(5) A fourth argument is by following the idea in (1), namely carefully axiomatizing
the field lines, and their relation with the field, and then obtaining ®(S) = 0 by using
the in-and-out trick in (1), as explained for instance by Griffiths in [44].

(6) To summmarize, we are led to the conclusion that given a closed surface S, with
no charges inside, the flux through it of any choice of external charges vanishes:

(7) The point now is that, with this and Proposition 8.6 in hand, we can finish by using
a standard math trick. Let us assume indeed, by discretizing, that our system of charges
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is discrete, consisting of enclosed charges ¢, ..., qx € R, and an exterior total charge Q..
We can surround each of ¢y, ..., g by small disjoint spheres Uy, ..., U, chosen such that
their interiors do not touch S, and we have:

Op(S) = Pp(S—UU;) + Pr(U;)

= ) op(lh)
@
i o
Qenc

€o

(8) To be more precise, in the above the union UU; is a usual disjoint union, and
the flux is of course additive over components. As for the difference S — UU;, this is by
definition the disjoint union of S with the disjoint union U(—U;), with each —U; standing
for U; with orientation reversed, and since this difference has no enclosed charges, the flux
through it vanishes by (6). Finally, the end makes use of Proposition 8.6. O

8b. Magnetic fields

Just by feeding a light bulb with a battery, and looking at the cables, and playing a
bit with them, we are led to the following interesting conclusion:

Fact 8.9. Parallel electric currents in opposite directions repel, and parallel electric
currents in the same direction attract.

We can in fact say even more, by further playing with the cables, armed this time
with a compass. The conclusion is that each cable produces some kind of “magnetic
field” around it, which interestingly, is not oriented in the direction of the current, but is
rather orthogonal to it, given by the right-hand rule, as follows:

Fact 8.10 (Right-hand rule). An electric current produces a magnetic field B which
1s orthogonal to it, whose direction is given by the right-hand rule,

N\

namely wrap your right hand around the cable, with the thumb pointing towards the direc-
tion of the current, and the movement of your wrist will give you the direction of B.
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This is something even more interesting than Fact 8.9. Indeed, not only moving
charges produce something new, that we’ll have to investigate, but they know well about
3D, and more specifically about orientation there, left and right, even if living in 1D.

And isn’t this amazing. Let us summarize this discussion with:
Fact 8.11. Charges are smart, they know about 3D, and about left and right.

With this discussed, let us go ahead and investigate the charge smartness, and more
specifically the magnetic fields discovered above. In order to evaluate the properties of
the magnetic fields B coming from electric currents, the simplest way is that of making
them act on exterior charges ). And we have here the following formula:

Fact 8.12 (Lorentz force law). The magnetic force on a charge Q, moving with velocity
v in a magnetic field B, is as follows, with X being a vector product:

F,, = (vx B)Q
In the presence of both electric and magnetic fields, the total force on @ is
F=(E+vxDB)Q
where E is the electric field.

Here the occurrence of the vector product X is not surprising, due to the fact that the
right-hand rule appears both in Fact 8.10, and in the definition of x. In fact, the Lorentz
force law is just a fancy reformulation of Fact 8.10, telling us that, once the magnetic fields
B duly axiomatized, and with this being a remaining problem, their action on exterior
charges () will be proportional to the charge, F,, ~ ), and with the orientation and
magnitude coming from the 3D of the right-hand rule in Fact 8.10.

As an interesting application of the Lorentz force law, we have:
THEOREM 8.13. Magnetic forces do not work.

ProOOF. This might seem quite surprising, but the math is there, as follows:
dWw,, = < F,,,dx >
= < (vx B)Q,vdt >
= Q<uvxB,v>dt
=0
Thus, we are led to the conclusion in the statement. U

Moving ahead now, let us talk axiomatization of electric currents, including units. We
have here the following definition, clarifying our previous discussion about coulombs:
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DEFINITION 8.14. The electric currents I are measured in amperes, given by:
1A=1C/s
As a consequence, the coulomb is given by 1C' = 1A x 1s.

With this notion in hand, let us keep building the math and physics of magnetism.
So, assume that we are dealing with an electric current I, producing a magnetic field B.
In this context, the Lorentz force law from Fact 8.12 takes the following form:

F,, = / (dx x B)I
The current being typically constant along the wire, this reads:
F,=1 / dr x B
We can deduce from this the following result:
THEOREM 8.15. The volume current density J satisfies
<V,J>=—p
called continuity equation.

PrOOF. We have indeed the following computation, for any surface S enclosing a
volume V', based on the Lorentz force law, and on the overall chage conservation:

/<V,J> = /<J,n(:r)>d:c
v S

_ _9
- Ta )’

.y

Thus, we are led to the conclusion in the statement. U
Moving ahead now, let us formulate the following definition:
DEFINITION 8.16. The realm of magnetostatics is that of the steady currents,
p=0 , J=0
in analogy with electrostatics, dealing with fixed charges.
As a first observation, for steady currents the continuity equation reads:
<V,J>=0

We have here a bit of analogy between electrostatics and magnetostatics, and with
this in mind, let us look for equations for the magnetic field B. We have:
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Fact 8.17 (Biot-Savart law). The magnetic field of a steady line current is given by

Mo Ixzx
CAn ) |l

where gy s a certain constant, called the magnetic permeability of free space.

This law not only gives us all we need, for studying steady currents, and we will talk
about this in a moment, with math and everything, but also makes an amazing link with
the Coulomb force law, due to the following fact, which is also part of it:

Fact 8.18 (Biot-Savart, continued). The electric permittivity of free space ey and the
magnetic permeability of free space g are related by the formula

B 1
50#0—;

where ¢ is as usual the speed of light.

This is something truly remarkable, and very deep, that will have numerous conse-
quences, in what follows, be that for investigating phenomena like radiation, or for making
the link with Einstein’s relativity theory, both crucially involving c.

But, first of all, this is certainly an invitation to rediscuss units and constants, as a
continuation of our previous discussion on this topic. In what regards the units, we won’t
be impressed by the ampere, and keep using the coulomb, as a main unit:

CONVENTIONS 8.19. We keep using standard units, namely meters, kilograms, sec-
onds, along with the coulomb, defined by the following exact formula

5 x 108
0.801 088 317 ©
with e being minus the charge of the electron, which in practice means:

10 ~6.241 x 10'% e

1C =

We will also use the ampere, defined as 1A = 1C/s, for measuring currents.

In what regards constants, however, time to do some cleanup. We have been boycotting
for some time already the Coulomb constant K, and using instead ¢y = 1/(47K), due to
the ubiquitous 47 factor, first appearing as the area of the unit sphere, A = 4, in the
computation for the Gauss law for the unit sphere.

Together with Fact 8.18, this suggests using the numbers g, 1o as our new constants,
by always keeping in mind opg = 1/c?, and by having of course the speed of light ¢ as
constant too, and we are led in this way into the following conventions:
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CONVENTIONS 8.20. We use from now on as constants the electric permittivity of free

space €y and the magnetic permeability of free space g, given by

g0 = 8.854 187 8128(13) x 1072

to = 1.256 637 062 12(19) x 107°
as well as the speed of light, given by the following exact formula,

c = 299792458

which are related by eopo = 1/c?, and with the Coulomb constant being K = 1/(4mey).

Observe in passing that we are not messing up our figures, which can be quite often
the case in this type of situation, because according to our data, and by truncating instead
of rounding, as busy theoretical physicists usually do, we have:

Eoploc® = 8.854 x 1.256 x 2.997% x 101671276 = 0.998

Getting back now to theory and math, the Biot-Savart law has as consequence:

THEOREM 8.21. We have the following formula:
<V,B>=0
That is, the divergence of the magnetic field vanishes.

PRrROOF. We recall that the Biot-Savart law tells us that the magnetic field B of a
steady line current [ is given by the following formula:

o [Ixx
A ) [P

By applying the divergence operator to this formula, we obtain:

I
<V,B> = Ho V,ﬁ
A [|z[®

Ho € x
= — V><J,—>—<V><—,J>
Am < ||} ||][?

_ Mo - _
= <O’||x||3> 0. 9)
= 0

Thus, we are led to the conclusion in the statement. U

Regarding now the curl, we have here a similar result, as follows:

THEOREM 8.22 (Ampere law). We have the following formula,
V xB= ,lL()J
computing the curl of the magnetic field.
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PROOF. Again, we use the Biot-Savart law, telling us that the magnetic field B of a
steady line current [ is given by the following formula:

_po [Ixx

CAx ) [la]?

By applying the curl operator to this formula, we obtain:

VxB = @/foxx

4m ||z}
Mo /<V x > J x
= — =) J—= <V, J > ——
dr ||z ||z
Ho Ho
= — [d4nb,-J——-0
4 i 4
= o
Thus, we are led to the conclusion in the statement. Il

As a conclusion to all this, the equations of magnetostatics are as follows:
THEOREM 8.23. The equations of magnetostatics are
<V,B>=0 , VXB=puyJ
with the second equation being the Ampere law.

Proor. This follows indeed from the above discussion, and more specifically from
Theorem 8.21 and Theorem 8.22; which both follow from the Biot-Savart law. O

8c. Light, optics
To start with, we can talk about waves in N dimensions, as follows:

THEOREM 8.24. The wave equation in RY is as follows,

¢ =v Ay
with v > 0 being the propagation speed of the wave, and with A given by

N dQQO
Dp=D g
=1 ¢

being the Laplace operator, playing the role of a numeric second derivative.
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PROOF. We can use here a lattice model as before in 1D, as follows:

(1) In 2 dimensions, to start with, the same argument as before carries on. Indeed,
we can use a lattice model as follows, with all the edges standing for small springs:

~— @ ~—— @O ~—— O ~—— O ——

~— @ ~—— O ~—— O ~—— O ——

~— @ ~—— O ~—— O ~—— O ——

A~ @~V @~ @
A~ @~V @~ @
A~ @~ @~ @
A~ @~ @~ @ —

As before in one dimension, we send an impulse, and we zoom on one ball. The
situation here is as follows, with [ being the spring length:

Oy (z,y+1)

e(z—Ly) o(z,y) Oy (z+1,y)

.cp(m,y—l)

We have two forces acting at (x,y). First is the Newton motion force, mass times
acceleration, which is as follows, with m being the mass of each ball:

And second is the Hooke force, displacement of the spring, times spring constant.
Since we have four springs at (z,y), this is as follows, k being the spring constant:

F, = Fl —F +F'—F
= klp(z+1y) —p(x,y)) — k(o(z,y) — oz —1,y))
+ k(o(z,y+1) —p(z,y) — k(e(z,y) —p(z,y — 1))
= k(p(z+1Ly) —20(z,y) +p(x —1,y))
+ k(p(z,y +1) = 2¢0(x,y) + p(z,y — 1))

We conclude that the equation of motion, in our model, is as follows:

)_
)_

m-B(x,y) = k(e +1y) —20(z,y) + o —1y))
+ k(p(z,y +1) = 20(x, y) + p(z,y — 1))

(2) Now let us take the limit of our model, as to reach to continuum. For this purpose
we will assume that our system consists of B? >> 0 balls, having a total mass M, and
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spanning a total area L?. Thus, our previous infinitesimal parameters are as follows, with
K being the spring constant of the total system, taken to be equal to k:

M L
m = E s k‘ = K s l = E
With these changes, our equation of motion found in (3) reads:
. KB?
Play) = (el +1y) = 20(,y) + oz = 1y))

+ Kj\f (plz,y +1) — 20z, y) + o(z,y — 1))

Now observe that this equation can be written, more conveniently, as follows:

. KIL? L et ly) = 20(ry) + (e —1y)

Play) = — 2
M [2

With N — oo, and therefore [ — 0, we obtain in this way:
. KIL? (d*p d%p

As a conclusion to this, we are led to the following wave equation in two dimensions,
with v = \/K/M - L being the propagation speed of our wave:

d>p  d*p
. 2

But we recognize at right the Laplace operator, and we are done. As before in 1D,
there is of course some discussion to be made here, arguing that our spring model in (1)
is indeed the correct one. But do not worry, experiments confirm our findings.

(3) In 3 dimensions now, which is the case of the main interest, corresponding to our
real-life world, the same argument carries over, and the wave equation is as follows:

o d*p d*p
. 9

(4) Finally, the same argument, namely a lattice model, carries on in arbitrary N
dimensions, and the wave equation here is as follows:

. ax— B
90(1‘17"'7:[N) =v Zf(xl>"'7xN)

Thus, we are led to the conclusion in the statement. U
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Light is the wave predicted by electrodynamics, traveling in vacuum at the maximum
possible speed, ¢, and with an important extra property being that it depends on a real
positive parameter, that can be called, upon taste, frequency, wavelength, or color. And
in what regards the creation of light, the mechanism here is as follows:

FAcT 8.25. An accelerating or decelerating charge produces electromagnetic radiation,
called light, whose frequency and wavelength can be explicitely computed.

This phenomenon can be observed is a variety of situations, such as the usual light
bulbs, where electrons get decelerated by the filament, acting as a resistor, or in usual fire,
which is a chemical reaction, with the electrons moving around, as they do in any chemical
reaction, or in more complicated machinery like nuclear plants, particle accelerators, and
so on, leading there to all sorts of eerie glows, of various colors.

Getting back now to Fact 8.25, in its general form, as stated above, this is something
which can be deduced via some math, based on the Maxwell equations.

Moving ahead, let us go back to the wave equation ¢ = v2Ayp from Theorem 8.24,
and try to understand its simplest solutions. In 1D, we know that we have:
THEOREM 8.26. The 1D wave equation has as basic solutions the functions
o(r) = Acos(kx — wt + 9)
with A being called amplitude, kx —wt+6 being called the phase, k being the wave number,
w being the angular frequency, and § being the phase constant. We have
2m 2T 1
A= — T=— v=— w = 27v
ko kv T "
relating the wavelength A, period T, frequency v, and angular frequency w. Moreover, any
solution of the wave equation appears as a linear combination of such basic solutions.

PROOF. There are several things going on here, the idea being as follows:
(1) Our first claim is that the function ¢ in the statement satisfies indeed the wave
equation, with speed v = w/k. For this purpose, observe that we have:

) d*p
p=—utp , -5 =k

Thus, the wave equation is indeed satisfied, with speed v = w/k:

. <w > 2d?p L d%
(p = _— —_— = —
k/ dx? dx?
(2) Regarding now the other things in the statement, all this is basically terminology,

which is very natural, when thinking how ¢(x) = A cos(kx — wt + §) propagates.

(3) Finally, the last assertion is clear. We will see later in this book, using Fourier
analysis, that any solution of the 1D wave equation appears in fact in this way. U
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As a first observation, the above result invites the use of complex numbers. Indeed,
we can write the solutions that we found in a more convenient way, as follows:

90(1') — Re [A ei(kx—wt-‘ré)]

And we can in fact do even better, by absorbing the quantity ¢ into the amplitude
A, which becomes now a complex number, and writing our formula as:

p=Re(®) . = A=
In fact, with a bit more work, we can fully solve the 1D wave equation, as follows:

THEOREM 8.27. The solution of the 1D wave equation with initial value conditions
o(x,0) = f(x) and ¢(x,0) = g(x) is given by the d’Alembert formula, namely:
flx—ovt)+ flxa+ovt) 1 /””t

+ JE—
2 2v
In the context of our previous lattice model discretizations, what happens is more or less
that the above d’Alembert integral gets computed via Riemann sums.

p(z,t) = g(s)ds

r—vt

PROOF. There are several things going on here, the idea being as follows:

(1) Let us first check that the d’Alembert solution is indeed a solution of the wave

equation ¢ = v?¢”. The first time derivative is computed as follows:

—vf!(z — vt)2+ vf'(x 4 vt) n %(vg(w + vt) + vg(x — vt))

The second time derivative is computed as follows:

_ VEf(x — vt) + v f(z + vt) N vg'(x + vt) — vg'(x — vt)

Qb(xvt) =

-
Regarding now space derivatives, the first one is computed as follows:
[z —vt)+ fl(z+0vt) 1
¢'(z,t) = 5 + 5o (g' (@ +ut) = g'(z —ot))

As for the second space derivative, this is computed as follows:
f(x—ovt)+ f'(x + vt) N g"(z +vt) — ¢"(x — vt)
2 2v

Thus we have indeed ¢ = v?p”. As for the initial conditions, ¢(z,0) = f(z) is clear
from our definition of ¢, and ¢(x,0) = g(x) is clear from our above formula of ¢.

SO”(,I’ t) —

(2) Conversely now, we must show that our solution is unique, but instead of going
here into abstract arguments, we will simply solve our equation, which among others will
doublecheck the computations in (1). Let us make the following change of variables:

E=z—ovt , n=x+vt
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With this change of variables, which is quite tricky, mixing space and time variables,

our wave equation ¢ = v?¢” reformulates in a very simple way, as follows:

d*p B
dédn

But this latter equation tells us that our new &,n variables get separated, and we
conclude from this that the solution must be of the following special form:

o(x,t) = F(&) + G(n) = F(x — vt) + G(x + vt)

Now by taking into account the intial conditions ¢(z,0) = f(z) and $(z,0) = g(z),
and then integrating, we are led to the d’Alembert formula in the statement.

(3) In regards now with our discretization questions, by using a 1D lattice model with
balls and springs as before, what happens to all the above is more or less that the above
d’Alembert integral gets computed via Riemann sums, in our model, as stated. U

Moving ahead now towards electromagnetism and 3D, let us formulate:

DEFINITION 8.28. A monochromatic plane wave is a solution of the 3D wave equation
which moves in only 1 direction, making it in practice a solution of the 1D wave equation,
and which is of the special from found in Theorem 8.26, with no frequencies mixed.

In other words, we are making here two assumptions on our wave. First is the 1-
dimensionality assumption, which gets us into the framework of Theorem 8.26. And
second is the assumption, in connection with the Fourier decomposition result from the
end of Theorem 8.26, that our solution is of “pure” type, meaning a wave having a well-
defined wavelenght and frequency, instead of being a “packet” of such pure waves.

All this is still mathematics, and making now the connection with physics and elec-
tromagnetism, and more specifically with Theorem 8.24 and Fact 8.25, we have:

Fact 8.29. Physically speaking, a monochromatic plane wave is the electromagnetic
radiation appearing as in Theorem 8.24 and Fact 8.25, via equations of type

E = RG(E) : E = EO ei(<k,$>—wt)

B = Re(B) : E = EO ei(<k,z>—wt)

with the wave number being now a vector, k € R3. Moreover, it is possible to add to this
an extra parameter, accounting for the possible polarization of the wave.

In practice, we have various types of light, depending on frequency and wavelength.
These are normally referred to as “electromagnetic waves”, but for keeping things simple,
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we will keep using the term “light”. The classification, in a rough form, is as follows:

Frequency Type Wavelength
1018 — 1020 ~ rays 1072 — 10710
1016 —10%® X — rays 10710 — 108
10 — 10 uv 1078 — 1077
101 — 10 blue 107" — 1075
101 —10%° yellow 1077 — 1076
101 —10%° red 1077 — 1076
101 — 10t IR 1076 —1073
10° — 10 microwave 1073 — 107t
1—10° radio 107t — 108

Observe the tiny space occupied by the visible light, all colors there, and the many
more missing, being squeezed under the 10** — 10*® frequency banner. Here is a zoom on
that part, with of course the remark that all this, colors, is something subjective:

Frequency THz = 102 Hz ~ Color ~ Wavelength nm = 107% m

670 — 790 violet 380 — 450
620 — 670 blue 450 — 485
600 — 620 cyan 485 — 500
530 — 600 green 500 — 565
510 — 530 yellow 565 — 590
480 — 510 orange 590 — 625
400 — 480 red 625 — 750

Outside visible light we have, as you probably know it, UV on higher frequencies,
and IR on lower frequencies. At the high frequency end we have X-rays, that you surely
know about too, and 7 rays, which are usually associated with various bad things, such
as thunderstorms, solar flares, and small bugs with our nuclear energy technology.

As for the lower frequency end of the scale, first we have microwaves, but if you love
physics and chemistry you should learn some cooking, that’s first-class chemistry, that
you can practice every day. And then we have all sorts of radio wavelenghts, including
FM, followed by AM, and then by several more obscure low-frequency waves.

Importantly, both ends of the table are a bit loose. At the high frequency end there
are some restrictions coming from quantum mechanics, and more on them later. As for
the low frequency end, what’s wave and what’s not is a bit of a philosophical question,
but which is actually not that philosophical, because waves having huge wavelengths can
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easily turn around mountains, full countries and so on, and so are of military interest.
Secret research here, more of engineering type of course, is still ongoing.

Back now to our business, with all the above in hand, we can do some optics. Light
usually comes in “bundles”, with waves of several wavelenghts coming at the same time,
from the same source, and the first challenge is that of separating these wavelenghts.

In order to discuss this, let us start with the following fact:

THEOREM 8.30. Inside a linear, homogeneous medium, where there is no free charge
or free current present, both the electric and magnetic fields E and B are subject to

¢ =v"Ap
with v being the speed of light inside the medium, given by

c [ e
v=— = n=,/—
n oMo
with the quantity on the right n > 1 being called refraction index of the medium.

PRroOOF. This is something that we know well in vacuum, from the above, and the
proof in general is identical, with the resulting speed being:

1
V= ——
VEH
But this formula can be written is a more familiar from, as above. Il

As a first observation here, while the above is something quite trivial, mathematically
speaking, from the physical viewpoint we are here into complicated things. Materials can
be transparent or opaque, with the distinction between them being something very subtle,
and advanced, and Theorem 8.30 obviously deals with the transparent case.

In short, we are here inside advanced materials theory, that we cannot really under-
stand, with our knowledge so far. In what follows we will be interested in transparent
materials only, such as glass. Regarding the other materials, such as rock, let us just
mention that light dissapears inside them, converted into heat. Of course glass heats too
when light crosses it, with this being related to v < ¢ inside it. More on this later.

Next in line, and of interest for us, we have:

Fact 8.31. When traveling through a material, and hitting a new material, some of
the light gets reflected, at the same angle, and some of it gets refracted, at a different
angle, depending both on the old and the new material, and on the wavelength.
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Again, this is something deep, and very old as well, and there are many things that
can be said here, ranging from various computations based on the Maxwell equations, to
all sorts of considerations belonging to advanced materials theory.

As a basic formula here, we have the famous Snell law, which relates the incidence
angle 6 to the refraction angle ,, via the following simple formula:

sinfly  ny(N)

sinf;  ny(N)

Here n;(\) are the refraction indices of the two materials, adjusted for the wavelength,
and with this adjustment for wavelength being the whole point, which is something quite
complicated. For an introduction to all this, we refer for instance to Griffiths [44].

As a simple consequence of the above, we have:
THEOREM 8.32. Light can be decomposed, by using a prism.

Proor. This follows from Fact 8.31. Indeed, when hitting a piece of glass, provided
that the hitting angle is not 90°, the light will decompose over the wavelenghts present,
with the corresponding refraction angles depending on these wavelengths. And we can
capture these split components at the exit from the piece of glass, again deviated a bit,
provided that the exit surface is not parallel to the entry surface. And the simplest device
doing the job, that is, having two non-parallel faces, is a prism. U

With this in hand, we can now talk about spectroscopy:

Fact 8.33. We can study events via spectroscopy, by capturing the light the event
has produced, decomposing it with a prism, carefully recording its “spectral signature”,
consisting of the wavelenghts present, and their density, and then doing some reverse
engineering, consisting in reconstructing the event out of its spectral signature.

This is the main principle of spectroscopy, and applications, of all kinds, abound. In
practice, the mathematical tool needed for doing the “reverse engineering” mentioned
above is the Fourier transform, which allows the decomposition of packets of waves, into
monochromatic components. Finally, let us mention too that, needless to say, the event
can be reconstructed only partially out of its spectral signature.

8d. Heat, revised

Let us discuss now heat, in analogy with what we did in the above, for the waves.

The simplest heat diffusion question, studied and understood since long, concerns a
container containing two gases, having initial different temperatures T} < T5, separated
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by a membrane. Heat transfer goes on, in this setting, and obviously, we can model this
by focusing on the membrane, with a basic grid model for it:

O——O0 — 0 —O0 —0—0
I N O
O——O0 — 0 —O0 —0—0
I N L
O——O0 — 0 —O0 —0—0O
I N L
O——O0 — 0 —O0 —0—0O
I N L
O——O0 — 0 —O0 —0—0

There is some sort of “game” played by the two gases, over this grid, and we can
model this, and then recover the known results about heat diffusion, in this setting.

At a more advanced level, we can remove the membrane. Again, there is some sort of
“game” here, played by the two gases, which can be 2D or 3D, depending on modeling.
Also, in this setting, we can actually keep the membrane, but allow it to inflate.

Let us go now into heavier, fully powerful models and equations for the heat diffusion
mechanism, involving this time more advanced mathematics and physics. The general
equation here is quite similar to the one for the waves, as follows:

THEOREM 8.34. Heat diffusion in RY is described by the heat equation
¢ =alp
where o > 0 is the thermal diffusivity of the medium, and A is the Laplace operator.
PrOOF. The study here is quite similar to the study of waves, as follows:

(1) Let us first discuss 2 dimensions. Here, as before for the waves, we can use a lattice
model as follows, with all lengths being [ > 0, for simplifying:

[ N B
—0—0—0—0—
N
—0—0—0—0—
N
—0—0—0—0—
(2) We have to implement now the physical heat diffusion mechanism, namely “the

rate of change of the temperature of the material at any given point must be proportional,
with proportionality factor o > 0, to the average difference of temperature between that
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given point and the surrounding material”. In practice, this leads to a condition as follows,
expressing the change of the temperature ¢, over a small period of time § > 0:

ol
(p(&f,y,t—i-é) = 90<x7y7t> +l_2 Z [@(U,U,t) _90<x7y7t)]
(x7y)~(u’v)

In fact, we can rewrite our equation as follows, making it clear that we have here an
equation regarding the rate of change of temperature at x:

QO(ZL',y,t—f—(S) —QO(ZL',y,t) o
5 El 2

(x,y)w(u,’u)

[p(u,v,t) — o(x,y,1)]

(3) So, let us do the math. In the context of our 2D model the neighbors of x are the
points (x + 1,y £ 1), so the equation above takes the following form:

gp(x,y,t+5) B QD(.%,y,t)

)
= (et Lyt) oy 0) + (oo~ Ly.t) = (.y.1))
[y + 1) — oy 1)+ (ol 10) — ol 0)]

Now observe that we can write this equation as follows:

gO(.T,y,t—F 6) — QO(ZE,y,t) - a- QO(‘I + l7y7t) — 290<x’y7t> + QO(x — l7y7t>
) 12

. Py +1t) =20y t) + plz,y — 1Y)
l2

(4) As it was the case when modeling the wave equation before, we recognize on the
right the usual approximation of the second derivative, coming from calculus. Thus, when
taking the continuous limit of our model, [ — 0, we obtain the following equation:

o(x,y,t+0) — p(z,y,t) N <d290 d%) (z.5.1)

+

5 0\ T

Now with ¢ — 0, we are led in this way to the heat equation, namely:
(,b(l', Y, t) = o A‘P(% Y, t)

Finally, in arbitrary N dimensions the same argument carries over, namely a straight-
forward lattice model, and gives the heat equation, as formulated in the statement. [

Many other things can be said, as a continuation of the above.
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Exercises:

EXERCISE 8.35.
EXERCISE 8.36.
EXERCISE 8.37.
EXERCISE 8.38.
EXERCISE 8.39.
EXERCISE 8.40.
EXERCISE 8.41.

EXERCISE 8.42.

Bonus exercise.

8. LIGHT AND HEAT

8e. Exercises



Part 111

Three dimensions



I am milk
I am red hot kitchen
And I am cool
Cool as the deep blue ocean



CHAPTER 9

Space geometry

9a. Space geometry
Space geometry, in that usual 3 dimensions that we live in. Many interesting things
can be said here, in analogy with what we know from chapter 5 about triangles.
9b. Curves, surfaces

At a more advanced level, we can do some algebraic geometry in R3, in continuation
to what we did before in R?. Here we are right away into a dillema, because the plane
curves have two possible generalizations. First we have the algebraic curves in R3:

DEFINITION 9.1. An algebraic curve in R is a curve as follows,

C = {(x,y,z) ER3\P(x,y,2) =0, Q(z,y,2) = 0}
appearing as the joint zeroes of two polynomials P, ().

These curves look of course like the usual plane curves, and at the level of the phe-
nomena that can appear, these are similar to those in the plane, involving singularities
and so on, but also knotting, which is a new phenomenon. However, it is hard to say
something with bare hands about knots. We will be back to this, later in this book.

On the other hand, as another natural generalization of the plane curves, and this
might sound a bit surprising, we have the surfaces in R3, constructed as follows:

DEFINITION 9.2. An algebraic surface in R? is a surface as follows,

S = {(:B,y, z) € R*|P(z,y,2) = 0}
appearing as the zeroes of a polynomial P.

The point indeed is that, as it was the case with the plane curves, what we have here
is something defined by a single equation. And with respect to many questions, having a
single equation matters a lot, and this is why surfaces in R? are “simpler” than curves in
R3. In fact, believe me, they are even the correct generalization of the curves in R2.

As an example of what can be done with surfaces, which is very similar to what we
did with the conics C' C R? in chapter 8, we have the following result:

179
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THEOREM 9.3. The degree 2 surfaces S C R3, called quadrics, are the ellipsoid

2 2 2
' () () -
a b c
which is the only compact one, plus 16 more, which can be explicitely listed.

Proor. We will be quite brief here, because we intend to rediscuss all this in a
moment, with full details, in arbitrary N dimensions, the idea being as follows:

(1) The equations for a quadric S C R? are best written as follows, with A € M;3(R)
being a matrix, B € Mj.3(R) being a row vector, and C' € R being a constant:

< Au,u>+Bu+C=0

(2) By doing now the linear algebra, and we will come back to this in a moment, with
details, or by invoking the theorem of Sylvester on quadratic forms, we are left, modulo
degeneracy and linear transformations, with signed sums of squares, as follows:

+r?+y £ 22 =0,1

(3) Thus the sphere is the only compact quadric, up to linear transformations, and by
applying now linear transformations to it, we are led to the ellipsoids in the statement.

(4) As for the other quadrics, there are many of them, a bit similar to the parabolas
and hyperbolas in 2 dimensions, and some work here leads to a 16 item list. O

With this done, instead of further insisting on the surfaces S C R3, or getting into
their rivals, the curves C' C R?, which appear as intersections of such surfaces, C' = SN.S’,
let us get instead to arbitrary N dimensions, see what the axiomatics looks like there,
with the hope that this will clarify our dimensionality dillema, curves vs surfaces.

So, moving to N dimensions, we have here the following definition, to start with:

DEFINITION 9.4. An algebraic hypersurface in RN is a space of the form
S = {($1, . an) ERY| Pz, ... ay) = O,Vi}
appearing as the zeroes of a polynomial P € R[xq, ..., xy].

Again, this is a quite general definition, covering both the plane curves C' C R and
the surfaces S C R2, which is certainly worth a systematic exploration. But, no hurry
with this, for the moment we are here for talking definitons and axiomatics.

In order to have now a full collection of beasts, in all possible dimensions N € N, and
of all possible dimensions k£ € N, we must intersect such algebraic hypersurfaces. We are
led in this way to the zeroes of families of polynomials, as follows:
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DEFINITION 9.5. An algebraic manifold in RY is a space of the form
X = {(wl,...,xN) e RY|Py(xy,...,ox5) = O,W}
with P; € Rlzy, ..., xN] being a family of polynomials.

As a first observation, as already mentioned, such a manifold appears as an intersection
of hypersurfaces S;, those associated to the various polynomials P;:

XleﬂﬂSr

There is actually a bit of a discussion needed here, regarding the parameter r € N,
shall we allow this parameter to be r = oo too, or not. We will discuss this later, with
some algebra helping, the idea being that allowing r» = oo forces in fact r < co.

Let us look now more in detail at the hypersurfaces. We have here:

THEOREM 9.6. The degree 2 hypersurfaces S C RY, called quadrics, are up to degen-
eracy and to linear transformations the hypersurfaces of the following form,

+al+ .. a2y =0,1
and with the sphere being the only compact one.
ProOOF. We have two statements here, the idea being as follows:

(1) The equations for a quadric S C RY are best written as follows, with A € My (R)
being a matrix, B € Mj,n(R) being a row vector, and C' € R being a constant:

<Az,z >+Bx+C =0

(2) By doing the linear algebra, or by invoking the theorem of Sylvester on quadratic
forms, we are left, modulo linear transformations, with signed sums of squares:

+oi4+ . 2% =0,1

(3) To be more precise, with linear algebra, by evenly distributing the terms z;x;
above and below the diagonal, we can assume that our matrix A € My(R) is symmetric.
Thus A must be diagonalizable, and by changing the basis of RY, as to have it diagonal,
our equation becomes as follows, with D € My (R) being now diagonal:

<Dzx,x>+Fx+F =0

(4) But now, by making squares in the obvious way, which amounts in applying yet
another linear transformation to our quadric, the equation takes the following form, with
G € My(—1,0,1) being diagonal, and with H € {0,1} being a constant:

<Gr,x>=H



182 9. SPACE GEOMETRY

(5) Now barring the degenerate cases, we can further assume G € My(—1,1), and we
are led in this way to the equation claimed in (2) above, namely:

+al+ .. a2y =0,1
(6) In particular we see that, up to some degenerate cases, namely emptyset and point,

the only compact quadric, up to linear transformations, is the one given by:

i 4. tay =1

(7) But this is the unit sphere, so are led to the conclusions in the statement. U
Regarding now the examples of hypersurfaces S C R, or of more general algebraic
manifolds X C RY, there are countless of them, and it is impossible to have some discus-
sion started here, without being subjective. The unit sphere S]{{ 1 RY gets of course
the crown from everyone, as being the most important manifold after RY itself. But

then, passed this sphere, things ramify, depending on what exact applications of algebraic
geometry you have in mind. In what concerns me, here is my next favorite example:

THEOREM 9.7. The invertible matrices A € My (R) lie outside the hypersurface
det A=0
and are therefore dense, in the space of all matrices My (R).

Proor. This is something self-explanatory, but with this result being some key in
linear algebra, all this is worth a detailed discussion, as follows:

(1) We certainly know from basic linear algebra that a matrix A € My (R) is invertible
precisely when it has nonzero determinant, det A # 0. Thus, the invertible matrices
A € My(R) are located precisely in the complement of the following space:

S = {A € MN(R)) det A = o}
(2) We also know from basic linear algebra, or perhaps not so basic linear algebra,
that the determinant det A is a certain polynomial in the entries of A, of degree IN:
det € R[Xlla e aXNN]

(3) We conclude from this that the above set S is a degree N algebraic hypersurface
in our sense, in the Euclidean space My (R) ~ R™, with n = N2.

(4) Now since the complements of non-trivial hypersurfaces S C R™ are obviously
dense, and if needing a formal proof here, for our above hypersurface S this is clear,
simply by suitably perturbing the matrix, and in general do not worry, we will be back
to this, with full details, we are led to the conclusions in the statement. Il

As an illustration for the power of our density result, we have:
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THEOREM 9.8. Given two matrices A, B € My(R), their products
AB,BA € My(R)
have the same characteristic polynomial, Pxp = Ppa.

ProOF. This is something quite hard to prove with bare hands, but we can trick by
using Theorem 9.7. Indeed, it follows from definitions that the characteristic polynomial
of a matrix is invariant under conjugation, in the sense that we have:

Po = Paca-
Now observe that, when assuming that A is invertible, we have:
AB = A(BA)A™!
Thus, we obtain the following formula, in the case where A is invertible:
Pap = Ppa

Now by using the density result from Theorem 9.7, we conclude that this formula
holds in fact for any matrix A, by continuity, as desired. U

Summarizing, we have some algebraic geometry theory going on, with applications, at
least to questions in linear algebra, and presumably in calculus too. Getting back now to
the basics, it is in fact possible to do even more generally, as follows:

DEFINITION 9.9. An algebraic manifold over a field F' is a space of the form
X = {(xl, xy) € FN|P(zy, ..., oy) = O,Vz’}
with P; € Flxq,...,xN]| being a family of polynomials.

This might seem a bit abstract, but as a first observation, recall that F' = C is a field
too, on par with /' = R, and even better than it, in certain contexts. For instance quantum
mechanics naturally lives over F' = C, instead of our usual ' = R. Also, in relation
with questions in linear algebra, a matrix A € My(R) is much better viewed as matrix
A € My(C), because here it has all IV eigenvalues, when counted with multiplicities.

In fact, based on this linear algebra observation, and as our first result in complex
algebraic geometry, we can improve Theorem 9.8, as follows:
THEOREM 9.10. Given two matrices A, B € My(C), their products
AB,BA € My(C)

have the same eigenvalues, with the same multiplicities.
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Proor. To start with, Theorem 9.7 holds over C too, with the invertible matrices
A € My(C) being dense, as being complementary to the following hypersurface:

det A=0
But with this in hand, the trick from the proof of Theorem 9.8 applies, and gives:
Psp = Ppa

But this gives the result, because in the complex matrix setting the characteristic
polynomial P encodes the eigenvalues, with multiplicities. U

This was for a first result in complex algebraic geometry, perhaps a bit advanced. At
the level of more elementary things, the first thought goes to the plane algebraic curves,
in a complex sense. But, surprise here, these are the spaces as follows:

C = {(:z:,y) € C*|P(x,y) = 0}

Now when looking at this formula, we realize that our curve C' C C? is in fact some-
thing quite complicated, corresponding to a 2-dimensional surface X C R* But, no
worries, we will come back to this regularly. In fact, in what follows, we will be jointly
developing our theory over both ' =R and F' = C, with such questions in mind.

Many other things can be said, as a continuation of the above.

9c. Regular polyhedra

Switching topics now, let us first discuss, still in relation with space geometry ques-
tions, the graphs. As a fundamental result about them, we have:

THEOREM 9.11. For a connected planar graph we have the Euler formula
v—e+ f=2
with v, e, f being the number of vertices, edges and faces.
PROOF. This is something very standard, the idea being as follows:

(1) Regarding the precise statement, given a connected planar graph, drawn in a
planar way, without crossings, we can certainly talk about the numbers v and e, as for
any graph, and also about f, as being the number of faces that our graph has, in our
picture, with these including by definition the outer face too, the one going to co. With
these conventions, the claim is that the Euler formula v — e + f = 2 holds indeed.
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(2) As a first illustration for how this formula works, consider a triangle:

[ ]
[ J [ J
Here we have v = e = 3, and f = 2, with this accounting for the interior and exterior,
and we conclude that the Euler formula holds indeed in this case, as follows:

3—3+2=2
(3) More generally now, let us look at an arbitrary N-gon graph:

RN

NS

e —©o
Then, for this graph, the Euler formula holds indeed, as follows:
N-N+2=2

(4) With these examples discussed, let us look now for a proof. The idea will be to
proceed by recurrence on the number of faces f. And here, as a first observation, the
result holds at f = 1, where our graph must be planar and without cycles, and so must
be a tree. Indeed, with N being the number of vertices, the Euler formula holds, as:

N—(N-1)+1=2

(5) At f = 2 now, our graph must be an N-gon as above, but with some trees allowed
to grow from the vertices, with an illustrating example here being as follows:

AN / AN

O——O0——e [ ] O

v -
(] ® —O o —
N
But here we can argue, again based on the fact that for a rooted tree, the non-root

vertices are in obvious bijection with the edges, that removing all these trees won’t change
the problem. So, we are left with the problem for the N-gon, already solved in (3).
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(6) And so on, the idea being that we can first remove all the trees, by using the
argument in (5), and then we are left with some sort of agglomeration of N-gons, for
which we can check the Euler formula directly, a bit as in (3), or by recurrence.

(7) To be more precise, let us try to do the recurrence on the number of faces f.
For this purpose, consider one of the faces of our graph, which looks as follows, with v;
denoting the number of vertices on each side, with the endpoints excluded:

N .S

Vg

(8) Now let us collapse this chosen face to a single point, in the obvious way. In this
process, the total number of vertices v, edges e, and faces f, evolves as follows:

v—)v—k—i—l—Zvi

6—>6—Z(Ui+1)
f—=r-1

Thus, in this process, the Euler quantity v — e + f evolves as follows:

v—e+f — v—k+1—Zv,~—e~l—Z(vi+1)—l—f—1

= v—k+1-) vi—e+> vitk+f-1
v—e+ f

So, done with the recurrence, and the Euler formula is proved.

As a famous application, or rather version, of the Euler formula, let us record:
PROPOSITION 9.12. For a convex polyhedron we have the Fuler formula
v—e+ f=2

with v, e, f being the number of vertices, edges and faces.

PROOF. This is more or less the same thing as Theorem 9.11, save for getting rid of
the internal trees of the planar graph there, the idea being as follows:
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(1) In one sense, consider a convex polyhedron P. We can then enlarge one face, as
much as needed, and then smash our polyhedron with a big hammer, as to get a planar
graph X. As an illustration, here is how this method works, for a cube:

]
/'%/'

AN

/

/

N

But, in this process, each of the numbers v, e, f stays the same, so we get the Euler
formula for P, as a consequence of the Euler formula for X, from Theorem 9.11.

(2) Conversely, consider a connected planar graph X. Then, save for getting rid of
the internal trees, as explained in the proof of Theorem 9.11, we can assume that we are
dealing with an agglomeration of N-gons, again as explained in the proof of Theorem
9.11. But now, we can inflate our graph as to obtain a convex polyhedron P:

AN

/

/

N

. 4]
/'%/'

Again, in this process, each of the numbers v, e, f will stay the same, and so we get
the Euler formula for X, as a consequence of the Euler formula for P.

g

Summarizing, Euler formula understood, but as a matter of making sure that we didn’t
mess up anything with our mathematics, let us do some direct checks as well:

PrOPOSITION 9.13. The Euler formula v—e+ f = 2 holds indeed for the five possible
reqular polyhedra, as follows:

(1

(
(
(
(5

) Tetrahedron: 4 — 6 + 4 = 2.

2) Cube: 8 —12+6 = 2.

3) Octahedron: 6 — 12+ 8 = 2.

4) Dodecahedron: 20 — 30 + 12 = 2.
) Isocahedron: 12 — 30 + 20 = 2.

PROOF. The figures in the statement are certainly the good ones for the tetrahedron

and the cube.

Regarding now the octahedron, again the figures are the good ones, by
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thinking in 3D, but as an interesting exercise for us, which is illustrating for the above,
let us attempt to find a nice way of drawing the corresponding graph:

(1) To start with, the “smashing” method from the proof of Proposition 9.12 provides
us with a graph which is certainly planar, but which, even worse than before for the cube,
sort of misses the whole point with the 3D octahedron, its symmetries, and so on:

*

A

o

(2) Much nicer, instead, is the following picture, which still basically misses the 3D
beauty of the octahedron, but at least reveals some of its symmetries:

[ ] O

AN
N4

In short, you get the point, quite subjective all this, and as a conclusion, drawing
graphs in an appropriate way remains an art. As for the dodecahedron and isocahedron,
exercise here for you, and if failing, take some drawing classes. Math is not everything. [J

*

e}

The Euler formula v — e + f = 2, in both its above formulations, the graph one
from Theorem 9.11, and the polyhedron one from Proposition 9.12, is something very
interesting, at the origin of modern pure mathematics, and having countless other versions
and generalizations. We will be back to it on several occasions, in what follows.
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9d. Solid angles

Let us talk now about interactions between particles. But here, we have some experi-
ence from classical mechanics, with the typical picture of what can happen being;:

Oma o

e vy

mp

Om1 O,m2 @)

l/v1 \va \lzs

This was for basic interactions in classical mechanics. In our present setting, particle
physics, things are a bit more complicated than this, due to a variety of reasons, and
experimental physics suggests looking at two main types of interactions, as follows:

FAcT 9.14. In particle physics, we have two main types of interactions, namely:

(1) Decay. This is when a particle decomposes, as a result of whatever internal
mechanism, into a sum of other particles, xqg — *1 + ... + *,.

(2) Scattering. This is when two particles meet, by colliding, or almost, and combine
and decompose into a sum of other particles, x, + *p, — %1 + ... + *,.

Obviously, all this departs a bit from our classical mechanics knowledge, as explained
above, and several comments are in order here, as follows:

(1) In what regards decay, something that we talked a lot about, when doing thermo-
dynamics, and then quantum mechanics, is an electron of an atom changing its energy
level, and emitting a photon. But this can be regarded as being decay.

(2) As for scattering, the simplest example here appears again from an electron of an
atom, changing its energy level, but this time by absorbing a photon. Of course, there
are many other possible examples, such as the electron-positron annihilation.

Getting to work for good now, decay and its mathematics. Ignoring the physics, this
is basically a matter of probability and statistics, and the basics here are as follows:

THEOREM 9.15. In the context of decay, the quantity to look at is the decay rate A,
which is the probability per unit time that the particle will disintegrate. With this:

(1) The number of particles remaining at time t > 0 is N, = e M Nj.
(2) The mean lifetime of a particle is T = 1/\.
(3) The half-life of the substance is t1/2 = (log2)/A.
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PROOF. As said above, this is basic probability, as follows:

(1) In mathematical terms, our definition of the decay rate reads:

AN
L= AN
dt

By integrating, we are led to the formula in the statement, namely:
N, = e N,

(2) Let us first convert what we have into a probability law. We have:

o0 o0 N
/ N,dt = / Noe Mdt = =2
0 0 >\

Thus, the density of the probability decay function is given by:

A Y
f(t) = N - Noe ™ = Xe

We can now compute the mean lifetime, by integrating by parts, as follows:

T = <t

. /0 g
= /O Oo/\te_’\tdt
IS

g

f)\t

=

0

= / e Mdt
0

1

A

(3) Finally, regarding the half-life, this is by definition the time ¢;/, required for the
decaying quantity to fall to one-half of its initial value. Mathematically, this means:

__t
Nt - 2 t1/2 NO
Now by comparing with N, = e * Ny, this gives t1,5 = (log2)/), as stated. O

Getting now to scattering, this is something far more familiar, because we can fully
use here our experience from classical mechanics. Let us start with:
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DEFINITION 9.16. The generic picture of scattering is as follows,

with a > 0 being the impact parameter, and 0 € [0, 7] being the scattering angle.

In other words, we assume here that the particle misses its target by a > 0, with
the limiting case a = 0 corresponding of course to exactly hitting the target, and we are
interested in computing the scattering angle 6 € [0, 7] as a function 6 = 0(a).

Many things can be said here, and more on this in a moment, but as an answer to a
question that you might certainly have, we are interested in a > 0 because this is what
happens in particle physics, there is no need for exactly hitting the target for having a
collision-type interaction. By the case, the limiting case a = 0 is rather unwanted in the
context of our scaterring question, because by symmetry this would normally force the
scattering angle to be § = 0 or § = 7, which does not look very interesting.

But probably too much talking, let us do a computation. We have here:

PROPOSITION 9.17. In the context of classical particle colliding elastically with a hard
sphere of radius R > 0, we have the formula

— Rcos —
a COS2

and so the scattering angle is given by 0 = 2 arccos(a/R).
PROOF. In the context from the statement, which is all classical mechanics, and more

specifically is a basic elastic collision, between a point particle and a hard sphere, if the
impact factor is @ > R, nothing happens. In the case a < R we do have an impact, and
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a bounce of our particle on the hard sphere, the picture of the event being as follows:

Here the sphere is missing, due to budget cuts, with only its center x being pictured,
but you get the point. Now with ¢ being the angle in the statement, we have the following
two formulae, with the first one being clear on the above picture, and with the second
one coming from the fact that, at the rebound, the various angles must sum up to =:

a=Rsinc , 20+0=m7

We deduce that the impact factor is given by the following formula:

(T 0 0
a = Rsin <§—§> —RCOSE

Thus, we are led to the conclusions in the statement. U

With this understood, let us try to make something more 3D, and statistical, out of
this. We can indeed further build on Definition 9.16, as follows:

DEFINITION 9.18. In the general context of scattering, we can:

(1) Extend our length/angle correspondence a — 0 into an infinitesimal area/solid
angle correspondence do — dS2.

(2) Talk about the inverse derivative D(0) of this correspondence, called differential
cross section, according to the formula do = D(0)dS2.

(3) And finally, define the total cross section of the scattering event as being the
quantity o = [ do = [ D(6)dS.

And good news, the notion of total cross section o, as constructed above, is the one
that we will need, in what follows, with this being to scattering something a bit similar
to what the decay rate A was to decay, that is, the main quantity to look at.

In order to understand how the cross section works, we have:
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PROPOSITION 9.19. Assuming that the incoming beam comes as follows,

(
\

N

J)

\

subtending a certain angle ¢, the differential cross section is given by

a da

sinf  df

D) =

and the total cross section is given by o = [ D(0)d<.

PROOF. Assume indeed that we have a uniform beam as the one pictured in the
statement, enclosed by the double lines appearing there, and with the need for a beam
instead of a single particle coming from what we do in Definition 9.18, which is rather of
continuous nature. Our claim is that we have the following formulae:

do =l|a-da-d¢| , dQ=|sinf-df-do|

Indeed, the first formula, at departure, is clear from the picture above, and the second
formula is clear from a similar picture at the arrival. Now with these formulae in hand,
by dividing them, we obtain the following formula for the differential cross section:

do
D(9) = )
B a-da-do
~ |sin@-df-do
B a da
~ |sing do
As for the total cross section, this is given as usual by o = [ D(6)dS2. g

As an illustration for this, in the case of a hard sphere scattering, we have:
THEOREM 9.20. In the case of a hard sphere scattering, the cross section is
o =nR?

with R > 0 being the radius of the sphere.
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Proor. We know from Proposition 9.17 that, with the notations there, we have:

a = Rcos 5
At the level of the corresponding differentials, this gives the following formula:
doe R 0
o~ 272
We can now compute the differential cross section, as above, and we obtain:
a da
D) = C—
() sinf df
_ Recos(0/2) Rsin(0/2)
B sin 2
R*(sin @) /2
2sinf
RZ
Iy

Now by integrating, we obtain from this, via some calculus, the following formula:
R2
o= / T dQ) = TR?

Thus, we are led to the conclusion in the statement.

9e. Exercises

Exercises:

EXERCISE 9.21.
EXERCISE 9.22.
EXERCISE 9.23.
EXERCISE 9.24.
EXERCISE 9.25.
EXERCISE 9.26.
EXERCISE 9.27.
EXERCISE 9.28.

Bonus exercise.



CHAPTER 10

Rotating bodies

10a. Vector products

We will be talking here about all sorts of advanced mechanics, all taking place in 3D.
We will need one more mathematical notion, which is something 3D specific, namely:

DEFINITION 10.1. The vector product of two vectors in R? is given by

zxy = |[lz[[-|ly[[ - sin @ - n
where n € R® with n L x,y and ||n|| = 1 is constructed using the right-hand rule:
Toxy
oz
<y
Alternatively, in usual vertical linear algebra notation for all vectors,
1 Y1 L2Y3 — L3Y2
To | X | Y2 | = | T3Y1 — T1Ys
T3 Ys L1Y2 — L2Y1

the rule being that of computing 2 X 2 determinants, and adding a middle sign.

Obviously, this definition is something quite subtle, and also something very annoying,
because you always need this, and always forget the formula. Here are my personal
methods. With the first definition, what I always remember is that:

|z xyll ~ Izl ly]l » zx2=0 , e xe=c

So, here’s how it works. We are looking for a vector x x y whose length is proportional
to those of x,y. But the second formula tells us that the angle 6 between x,y must be
involved via 0 — 0, and so the factor can only be sinf. And with this we are almost
there, it’s just a matter of choosing the orientation, and this comes from e; x ey = e3.

As with the second definition, that I like the most, what I remember here is simply:

1 o oy
1z yo| =7

I x5 ys
Many things can be said about vector products, mathematically speaking.

195
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10b. Angular momentum

In practice now, in order to get familiar with the vector products, nothing better than
doing some classical mechanics. We have here the following key result:

THEOREM 10.2. In the gravitational 2-body problem, the angular momentum
J=xxp
with p = mv being the usual momentum, s conserved.
PROOF. There are several things to be said here, the idea being as follows:

(1) First of all the usual momentum, p = mu, is not conserved, because the simplest
solution is the circular motion, where the moment gets turned around. But this suggests
precisely that, in order to fix the lack of conservation of the momentum p, what we have
to do is to make a vector product with the position z. Leading to J, as above.

(2) Regarding now the proof, consider indeed a particle m moving under the gravita-
tional force of a particle M, assumed, as usual, to be fixed at 0. By using the fact that
for two proportional vectors, p ~ ¢, we have p x ¢ = 0, we obtain:

J = ixpH+axp
= UvXMmv+xXma
= m(vXv+zXa)
= m(0+0)
0

Now since the derivative of J vanishes, this quantity is constant, as stated. U

10c. Rotating bodies

As another basic application of the vector products, still staying with classical me-
chanics, we have all sorts of useful formulae regarding rotating frames. We first have:

THEOREM 10.3. Assume that a 3D body rotates along an axis, with angular speed w.
For a fixed point of the body, with position vector x, the usual 3D speed is

V=W X T
where w = wn, with n unit vector pointing North. When the point moves on the body
V=r+wxz

is its speed computed by an inertial observer O on the rotation axis.
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PrROOF. We have two assertions here, both requiring some 3D thinking, as follows:

(1) Assuming that the point is fixed, the magnitude of w X z is the good one, due to
the following computation, with r being the distance from the point to the axis:

llw x z|| = wl||z||sint = wr = ||v]|

As for the orientation of w X z, this is the good one as well, because the North pole
rule used above amounts in applying the right-hand rule for finding n, and so w, and this
right-hand rule was precisely the one used in defining the vector products x.

(2) Next, when the point moves on the body, the inertial observer O can compute its
speed by using a frame (uy, us, u3) which rotates with the body, as follows:

V= Tyu + Toup + T3ug + 11Uy + Toly + T3U3
= T4 (x;-wXu +To wXuy+ 3w X ug)
= T4 w X (x1u; + Tous + T3u3)
= T+wXzx
Thus, we are led to the conclusions in the statement. Il

In what regards now the acceleration, the result, which is famous, is as follows:

THEOREM 10.4. Assuming as before that a 3D body rotates along an axis, the accel-
eration of a moving point on the body, computed by O as before, is given by

A=a+4+2wxv+wX (wx 1)

with w = wn being as before. In this formula the second term is called Coriolis accelera-
tion, and the third term is called centripetal acceleration.

Proor. This comes by using twice the formulae in Theorem 10.3, as follows:
A= V+wxV
= @+wxr+wxi)+(wxi+wXx(wXr))
FHwxi4+wXi+wx(wxa)
= a4+2wXv+wX (wx )
Thus, we are led to the conclusion in the statement. Il
The truly famous result is actually the one regarding forces, obtained by multiplying
everything by a mass m, and writing things the other way around, as follows:
ma =mA —2mw X v —mw X (w X x)

Here the second term is called Coriolis force, and the third term is called centrifugal
force. These forces are both called apparent, or fictious, because they do not exist in the
inertial frame, but they exist however in the non-inertial frame of reference, as explained
above. And with of course the terms centrifugal and centripetal not to be messed up.



198 10. ROTATING BODIES

In fact, even more famous is the terrestrial application of all this, as follows:

THEOREM 10.5. The acceleration of an object m subject to a force F' is given by
ma=F —mg—2mw X v —mw X (w X )
with g pointing upwards, and with the last terms being the Coriolis and centrifugal forces.

Proor. This follows indeed from the above discussion, by assuming that the acceler-
ation A there comes from the combined effect of a force F', and of the usual g. O

We refer to any standard undergraduate mechanics book, such as Feynman [33], Kibble
[58] or Taylor [86] for more on the above, including various numerics on what happens
here on Earth, the Foucault pendulum, history of all this, and many other things. Let
us just mention here, as a basic illustration for all this, that a rock dropped from 100m
deviates about lcm from its intended target, due to the formula in Theorem 10.5.

10d. Further results

Further results.

10e. Exercises

Exercises:

EXERCISE 10.6.
EXERCISE 10.7.
EXERCISE 10.8.
EXERCISE 10.9.
EXERCISE 10.10.
EXERCISE 10.11.
EXERCISE 10.12.
EXERCISE 10.13.

Bonus exercise.



CHAPTER 11

Advanced calculus

11a. Partial derivatives

Moving now to several variables, N > 2, as a first job, given a function ¢ : RY — R,
we would like to find a quantity ¢’(x) making the following formula work:

oz +h) ~ () + ¢ (2)h

But here, as in 1 variable, there are not so many choices, and the solution is that of
defining ¢'(x) as being the row vector formed by the partial derivatives at x:

o(z) = de  do

dxq dz N
To be more precise, with this value for ¢/(z), our approximation formula ¢(z + h) ~
o(x) + ¢’ (x)h makes sense indeed, as an equality of real numbers, with ¢'(z)h € R being
obtained as the matrix multiplication of the row vector ¢'(z), and the column vector

h. As for the fact that our formula holds indeed, this follows by putting together the
approximation properties of each of the partial derivatives dyp/dz;, which give:

P+ )= pla) + 30 52 b= ola) + & (@)

Before moving forward, you might say, why bothering with horizontal vectors, when
it is so simple and convenient to have all vectors vertical, by definition. Good point, and
in answer, we can indeed talk about the gradient of ¢, constructed as follows:

de
dxq

dr N
With this convention, V¢ geometrically describes the slope of ¢ at the point x, in the
obvious way. However, the approximation formula must be rewritten as follows:
p(x + h) = p(x)+ < Vo(z),h >
In what follows we will use both ¢' and V¢, depending on the context. Moving now
to second derivatives, the main result here is as follows:
199
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THEOREM 11.1. The second derivative of a function ¢ : RN — R, making the formula

< ¢"(x)h,h >
2

work, is its Hessian matriz ¢"(x) € My(R), given by the following formula:

d*p
1" o
7le) = <dxidxj>ij

Moreover, this Hessian matriz is symmetric, ¢"(z);; = ¢'(x) ;.

p(z+h) = o(z) + ' (2)h +

PROOF. There are several things going on here, the idea being as follows:

(1) As a first observation, at N = 1 the Hessian matrix constructed above is simply
the 1 x 1 matrix having as entry the second derivative ¢”(z), and the formula in the
statement is something that we know well from basic calculus, namely:

gO”(.I’)hQ
2

(2) At N = 2 now, we obviously need to differentiate ¢ twice, and the point is that
we come in this way upon the following formula, called Clairaut formula:

o &P
dedy — dydx

But, is this formula correct or not? As an intuitive justification for it, let us consider
a product of power functions, ¢(z) = zPy9. We have then our formula, due to:

d? d ([ dxPy? d N 1o
. ( ) = (ay"™") = pga” "y

p(z+h) = o(z) + ' (x)h +

dxdy T da dy
d? d (dxPy? d _ o

Next, let us consider a linear combination of power functions, p(z) = qu Cpg TPy,
which can be finite or not. We have then, by using the above computation:
d*p d*p

-1, g-1
dzdy B dydx - Zcpqpqxp y?
P

Thus, we can see that our commutation formula for derivatives holds indeed, due to
the fact that the functions in x,y commute. Of course, all this does not fully prove our
formula, in general. But exercise for you, to have this idea fully working, or to look up
the standard proof of the Clairaut formula, using the mean value theorem.



11A. PARTIAL DERIVATIVES 201

(3) Moving now to N = 3 and higher, we can use here the Clairaut formula with
respect to any pair of coordinates, which gives the Schwarz formula, namely:

d*p B d*p
dl’id.fj n da:]dxl

Thus, the second derivative, or Hessian matrix, is symmetric, as claimed.

(4) Getting now to the main topic, namely approximation formula in the statement,
in arbitrary N dimensions, this is in fact something which does not need a new proof,
because it follows from the one-variable formula in (1), applied to the restriction of ¢ to
the following segment in RY, which can be regarded as being a one-variable interval:

I =[z,z+h]
To be more precise, let y € RY, and consider the following function, with r € R:
f(r) = ¢l +ry)
We know from (1) that the Taylor formula for f, at the point r = 0, reads:

f// 0 7,.2
£r) = £0) + Foyr + ZO
And our claim is that, with h = ry, this is precisely the formula in the statement.

(5) So, let us see if our claim is correct. By using the chain rule, we have the following
formula, with on the right, as usual, a row vector multiplied by a column vector:

f'ir)y=¢'@+ry) -y

By using again the chain rule, we can compute the second derivative as well:

f(r) = (¢@+ry) -y
= (Z 5; (a+ 1Y) yz-)
= Z Z dijxj (x + 1Y) - d(x ;—TT?J)J' Y,

i
d*p

= <¢"(z+ryy,y>

(6) Time now to conclude. We know that we have f(r) = ¢(x + ry), and according
to our various computations above, we have the following formulae:

fO)=p(x) , fO0)=¢'(x) , f10)=<¢"(x)y,y >
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Buit with this data in hand, the usual Taylor formula for our one variable function f,
at order 2, at the point r = 0, takes the following form, with A = ry:

< ¢'(x)y,y >’
plz+ry) =~ o) +¢(x)ry+ ( )2
< " (x)h,h >
= o@) + @@+
Thus, we have obtained the formula in the statement. Il

As before in the one variable case, many more things can be said, as a continuation
of the above. For instance the local minima and maxima of ¢ : RY — R appear at the
points x € RY where the derivative vanishes, ¢'(z) = 0, and where the second derivative
¢"(z) € My (R) is positive, respectively negative. But, you surely know all this.

As a key observation now, generalizing what we know in 1 variable, we have:

PROPOSITION 11.2. Intuitively, the following quantity, called Laplacian of ¢,

N
d2gp
Be=2 2
=1 g

measures how much different is p(z), compared to the average of o(y), with y ~ x.

PROOF. As before with 1 variable, this is something a bit heuristic, but good to know.
Let us write the formula in Theorem 11.1, as such, and with h — —h too:

< ¢"(x)h,h >

@(x 4+ h) =~ o(x) + ¢’ (x)h +

2
< ¢"(x)h,h >
ole— )= (o) — )+ 2
By making the average, we obtain the following formula:
o(x + h)+@(x—h) < ¢"(x)h,h >
: = pfa) + =L
2 2
Thus, thinking a bit, we are led to the conclusion in the statement, modulo some
discussion about integrating all this, that we will not really need, in what follows. O

With this understood, the problem is now, what can we say about the mathematics
of A? As a first observation, which is a bit speculative, the Laplace operator appears by
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applying twice the gradient operator, in a somewhat formal sense, as follows:

Ap =

= <V, Vp>

Thus, it is possible to write a formula of type A = V2, with the convention that the
square of the gradient V is taken in a scalar product sense, as above. However, this can
be a bit confusing, and in what follows, we will not use this notation.

Instead of further thinking at this, and at double derivatives in general, let us formulate
a more straightforward question, inspired by linear algebra, as follows:

QUESTION 11.3. The Laplace operator being linear,
Alap + bp) = aAp + bAY
what can we say about it, inspired by usual linear algebra?

In answer now, the space of functions ¢ : RY — R, on which A acts, being infinite
dimensional, the usual tools from linear algebra do not apply as such, and we must be
extremely careful. For instance, we cannot really expect to diagonalize A, via some sort
of explicit procedure, as we usually do in linear algebra, for the usual matrices.

Thinking some more, there is actually a real bug too with our problem, because at
N =1 this problem becomes “what can we say about the second derivatives ¢ : R — R
of the functions ¢ : R — R, inspired by linear algebra”, with answer “not much”.

And by thinking even more, still at N = 1, there is a second bug too, because if
¢ : R — R is twice differentiable, nothing will guarantee that its second derivative
¢”" : R — R is twice differentiable too. Thus, we have some issues with the domain and
range of A, regarded as linear operator, and these problems will persist at higher N.

So, shall we trash Question 11.37 Not so quick, because, very remarkably, some magic
comes at N = 2 and higher in relation with complex analysis, according to:
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PRINCIPLE 11.4. The functions ¢ : RY — R which are 0-eigenvectors of A,
Ap =0
called harmonic functions, have the following properties:

(1) At N =1, nothing spectacular, these are just the linear functions.
(2) At N = 2, these are, locally, the real parts of holomorphic functions.
(3) At N > 3, these still share many properties with the holomorphic functions.

In order to understand this, or at least get introduced to it, let us first look at the
case N = 2. Here, any function ¢ : R? — R can be regarded as function ¢ : C — R,
depending on z = z +4y. But, in view of this, it is natural to enlarge the attention to the
functions ¢ : C — C, and ask which of these functions are harmonic, Ay = 0. And here,
we have the following remarkable result, making the link with complex analysis:

THEOREM 11.5. Any holomorphic function ¢ : C — C, when regarded as function
0:R* = C
is harmonic. Moreover, the conjugates @ of holomorphic functions are harmonic too.

PRrROOF. The first assertion comes from the following computation, with z = = + iy:

A2z P

Az = dz? * dy?
_d(nz") N d(inz""1)
dx dy
= nn—12"?—n(n—1)z""?
=0

As for the second assertion, this follows from A@ = Ay, which is clear from definitions,
and which shows that if ¢ is harmonic, then so is its conjugate @. U

Many more things can be said, along these lines.

11b. Multiple integrals

We can talk about multiple integrals, in the obvious way. Getting now to the general
theory and rules, for computing such integrals, the key result here is the change of variable
formula. In order to discuss this, let us start with something that we know well, in 1D:

PROPOSITION 11.6. We have the change of variable formula

b d
/ f(x)d = / Fo(t) (Bt

where ¢ = ¢~ (a) and d = @~ (b).
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ProOF. This follows with f = F”, via the following differentiation rule:

(Fe) (1) = F'(e(t)¢'(t)

Indeed, by integrating between ¢ and d, we obtain the result. O

In several variables now, we can only expect the above ¢'(t) factor to be replaced by
something similar, a sort of “derivative of , arising as a real number”. But this can only
be the Jacobian det(¢'(t)), and with this in mind, we are led to:

THEOREM 11.7. Given a transformation ¢ = (p1,...,pN), we have

L= [ oo

with the J, quantity, called Jacobian, being given by

() |

and with this generalizing the formula from Proposition 11.6.

J,(t) = det

Proor. This is something quite tricky, the idea being as follows:

(1) Observe first that this generalizes indeed the change of variable formula in 1
dimension, from Proposition 11.6, the point here being that the absolute value on the
derivative appears as to compensate for the lack of explicit bounds for the integral.

(2) In general now, we can first argue that, the formula in the statement being linear
in f, we can assume f = 1. Thus we want to prove vol(E) = f@_l(E) |J,(t)|dt, and with

D = ¢~ !(E), this amounts in proving vol(¢(D)) = [, |J,(t)|dt.

(3) Now since this latter formula is additive with respect to D, it is enough to prove
that vol(¢(D)) = [, J,(t)dt, for small cubes D, and assuming J, > 0. But this follows
by using the usual definition of the determinant, as a volume.

(4) The details and computations however are quite non-trivial, and can be found for
instance in Rudin [72]. So, please read that. With this, reading the complete proof of
the present theorem from Rudin, being part of the standard math experience. O

Many other things can be said, as a continuation of the above.

11c. Spherical coordinates

Time now do some exciting computations, with the technology that we have. In what
regards the applications of Theorem 11.7, these often come via:
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PrRoOPOSITION 11.8. We have polar coordinates in 2 dimensions,
T = rcost
y = rsint
the corresponding Jacobian being J = r.

Proor. This is elementary, the Jacobian being:

d(r cost) d(r cost)
dr dt
J =
d(rsint) d(rsint)
dr dt

cost —rsint
sint rcost

= rcos’t+rsin’t

=r
Thus, we have indeed the formula in the statement.
We can now compute the Gauss integral, which is the best calculus formula ever:

THEOREM 11.9. We have the following formula,

/ e dy = Nz
R
called Gauss integral formula.

PRrROOF. Let I be the above integral. By using polar coordinates, we obtain:

P - / / e~V ddy
R JR
2 ') )
= / / e " rdrdt
0

0
S) 2\’
e
= 27 / - dr

Thus, we are led to the formula in the statement.

Moving now to 3 dimensions, we have here the following result:
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ProprosITION 11.10. We have spherical coordinates in 3 dimensions,

7 COS S
Yy = rsinscost
z = rsinssint

the corresponding Jacobian being J(r,s,t) = r*sins.

PRrROOF. The fact that we have indeed spherical coordinates is clear. Regarding now
the Jacobian, this is given by the following formula:

J(r,s,t)

COS S —rsin s 0
= |sinscost 7rcosscost —rsinssint
sinssint rcosssint rsinscost

COS S —rsin s
sinscost rcosscost

COS S —rsin s

. . . + rsinscost
sinssint rcosssint

= r?sinssint

COssS —rsins
SiIns 7CoSsSs

COsSs —rsins

) + rsinscos®t
sins 7rcoss

= rsinssin®t

coss —rsins

= rsins(sin®t + cos®t) |
sins rcoss

= rsins x1xr
= r’sins
Thus, we have indeed the formula in the statement. O

Let us work out now the general spherical coordinate formula, in arbitrary N dimen-
sions. The formula here, which generalizes those at N = 2, 3, is as follows:

THEOREM 11.11. We have spherical coordinates in N dimensions,

¢

T = rcost;

To = rsint; costs

Tny_1 = rsint;sinty...sinty_ocosty_1
I rsint;sints...sinty_osinty_g

the corresponding Jacobian being given by the following formula,
J(r,t) = vV tsin 2t sin™ 3ty L. sin®ty_ssinty_o

and with this generalizing the known formulae at N = 2, 3.



208 11. ADVANCED CALCULUS

PROOF. As before, the fact that we have spherical coordinates is clear. Regarding
now the Jacobian, also as before, by developing over the last column, we have:

Jy = rsinty...sinty_osinty_1 X sinty_1Jn_1
+ rsinty...sinty_ocosty_1 X costy_1JIn_1
= rsint;...sinty_o(sin®ty_1 +cos®ty_1)Jy_1

= rsint;...sinty_oJn_1
Thus, we obtain the formula in the statement, by recurrence. Il

As a comment here, the above convention for spherical coordinates is one among many,
designed to best work in arbitrary N dimensions. Also, in what regards the precise range
of the angles t1,...,ty_1, we will leave this to you, as an instructive exercise.

As an application, let us compute the volumes of spheres. For this purpose, we must
understand how the products of coordinates integrate over spheres. Let us start with the
case N = 2. Here the sphere is the unit circle T, and with z = € the coordinates are
cost,sint. We can first integrate arbitrary powers of these coordinates, as follows:

ProprosITION 11.12. We have the following formulae,

/2 /2 e(p) I
/ cosPtdt = / sin? t dt = (E> _p
0 0 2 (p+ 1!

where e(p) = 1 if p is even, and £(p) = 0 if p is odd, and where
mll=(m—1)(m—3)(m—2>5)...
with the product ending at 2 if m s odd, and ending at 1 if m is even.

PROOF. Let us first compute the integral on the left in the statement:

w/2
I, = / cosP t dt
0

We do this by partial integration. We have the following formula:

(cosPtsint) = pcos? ' t(—sint)sint + cos’ t cost
= pcosP™t —pcosP 1t + cosPT ¢
(p+1)cos? ™t —pcosP 't

By integrating between 0 and 7/2, we obtain the following formula:

(p + 1)[p+1 =plp1
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Thus we can compute I, by recurrence, and we obtain:

Ip = ——4dp—2
_p—1 p-3
- p p-27""
p—1 p—3 p—5
— . . I, ¢
p p—2 p—4
pll

(p+ D! hiew)

But Iy = § and I; = 1, so we get the result. As for the second formula, this follows from

the first one, with ¢ = 7 — s. Thus, we have proved both formulae in the statement. [

We can now compute the volume of the sphere, as follows:

THEOREM 11.13. The volume of the unit sphere in RN is given by
7\ V/2] 2N
- wm
with our usual convention NIl = (N —1)(N —3)(N —5)...

PROOF. Let us denote by B* the positive part of the unit sphere, or rather unit ball
B, obtained by cutting this unit ball in 2 parts. At the level of volumes, we have:

vV =2Ny+

We have the following computation, using spherical coordinates:

v+=/1
B+

1 pr/2 w/2
= / / . / T’N_l SiIlN_2 tl ...sin tN_g d?"dtl Ce dtN_l
0 Jo 0
1 2

w/ w/2 w/2
T’N_l dT/ SiIlN_2 tl dtl e / sin tN_thN_Q / 1dtN_1
0 0 0

I
S~

1 (W)[N/Q] (N =21l (N—3)l 21 11

= —Xx (= X . T
N \2 (N—DIl (N —2)Il "3 21
1 w2 1

- )
N~ \2 (N -1l

B (W)[N/Q] 1
N 2 (N + 1!
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Here we have used the following formula, for computing the exponent of 7 /2:

e(0)+e(l)+e2)+...+e(N=2) = 14+0+1+4+...4(N—2)

[

N
2
Thus, we obtain the formula in the statement. Il

As main particular cases of the above formula, we have:

THEOREM 11.14. The volumes of the low-dimensional spheres are as follows:

(1) At N =1, the length of the unit interval is V = 2.
(2) At N =2, the area of the unit disk is V = m.
(3) At N = 3, the volume of the unit sphere is V = 4F

. . . 71.2
(4) At N =4, the volume of the corresponding unit sphere is V = .

PROOF. Some of these results are well-known, but we can obtain all of them as par-
ticular cases of the general formula in Theorem 11.13, as follows:

(1) At N =1 we obtain V=12 = 2.

1
(2) At N =2 we obtain V=122 =m.
(3) At N =3 we obtain V =28 =1
(4) At N =4 we obtain V = =°. 16 = =, O

The formula in Theorem 11.13 is certainly nice, but in practice, we would like to have
estimates for that sphere volumes too. For this purpose, we will need:

THEOREM 11.15. We have the Stirling formula

A\ N
NI ~ (—) V2t N
e

valid in the N — oo limit.

Proor. This is something quite tricky, the idea being as follows:

(1) Let us first see what we can get with Riemann sums. We have:

N
log(N1) = ) logk
k=1

N
~ / log x dx
1

= NlogN —-N+1
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By exponentiating, this gives the following estimate, which is not bad:

N\ N
N!z(—) e
e

(2) We can improve our estimate by replacing the rectangles from the Riemann sum
approach to the integrals by trapezoids. In practice, this gives the following estimate:

N
log(N!) = ) logk
k=1

N
log1+log N
~ / loga:dx%-%
1

log N
2
By exponentiating, this gives the following estimate, which gets us closer:

(E)N.e.m

(&

= NlogN —N+1+

N!

Q

(3) In order to conclude, we must take some kind of mathematical magnifier, and
carefully estimate the error made in (2). Fortunately, this mathematical magnifier exists,
called Euler-Maclaurin formula, and after some computations, this leads to:

N\
N! ~ (—> V2t N
e
(4) However, all this remains a bit complicated, so we would like to present now
an alternative approach to (3), which also misses some details, but better does the job,
explaining where the v/27 factor comes from. First, by partial integration we have:

N!:/ 2Ne dx
0

Since the integrand is sharply peaked at x = N, as you can see by computing the
derivative of log(xz™e™), this suggests writing x = N + y, and we obtain:

log(zVe™) = Nlogz —x
Nlog(N +y)— (N +y)
= NlogN+Nlog(1+%)—(N+y)

2

) )
NlogN+N(N 2N2) (N +y)

y2
= NlogN—-N—- —
©8 2N

12
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By exponentiating, we obtain from this the following estimate:

N
Ne ™ ~ (E) e V' /2N

e
Now by integrating, and using the Gauss formula, we obtain from this:

Nl = / 2Ne  dx

N
e V?/2N dy

/ —y?/2N dy

V2 e~ dz

12

IZZ

12

:
g
3

Thus, we have proved the Stirling formula, as formulated in the statement. Il

[.G
)
)

)¢—

®|2 C‘>|2

With the above formula in hand, we have many useful applications, such as:

PROPOSITION 11.16. We have the following estimate for binomial coefficients,

(i) = (e tome) =

in the K ~tN — oo limit, with t € (0,1]. In particular we have

(¥) ==

in the N — oo limit, for the central binomial coefficients.

Proor. All this is very standard, by using the Stirling formula etablished above, for
the various factorials which appear, the idea being as follows:
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(1) This follows from the definition of the binomial coefficients, namely:

(k) = Fov—m

= () ) e () s

NV N
KK(N — K)NK 21K (N — K)

12

(tN)tN((l —t)N)(A=0N \/2th 1—t)N
1

1 N
N (tt(l - t)l‘t) omt(1—t)N
Thus, we are led to the conclusion in the statement.

(2) This estimate follows from a similar computation, as follows:

« (%) V) s

VrN

in (1 ) then rescale. Indeed, we have:

Alternatively, we can take ¢t = 1/2

( ) 1
1yi/2(1)
()12(1)1/? or 11N

(172)

2
= oV —_
TN
Thus with the change N — 2N we obtain the formula in the statement. U

We can now estimate the volumes of the spheres, as follows:

THEOREM 11.17. The volume of the unit sphere in RN is given by

Vo~ <27re>N/2 1
N VTN

m the N — oo limit.
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PRrROOF. We use the formula for V' found in Theorem 11.13, namely:
\ [V/2] 2N
-(3) o
In the case where N is even, the estimate goes as follows:
vo- (3
2 (N 4+ 1!

(W)N/Q oN ( e >N/2 1
2 N/ VaN

B (27re>N/2 1
N VTN

In the case where N is odd, the estimate goes as follows:

12

Vo (W)(Nl)/2 N

2 (N + 1)

m\ (V-1)/2 e\N2 1
Z oN [ — -
(2) (N) V2N
B \ﬁ(m)m 1

- Vr N V2N

B (27T€>N/2 1
N VN

Thus, we are led to the uniform formula in the statement. O

12

Getting back now to our main result so far, Theorem 11.13, we can compute in the
same way the area of the sphere, the result being as follows:

THEOREM 11.18. The area of the unit sphere in RY is given by
Ao <Z)[N/2} L
2 (N —1)!!
with the our usual convention for double factorials, namely:
Nll'=(N—=1)(N-=3)(N—=5)...
In particular, at N = 2,3,4 we obtain respectively A = 27, 4x, 2m?.

PROOF. Regarding the first assertion, there is no need to compute again, because the
formula in the statement can be deduced from Theorem 11.13, as follows:

(1) We can either use the “pizza” argument from plane geometry, which shows that
the area and volume of the sphere in RY are related by the following formula:

A=N-V
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Together with the formula in Theorem 11.13 for V', this gives the result.

(2) Or, we can start the computation in the same way as we started the proof of
Theorem 11.13, the beginning of this computation being as follows:

/2 w/2
vol(S™T) :/ / sinV 724, .. .sinty_odty ... din_1
0 0

Now by comparing with the beginning of the proof of Theorem 11.13, the only thing
that changes is the following quantity, which now dissapears:

' N-1 1
Lgr — —
/0 r r N

Thus, we have vol(ST) = N - vol(B"), and so we obtain the following formula:
vol(S) = N -vol(B)

But this means A = N -V, and together with the formula in Theorem 11.13 for V/,
this gives the result. As for the last assertion, this can be either worked out directly, or
deduced from the results for volumes that we have so far, by multiplying by N. O

11d. Normal variables

We have kept the best for the end. As a starting point, we have:

DEFINITION 11.19. Let X be a probability space, that is, a space with a probability
measure, and with the corresponding integration denoted E, and called expectation.

(1) The random variables are the real functions f € L>(X).
(2) The moments of such a variable are the numbers My(f) = E(f*).
(3) The law of such a variable is the measure gien by My(f) = [ e%dpus(x).

Here the fact that a measure ;y as above exists indeed is not exactly trivial. But we
can do this by looking at formulae of the following type:

E(o(f)) = / o(@)dps(2)

Indeed, having this for monomials ¢(x) = z™, as above, is the same as having it
for polynomials ¢ € R[X], which in turn is the same as having it for the characteristic
functions ¢ = x; of measurable sets I C R. Thus, in the end, what we need is:

P(fel)=pl)

But this formula can serve as a definition for y1f, and we are done.

Regarding now independence, we can formulate here the following definition:
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DEFINITION 11.20. Two variables f,g € L>(X) are called independent when
B(f*e) = B(™) B(g)
happens, for any k,l € N.

Again, this definition hides some non-trivial things, the idea being a bit as before,
namely that of looking at formulae of the following type:

Elp(f)v(9)] = Elp(f)] E[¢(g)]

To be more precise, passing as before from monomials to polynomials, then to char-
acteristic functions, we are led to the usual definition of independence, namely:

P(fel,ge J)=P(fel)P(geJ)
As a first result now, which is something very standard, we have:
THEOREM 11.21. Assuming that f,g € L*°(X) are independent, we have
Hft+g = Ky * Hg
where *x is the convolution of real probability measures.

Proor. We have the following computation, using the independence of f, g:

[t = £7 + 0 = X (F) o100 (o

r

On the other hand, we have as well the following computation:
[ )@ = [ @) sy o)

- ¥ (D)o

T

Thus pr44 and py * g have the same moments, so they coincide, as claimed. ]
As a second result on independence, which is more advanced, we have:
THEOREM 11.22. Assuming that f,g € L>(X) are independent, we have

Frrg = Iyl

where Fy(x) = E(e'f) is the Fourier transform.
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Proor. This is something which is very standard too, coming from:

Frola) = [ ewdlng + )2

= [ e )y
RxR

— /emzduf(z)/ei”td,ug(t)
R R

= Fp(z)Fy(z)
Thus, we are led to the conclusion in the statement. U
Let us introduce now the normal laws. This can be done as follows:

DEFINITION 11.23. The normal law of parameter 1 is the following measure:
1

g = \/ﬂ

More generally, the normal law of parameter t > 0 is the following measure:
1

gt = \/%

These are also called Gaussian distributions, with “q” standing for Gauss.

e 2y

2
e~ /Qtdl'

Observe that the above laws have indeed mass 1, as they should. This follows indeed
from the Gauss formula, which gives, with = = /2t y:

/ efxz/QtdI — e*yz\/%dy
R

R
_ Ja / e dy
R
= V2 x /T
= 2t

Generally speaking, the normal laws appear as bit everywhere, in real life. The reasons
behind this phenomenon come from the Central Limit Theorem (CLT), that we will
explain in a moment, after developing some general theory. As a first result, we have:

PRrROPOSITION 11.24. We have the variance formula
Vig) =t
valid for any t > 0.
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PROOF. The first moment is 0, because our normal law ¢; is centered. As for the
second moment, this can be computed as follows:

1 2
My, = ze Py
? V2t /R

1 2 !
= (tz) (—6_‘” /2t> dx
V2mt /R
1 2
= te "t dx
vV 2nt /R

=1
We conclude from this that the variance is V' = My = t. Il

Here is another result, which is the key one for the study of the normal laws:
THEOREM 11.25. We have the following formula, valid for any t > 0:
Fy,(z) = et/
In particular, the normal laws satisfy gs * g = gs1¢, for any s,t > 0.

PRrooF. The Fourier transform formula can be established as follows:

1 - 1T
th(x) — \/%/Re y?/2t+ Ydy

_ 1 / o~/ VI [iTRi a2 2
V2t Jr
1

— —22—tx?/2 /2td
e z
V2t /]R

1 ¢ 2/2/ _.2
= —e e “dz
VT R
1
= ﬁ@itz2/2 . ﬁ

e—ta:2/2

As for the last assertion, this follows from the fact that log F}, is linear in t. 0

We are now ready to state and prove the CLT, as follows:

THEOREM 11.26 (CLT). Given random wvariables fi, fa, f3,... € L>®(X) which are
i.9.d., centered, and with variance t > 0, we have, with n — 0o, in moments,

1 n
%;fiwgt

where g; 1s the Gaussian law of parameter t, having as density ﬁe_yyztdy.
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PROOF. We use the Fourier transform, which is by definition given by:
Fy(x) = B(e"™)

In terms of moments, we have the following formula:

- (izf)F
Fy(z) = E (Z T
k=0
_ f: (iz)*E(f*)
N k!
k=0
— " M(f)
k=0
Thus, the Fourier transform of the variable in the statement is:

o - [ ()]
tz?

= _1 -5, O(nQ)}n

- f2 n
1— i]

i 2n
~ e—tx2/2

12

But this latter function being the Fourier transform of g;, we obtain the result. U
Let us discuss now some further properties of the normal law. We first have:
PROPOSITION 11.27. The even moments of the normal law are the numbers
Mi(ge) = t*/2 x kN
where k!l = (k — 1)(k — 3)(k —5) ..., and the odd moments vanish.

PrROOF. We have the following computation, valid for any integer k € N:

1 :
My, = / Femv /2
k ot RZ/ Yy

1 _ 9 /
- e futees
1

= t(k — 1)y"2e V" /?d
th/R (k= 1y "e y
1

— tk—1)x k=2,-y?/2t
(b= 1) x —— / y y
= t(k - 1)Mk,2
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Now recall from the proof of Proposition 11.24 that we have My = 1, M; = 0. Thus
by recurrence, we are led to the formula in the statement. O

We have the following alternative formulation of the above result:
PRrROPOSITION 11.28. The moments of the normal law are the numbers
My(ge) = t*2| Py(k)|
where Py(k) is the set of pairings of {1,... k}.

PROOF. Let us count the pairings of {1,...,k}. In order to have such a pairing, we
must pair 1 with one of the numbers 2,...,k, and then use a pairing of the remaining
k — 2 numbers. Thus, we have the following recurrence formula:

|Py(k)| = (k= 1)|Py(k — 2)]
As for the initial data, this is P, =0, P, = 1. Thus, we are led to the result. U

We are not done yet, and here is one more improvement of the above:

THEOREM 11.29. The moments of the normal law are the numbers

M. (g:) = Z ¢!

TEP> (k)
where Py(k) is the set of pairings of {1,...,k}, and |.| is the number of blocks.

Proor. This follows indeed from Proposition 11.28, because the number of blocks of
a pairing of {1,...,k} is trivially k£/2, independently of the pairing. O

Many other things can be said, as a continuation of the above.
11le. Exercises

Exercises:

EXERCISE 11.30.

EXERCISE 11.31.

EXERCISE 11.32.

EXERCISE 11.33.

EXERCISE 11.34.

EXERCISE 11.35.

EXERCISE 11.36.

EXERCISE 11.37.

Bonus exercise.



CHAPTER 12

Charges, matter

12a. Electrons, charges

Welcome to advanced physics. That needs electrons, and here, you don’t necessarily
need a power outlet for having them, a basic Van de Graaff machine, or just rubbing some
suitable materials together, will do. Let us record this finding as follows:

Fact 12.1. Each piece of matter has a charge ¢ € R, which is normally neutral,
q = 0, but that we can make positive or negative, by using various methods. We say that
responsible for the charge is the amount of electrons present, as follows:

(1) When the matter lacks electrons, the charge is positive, ¢ > 0.
(2) When there are more electrons than needed, the charge is negative, ¢ < 0.

And, good news, this will be the starting point for the considerations in this book,
the electrons, as defined above. Of course you might say, for instance if you are a math
student used to a fair amount of exactness, in your learning, that what we say in Fact
12.1 is a bit borderline, for something to be labeled as axiomatic. But well, physics is not
mathematics, it’s sort of harder, when it comes to having things started, and that’s what
we have. Of course we will be back to it, with axioms, later, that is promised.

Moving ahead now, as our first result, due to Coulomb, and that will come as a physics
fact instead of a mathematics theorem, because, well, I must admit that what we have in
Fact 12.1 is indeed more than borderline, as axiomatics for a theory, we have:

Fact 12.2 (Coulomb law). Any pair of charges q1,q2 € R is subject to a force as
follows, which is attractive if g1qo < 0 and repulsive if q1qa > 0,

|CI1Q2|
. -

where d > 0 s the distance between the charges, and K > 0 is a certain constant.

1P|l = K

Observe the amazing similarity with the Newton law for gravity. However, as we will
discover soon, passed a few simple facts, things will be far more complicated here.

As in the gravity case, the force F' appearing above is understood to be parallel to the
vector oo — x1 € R? joining as x1 — x the locations x1, 22 € R3 of our charges, and by
taking into account the attraction/repulsion rules above, we have:

221
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ProPOSITION 12.3. The Coulomb force of q; at x1 acting on qo at x5 is

Q1Q2(552 - 331)

F=K-:
|[xg — 21][3

with K > 0 being the Coulomb constant, as above.

Proor. We have indeed the following computation:

To — X1
F = sgn(qq) - ||F]|- s — ]|
|Q1Q2| ) To —T1

(@@) K00 T =)

K. Q1QQ(9€2 - $1)
||y — 2]

Thus, we are led to the formula in the statement. Il

In relation with the value of the constant K appearing in the above, called Coulomb
constant, things are a bit tricky, as follows:

Fact 12.4. The Coulomb constant K is given by the formula
K = 8.987 551 7923(14) x 10°
in standard units, with the charges being measured in coulombs C', given by
1C' ~ 6.241 509 x 10" e
where e 1s the elementary charge, namely minus that of an electron.

There are in fact several interesting things going on here. First, at the end you would
say why not simply saying that e is the charge of the proton +, but the thing is that the
proton + and the electron — do not have in fact the same exact charge, with sign switched,
and the electron was preferred, as always, over the proton for formulating things.

Which takes us into the question of why the charge of the electron is —, instead of
+. And there is a long story here, involving debates among the 18th century greats, and
with a little bit of confusion being involved too, because the electrons — are attracted
by positive charges ¢ > 0, and so observed around these positive charges ¢ > 0, which
might lead to the idea that they might have themselves a positive charge +, contributing
to ¢ > 0. Benjamin Franklin is generally credited for the — convention.

Things were later restored in the early 20th century, with the atomic theory of Bohr
and others, where electrons — spin around a proton and neutron core ¢ > 0, and with
this picture, including the signs, looking like something very reasonable.
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Passed all this, another peculiarity of Fact 12.4 comes in relation with the definition
of the coulomb, which is in fact given by definition by an exact formula, namely:

5 x 108
—————— €
0.801 088 317

This in practice gives the following more precise formula for the coulomb, which shows
that a charge of 1C' is something fractionary, that cannot be realized in real life:

1C' = 6241 509 074 460 762 607.776 e

The problem comes from the following alternative definition of the coulomb, in terms
of the ampere, which is something more complicated, that we will talk about later:

1C=1A"1s

Hang on, we are not done yet. Adding to the confusion, the Coulomb constant is
usually denoted K, but also k, or most often k., but in fact the most often is written in
the following form, with £y being the so-called permittivity of free space:

1
N 47T€0

1C =

And the story is not over here, because ¢ itself is given by the following formula, with
1o being the magnetic permeability of free space, and ¢ being the speed of light:
1
Eo = m
And we are surely still not done, because all the above discussion assumes that the
other units that are used are standard, namely meter and second, and this is not always
standard, due to the about 50 orders of magnitude physics has to deal with.

In any case, let us end this interesting discussion about units with something concrete,
useful, and very illustrating, in relation with gravity, as follows:

THEOREM 12.5. The electrical repulsion between two electrons is about
R =10"
times bigger than their gravitational attraction.

Proor. Consider indeed two electrons, having masses m, m and charges —e, —e. The
magnitudes of the electric repulsion F, and gravity attraction Fj are given by:

Ke? Gm?
||Fe||=? ; ||Fg||:7
Thus the ratio of forces R that we want to measure is given by:
o Bl Ke
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Regarding now the data, this is as follows, with m at rest, and in standard units,
namely meters and seconds, also kilograms, and including now coulombs too:
K =8897x10° , G=6.674x10""
e=1602x10"" | m=09.109 x 107*
We obtain the following approximation for the ratio R considered above:
8.897 x 1.6022 109 x 10738

R =
6.674 x 9.109%  10-11 x 1062
= (4.123 x 107?) x 10"
~ 1042
Thus, we are led to the conclusion in the statement. 0

For adding to the picture, and in order to fully understand what that R = 10*2 number
that we found truly means, let us complement the above result with:

PROPOSITION 12.6. The universe, or at least the known universe, is about
r=10%
bigger than a hydrogen atom, with this ratio being 10,000 smaller than R.

PRrROOF. The radius of the hydrogen atom can be anywhere between 25—120 pm, with
1 pm = 1072 m, depending on the convention used, with a commonly accepted figure
being 53 pm, representing the mean distance between the proton and the electron. As for
the radius of the known universe, again there is a story here, with a commonly accepted
figure being 4.4 x 10%® m. Thus the ratio that we are interested in is:

_ 4.4 x 10% ~ 105
53 x 1012
And this is 10,000 smaller than 1042, as claimed. Il

r

As a side comment, however, when speaking masses instead of sizes, the number
R = 10" pales when compared to the mass of the known universe, counting ordinary
mass only, accounting for 4.9%, divided by the mass of a hydrogen atom, which is:

~ 1.5%x10% N
1.8 x 10730

Getting back now to Theorem 12.5 as it is, let us point out that this is something not
at all anecdotical, even in the context of the most abstract theoretical physics that you
can ever imagine, not to say pure mathematics, because of the following rule of thumb,
which is something widely agreed upon, by most of the scientists:

1083

RULE 12.7. Don’t ever expect the mathematics and physics to be the same, over 10
orders of magnitude or so.



12B. THE GAUSS LAW 225

In other words, with this in hand, Theorem 12.5 tells us an interesting thing, namely
that the mathematics and physics of the Coulomb force F, ~ 1/d? will be in fact very
different from the mathematics and physics of the Newton force F, ~ 1/d?. We will see
in what follows that indeed it is so, but it is of course far better to be warned in advance
of the potential difficulties on the way. So, Theorem 12.5 is something very smart.

12b. The Gauss law
Let us develop now the basic mathematics for electrostatics. We first have:

DEFINITION 12.8. Given charges qi,...,q, € R located at positions 1, ..., v, € R?,
we define their electric field to be the vector function

Be)= kY B2 =m)

||z — i ?
s0 that their force applied to a charge Q € R positioned at x € R? is given by F = QFE.

Observe the analogy with gravity, save for the fact that instead of masses m > 0 we
have now charges ¢ € R, and that at the level of constants, G gets replaced by K.

More generally, we will be interested in electric fields of various non-discrete config-
urations of charges, such as charged curves, surfaces and solid bodies. We have already
talked about such things in the above, in the gravitational context, but the discussion
there, involving the gravitational force of a solid body having non-trivial shape or density,
was something rather specialized.

In the electricity context, however, things like wires or metal sheets or solid bodies
coming in all sorts of shapes, tailored for their purpose, play a key role, so this extension
is essential. So, let us go ahead with:

DEFINITION 12.9. The electric field of a charge configuration L C R3, with charge
density function p: L — R, is the vector function

(x — 2)
o=k [
||z — 2] |3
so that the force of L applied to a charge () positioned at x is given by F = QF.

With the above definitions in hand, it is most convenient now to forget about the
charges, and focus on the study of the corresponding electric fields F.

These fields are by definition vector functions £ : R® — R3, with the convention that
they take 00 values at the places where the charges are located, and intuitively, are best
represented by their field lines, which are constructed as follows:
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DEFINITION 12.10. The field lines of E : R® — R® are the oriented curves
yCR?
pointing at every point x € R at the direction of the field, E(x) € R3.

As a basic example here, for one charge the field lines are the half-lines emanating
from its position, oriented according to the sign of the charge:

N TS N
— & — - O
v 4N TN

For two charges now, if these are of opposite signs, + and —, you get a picture that
you are very familiar with, namely that of the field lines of a bar magnet:

I G N Y
N e T
e e e e T S R
VAR Ve AN N
NN == S
If the charges are +,+ or —, —, you get something of similar type, but repulsive this
time, with the field lines emanating from the charges being no longer shared:
«~ NN S =
t N7
— &b 2, —
LN v
~ v NN &

These pictures, and notably the last one, with +,+ charges, are quite interesting,
because the repulsion situation does not appear in the context of gravity. Thus, we can
only expect our geometry here to be far more complicated than that of gravity.

In general now, the first thing that can be said about the field lines is that, by defini-
tion, they do not cross. Thus, what we have here is some sort of oriented 1D foliation of
R3, in the sense that R3 is smoothly decomposed into oriented curves v C R3.

The field lines, as constructed in Definition 12.10, obviously do not encapsulate the
whole information about the field, with the direction of each vector F(x) € R? being
there, but with the magnitude ||E(x)|| > 0 of this vector missing. However, say when
drawing, when picking up uniformly radially spaced field lines around each charge, and
with the number of these lines proportional to the magnitude of the charge, and then
completing the picture, the density of the field lines around each point x € R will give
you then the magnitude ||E(x)|| > 0 of the field there, up to a scalar.



12B. THE GAUSS LAW 227

Let us summarize these observations as follows:

PROPOSITION 12.11. Given an electric field E : R® — R3, the knowledge of its field
lines is the same as the knowledge of the composition

nE:R>*—>R>— S

where S C R? is the unit sphere, and n : R® — S is the rescaling map, namely:
x

n(xr) = —

||

Howewver, in practice, when the field lines are accurately drawn, the density of the field
lines gives you the magnitude of the field, up to a scalar.

PrROOF. We have two assertions here, the idea being as follows:

(1) The first assertion is clear from definitions, with of course our usual convention
that the electric field and its problematics take place outside the locations of the charges,
which makes everything in the statement to be indeed well-defined.

(2) Regarding now the last assertion, which is of course a bit informal, this follows
from the above discussion. It is possible to be a bit more mathematical here, with a
definition, formula and everything, but we will not need this, in what follows. Il

Let us introduce now a key definition, as follows:

DEFINITION 12.12. The flux of an electric field E : R® — R3 through a surface S C R?,
assumed to be oriented, is the quantity

Op(S) = /S < E(x),n(x) > dx

with n(x) being unit vectors orthogonal to S, following the orientation of S. Intuitively,
the flur measures the signed number of field lines crossing S'.

Here by orientation of S we mean precisely the choice of unit vectors n(x) as above,
orthogonal to S, which must vary continuously with z. For instance a sphere has two
possible orientations, one with all these vectors n(z) pointing inside, and one with all
these vectors n(x) pointing outside. More generally, any surface has locally two possible
orientations, so if it is connected, it has two possible orientations. In what follows the
convention is that the closed surfaces are oriented with each n(x) pointing outside.

Regarding the last sentence of Definition 12.12, this is of course something informal,
meant to help, coming from the interpretation of the field lines from Proposition 12.11.
However, we will see later that this simple interpretation can be of great use.

As a first observation, we could have done of course the same thing with gravity
before, but these notions of field lines and flux are not very interesting, in that context.
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In the present setting, however, electric fields passing through metal sheets are a common
occurence, and all the above is important, for any application.

As a first illustration, let us do a basic computation, as follows:

PROPOSITION 12.13. For a point charge ¢ € R at the center of a sphere S,

Q’E(S) = z

€0
where the constant is g = 1/(4nK), independently of the radius of S.

PROOF. Assuming that S has radius r, we have the following computation:

Bp(S) = /S<E(x),n(x)>dx

K
_ /<g,£>dqj
S T T

= 4r7Kq
Thus with ey = 1/(47K) as above, we obtain the result. O

As a comment here, the constant ¢y = 1/(47K’) which appears in the above is the
permittivity of free space constant that we talked about before, when discussing units. In
what follows we will use this new constant instead of the Coulomb constant K.

More generally now, we have the following result:

THEOREM 12.14. The flux of a field E through a sphere S is given by
. Qenc

€o
where Qene is the total charge enclosed by S, and ¢y = 1/(47K).

P (5)

PrROOF. This can be done in several steps, as follows:

(1) Before jumping into computations, let us do some manipulations. First, by dis-
cretizing the problem, we can assume that we are dealing with a system of point charges.
Moreover, by additivity, we can assume that we are dealing with a single charge. And if
we denote by ¢ € R this charge, located at v € R3, we want to prove that we have the
following formula, where B C R3 denotes the ball enclosed by S:

(I)E(S) = 510 vEB
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(2) By linearity we can assume that we are dealing with the unit sphere S. Moreover,
by rotating we can assume that our charge ¢ lies on the Ox axis, that is, that we have
v =(r,0,0) with » > 0, r # 1. The formula that we want to prove becomes:

P (S)

q

- 5r<1
€0

(3) Let us start now the computation. With u = (z,y, z), we have:

Pp(S) =

/ < E(u),u>du
s

A

K _
W_?,u>du
[Ju = ]|

< — >
Kq/&du
S

[lu = o[?

1_
Kq/&du
S

[lu = wl?

du

1—
Kq/ rT
s (

1 — 27 4 r2)3/2

(4) In order to compute the above integral, we will use spherical coordinates for the
unit sphere S, which are as follows, with s € [0, 7] and ¢ € [0, 27]:

CcoS S
sin scost

sinssint

The corresponding Jacobian is readily computed, as follows:

COS S —sin s

J = |sinscost cosscost
sinssint cosssint

. . COS S
= gsinssint

= sins(sin®t + cos®t)

= sins

—sin s
sinssint cosssint

Cos S
sin s

0

—sinssint
sin scost

+ sinscost

—sin s
COS S

COS S —sin s
sin scost cosscost
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(5) With the above change of coordinates, our integral from (3) becomes:

1—rx
®p(S) = Kq/ 1—2:m’+7"2)3/2

27
1—1rcoss
q/ / (1 — 2rcos s + 12)3/2 S sds

T (1 —rcoss)sins
= 2K d
i q/o (1 — 2rcoss +1r?)3/2 °
g [T (1—rcoss)sins
= — s
2e0 Jo (1 —2rcoss+r2)3/2

(6) The point now is that the integral on the right can be computed with the change
of variables x = cos s. Indeed, we have dx = — sin sds, and we obtain:

/7r (1 —rcoss)sins J /1 1—rx i
s = x
o (1—2rcoss+r?)3/? 1 (1= 2rx +1r2)3/2

B [ x—r ]
V1-=2rz+1r2]

B 1—r —1—-r
VI Jit2r+r2
1—r
= T +1
= 26r<1
Thus, we are led to the formula in the statement. Il

As a comment here, at » = 1, which is normally avoided by our problematics, the
integral I, computed in (5) above converges too, and can be evaluated as follows:

I z—1 1" B 1l—x _1
Ve 2], 2 |-
Thus, we have the correct middle step between the 0,2 values of the integral I,., and

getting back now to the flux, at 7 = 1 we formally have ®5(S) = ¢/(2¢), which again is
the correct middle step between the 0, ¢/eq values of the flux.

Even more generally now, we have the following result, due to Gauss, which is the
foundation of advanced electrostatics, and of everything following from it, namely elec-
trodynamics, and then quantum mechanics, and particle physics:
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THEOREM 12.15 (Gauss law). The flux of a field E through a surface S is given by
_ Qenc

o
where Qene is the total charge enclosed by S, and g = 1/(47K).

Pp(S)

ProoF. This basically follows from Theorem 12.14, or even from Proposition 12.13,
by adding to the results there a number of new ingredients, as follows:

(1) Our first claim is that given a closed surface S, with no charges inside, the flux
through it of any choice of external charges vanishes:

This claim is indeed supported by the intuitive interpretation of the flux, as corre-
sponding to the signed number of field lines crossing S. Indeed, any field line entering as
+ must exit somewhere as —, and vice versa, so when summing we get 0.

(2) In practice now, in order to prove this rigorously, there are several ways. A first
argument, which is quite elementary, is the one used by Feynman in [34], based on the
fact that, due to F' ~ 1/d?, local deformations of S will leave invariant the flux, and so
in the end we are left with a rotationally invariant surface, where the result is clear.

(3) A second argument, which basically uses the same idea, but is perhaps a bit more
robust, is by redoing the computations in the proof of Theorem 12.14, by assuming this
time that the integration takes place on an arbitrary surface as follows:

Sy = {)\(u)u‘u € S}

To be more precise, here A : S — (0,00) is a certain function, defining the surface,
whose derivatives will appear both in the construction of the normal vectors n(z) with
x = Mu)u, and in the Jacobian of the change of variables © — w, and in the end, when
integrating over S as in the proof of Theorem 12.14, this function \ dissapears.

(4) A third argument, used by basically all electrodynamics books at the graduate
level, and by some undergraduate books too, is by using heavy calculus, namely partial
integration in 3D, and we will discuss this later, more in detail, a bit later.

(5) A fourth argument is by following the idea in (1), namely carefully axiomatizing
the field lines, and their relation with the field, and then obtaining ®(S) = 0 by using
the in-and-out trick in (1), as explained for instance by Griffiths in [44].

(6) To summmarize, we are led to the conclusion that given a closed surface S, with
no charges inside, the flux through it of any choice of external charges vanishes:

(7) The point now is that, with this and Proposition 12.13 in hand, we can finish by
using a standard math trick. Let us assume indeed, by discretizing, that our system of
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charges is discrete, consisting of enclosed charges ¢;,...,qx € R, and an exterior total
charge QQ.;. We can surround each of q,...,q by small disjoint spheres Uy, ..., Uy,
chosen such that their interiors do not touch S, and we have:

Pp(S) = Pp(S—Ul;) + Pp(UL;)
= Y op(l;)

Z 4

. €0

Qenc

€0

(8) To be more precise, in the above the union UU; is a usual disjoint union, and
the flux is of course additive over components. As for the difference S — UU;, this is by
definition the disjoint union of S with the disjoint union U(—U;), with each —U; standing
for U; with orientation reversed, and since this difference has no enclosed charges, the flux
through it vanishes by (6). Finally, the end makes use of Proposition 12.13. U

In order to reach to a better understanding of the Gauss law, mathematically speaking,
let us start with a standard definition, immersing us into 3D problematics, as follows:

DEFINITION 12.16. Given a function f: R® — R, its usual derivative f'(u) € R3 can
be written as f'(u) = V f(u), where the gradient operator V is given by:

d
vo |4

By using V, we can talk about the divergence of a function ¢ : R3 — R3, as being

d
dy P
_ i _dgpr ngy ngZ
<V’(’0>_< g\ >_ iz " dy
dz ®

as well as about the curl of the same function ¢ : R3 — R3, as being

d dop. _ doy

ta % e &Y i

— a _ Pz _ APz

v X 90 - Uy ddy Spy - > ddz
a. Py _ APz

uz dz SOZ dx dy

where ug, Uy, u, are the unit vectors along the coordinate directions x,y, 2.

All this might seem a bit abstract, but is in fact very intuitive. The gradient V f points
in the direction of the maximal increase of f, with |V f| giving you the rate of increase
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of f, in that direction. As for the divergence and curl, these measure the divergence and
curl of the vectors p(u + v) around a given point v € R?, in a usual, real-life sense.

Getting back now to calculus tools, what was missing from our picture was the higher
dimensional analogue of the fundamental theorem of calculus, and more generally of the
partial integration formula. In 3 dimensions, we have the following result:

THEOREM 12.17. The following results hold, in 3 dimensions:

(1) Fundamental theorem for gradients, namely

b
/ <V, de>= f(b) - f(a)

(2) Fundamental theorem for divergences, or Gauss or Green formula,

/B<V,g0>:/s<cp(:v),n(m)>dx

(3) Fundamental theorem for curls, or Stokes formula,

/<(V><g0)(x),n(x)>dx:/ < p(zr),dx >
A

P
where S is the boundary of the body B, and P is the boundary of the area A.

ProOF. This is a mixture of trivial and non-trivial results, as follows:

(1) This is something that we know well in 1D, namely the fundamental theorem of
calculus, and the general, N-dimensional formula follows from that.

(2) This is something more subtle, and we had a taste of it when dealing with the
Gauss law, and its various proofs. In general, the proof is similar, by using the various
ideas from the proof of the Gauss law, and this can be found in any calculus book.

(3) This is again something subtle, and again with a flavor of things that we know,
from the proof of the Gauss law, and which can be found in any calculus book. Il

All the above was of course quite short, and at this point of reading this book, we can
only recommend if needed a short break, for a brief calculus Navy Seals training camp.
Such facilities are provided by basically any undergraduate electrodynamics book, in the
opening chapter, and a particlarly enjoyable read here is Griffiths [44].

As for further details on all this, including mathematical proofs, generalizations, and
more, you can go first to Lax’ books for some good linear algebra, then to Rudin [72],
[73] for advanced calculus, and then to do Carmo for differential geometry.

Getting back now to electrostatics, as a first application of the above, we have the
following new point of view on the Gauss formula, which is more conceptual:
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THEOREM 12.18 (Gauss). Given an electric potential E, its divergence is given by

<V,E>:£

€0

where p denotes as usual the charge distribution. Also, we have
VxE=0
meaning that the curl of E vanishes.

PRrROOF. We have several assertions here, the idea being as follows:

(1) The first formula, called Gauss law in differential form, follows from:

/B<V,E> = /S<E(:U),n(ac)>dx

= ®g(9)
QETLC
€0
P

B €0

Now since this must hold for any B, this gives the formula in the statement.

(2) As a side remark, the Gauss law in differential form can be established as well
directly, with the computation, involving a Dirac mass, being as follows:

<V,E>(z) = <V,K wdz>

re ||z =zl

r—z

= K V,—= ) p(z)dz
< ||a:—z||3> (=)

= K | 47, - p(z)dz
R3
= 47K | 6,p(2)dz
R3
p(@)

€0

And with this in hand, we have via (1) a new proof of the usual Gauss law.
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(3) Regarding the curl, by discretizing and linearity we can assume that we are dealing
with a single charge ¢, positioned at 0. We have, by using spherical coordinates r, s, ¢:

b I K
/ <—qx3,d$>
o \lzl|

b
/ < E(z),dz >

In particular the integral of E over any closed loop vanishes, and by using now Stokes’
theorem, we conclude that the curl of E vanishes, as stated.

(4) Finally, as a side remark, both the formula of the divergence and the vanishing of
the curl are somewhat clear by looking at the field lines of E. However, as all the above
mathematics shows, there is certainly something to be understood, in all this. U

Moving ahead now, the question appears, what happens to the Gauss equations for
the electric field E, as formulated above in Theorem 12.18, when written in terms of the
associated potential V. And the answer here, which is remarkable, is as follows:

THEOREM 12.19 (Poisson). In terms of the electric potential V', the Gauss formula
becomes the Poisson equation, namely

AV =L

€0

with A =< V,V > being the Laplace operator, given by the formula

and the curl equation dissapears, being automatic for gradients.
PROOF. Here both the assertions are elementary, as follows:

(1) With E = —VV the Gauss equation < V, E >= p/eq becomes:

<V, VV>=_~

€0
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Thus we must have AV = —p/gq, with the operator A being given by:
Af = <V, Vf>

a qa
_ %) (%
4\
dz dz
2 2 2
Pf RS df

dz?  dy?* = dz?
Thus, we are led to the Poisson equation in the statement.

(2) Regarding now the curl, our claim is that the equation V x F = 0 simply dissapears,
this type of vanishing being automatic for gradients. Indeed, for any f we have:

w. L 94
V x ‘7j' = |Uy dy  dy
d d
d&f  df
dydz dzdy
= d’f _ d’f
iy
dxdy dydx
0
= 0
0
Thus, we are led to the conclusion in the statement. O

As an interesting feature of the potential approach, the Poisson equation makes sense,
and is in fact very interesting, even when no charge is present, and we have here:

THEOREM 12.20 (Laplace). In the case where no charges are present, the Poisson
equation, and so the Gauss and even Coulomb laws too, in a certain sense, become

AV =0

called Laplace equation, whose solutions are called harmonic functions. These functions
have an interesting mathematics, reminding that of the holomorphic functions in 2D.

PROOF. There are many things that can be said here, First, the Laplace equation
and its physical meaning come from the Poisson equation, and from the various potential
considerations in the above. And mathematically, the idea is that various remarkable
results about the holomorphic functions in 2D, such as the mean formula, extend to the
harmonic functions. Thus, many things to be discussed, and we refer to Rudin [73] for
the mathematics of harmonic functions, and to Griffiths [44] for their physics. O
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12c. Magnetic fields

Just by feeding a light bulb with a battery, and looking at the cables, and playing a
bit with them, we are led to the following interesting conclusion:

Fact 12.21. Parallel electric currents in opposite directions repel, and parallel electric
currents in the same direction attract.

We can in fact say even more, by further playing with the cables, armed this time
with a compass. The conclusion is that each cable produces some kind of “magnetic
field” around it, which interestingly, is not oriented in the direction of the current, but is
rather orthogonal to it, given by the right-hand rule, as follows:

Fact 12.22 (Right-hand rule). An electric current produces a magnetic field B which
1s orthogonal to it, whose direction is given by the right-hand rule,

©
/I\
0 )
/I\
©®

namely wrap your right hand around the cable, with the thumb pointing towards the direc-
tion of the current, and the movement of your wrist will give you the direction of B.

N\

This is something even more interesting than Fact 12.21. Indeed, not only moving
charges produce something new, that we’ll have to investigate, but they know well about
3D, and more specifically about orientation there, left and right, even if living in 1D.

And isn’t this amazing. Let us summarize this discussion with:
Fact 12.23. Charges are smart, they know about 3D, and about left and right.

With this discussed, let us go ahead and investigate the charge smartness, and more
specifically the magnetic fields discovered above. In order to evaluate the properties of
the magnetic fields B coming from electric currents, the simplest way is that of making
them act on exterior charges ). And we have here the following formula:

Fact 12.24 (Lorentz force law). The magnetic force on a charge @, moving with
velocity v in a magnetic field B, is as follows, with X being a vector product:

F,,=(vx B)Q
In the presence of both electric and magnetic fields, the total force on @ is
F=(E+vxDB)Q
where E is the electric field.
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Here the occurrence of the vector product X is not surprising, due to the fact that the
right-hand rule appears both in Fact 12.22, and in the definition of x. In fact, the Lorentz
force law is just a fancy reformulation of Fact 12.22, telling us that, once the magnetic
fields B duly axiomatized, and with this being a remaining problem, their action on
exterior charges ) will be proportional to the charge, F),, ~ ), and with the orientation
and magnitude coming from the 3D of the right-hand rule in Fact 12.22.

As an interesting application of the Lorentz force law, we have:

THEOREM 12.25. Magnetic forces do not work.

ProoOF. This might seem quite surprising, but the math is there, as follows:

AW, = < Fp,dx >
= < (vxB)Q,vdt >
= Q<vxBv>dt
0

Thus, we are led to the conclusion in the statement. U

Moving ahead now, let us talk axiomatization of electric currents, including units. We
have here the following definition, clarifying our previous discussion about coulombs:

DEFINITION 12.26. The electric currents I are measured in amperes, given by:
1A=1C/s
As a consequence, the coulomb is given by 1C' = 1A x 1s.

With this notion in hand, let us keep building the math and physics of magnetism.
So, assume that we are dealing with an electric current I, producing a magnetic field B.
In this context, the Lorentz force law from Fact 12.24 takes the following form:

Fm:/(dx x B)I

The current being typically constant along the wire, this reads:

F,=1 / dr x B
We can deduce from this the following result:
THEOREM 12.27. The volume current density J satisfies
<V,J>=—p

called continuity equation.
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PRrROOF. We have indeed the following computation, for any surface S enclosing a
volume V', based on the Lorentz force law, and on the overall chage conservation:

/<V,J> = /<J,n(x)>d:p
\% S

d

.y

Thus, we are led to the conclusion in the statement. Il
Moving ahead now, let us formulate the following definition:

DEFINITION 12.28. The realm of magnetostatics is that of the steady currents,

p=0 , J=0
in analogy with electrostatics, dealing with fixed charges.

As a first observation, for steady currents the continuity equation reads:
<V,J>=0
We have here a bit of analogy between electrostatics and magnetostatics, and with
this in mind, let us look for equations for the magnetic field B. We have:
Fact 12.29 (Biot-Savart law). The magnetic field of a steady line current is given by
- Mo I xx
dr ) 2P
where o 18 a certain constant, called the magnetic permeability of free space.

This law not only gives us all we need, for studying steady currents, and we will talk
about this in a moment, with math and everything, but also makes an amazing link with
the Coulomb force law, due to the following fact, which is also part of it:

Fact 12.30 (Biot-Savart, continued). The electric permittivity of free space ey and the
magnetic permeability of free space ug are related by the formula

1
Eoto = 2
where ¢ is as usual the speed of light.

This is something truly remarkable, and very deep, that will have numerous conse-
quences, in what follows, be that for investigating phenomena like radiation, or for making
the link with Einstein’s relativity theory, both crucially involving c.
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But, first of all, this is certainly an invitation to rediscuss units and constants, as a
continuation of our previous discussion on this topic. In what regards the units, we won’t
be impressed by the ampere, and keep using the coulomb, as a main unit:

CONVENTIONS 12.31. We keep using standard units, namely meters, kilograms, sec-
onds, along with the coulomb, defined by the following exact formula

5x 1018
0.801 088 317 ©
with e being minus the charge of the electron, which in practice means:

1C ~6.241 x 10" ¢

1C =

We will also use the ampere, defined as 1A = 1C/s, for measuring currents.

In what regards constants, however, time to do some cleanup. We have been boycotting
for some time already the Coulomb constant K, and using instead g9 = 1/(47K), due to
the ubiquitous 47 factor, first appearing as the area of the unit sphere, A = 47, in the
computation for the Gauss law for the unit sphere.

Together with Fact 12.30, this suggests using the numbers €y, g as our new constants,
by always keeping in mind opp = 1/c?, and by having of course the speed of light ¢ as
constant too, and we are led in this way into the following conventions:

CONVENTIONS 12.32. We use from now on as constants the electric permittivity of
free space €y and the magnetic permeability of free space g, given by

g0 = 8.854 187 8128(13) x 1072
to = 1.256 637 062 12(19) x 107°
as well as the speed of light, given by the following exact formula,
c=299792458
which are related by eopo = 1/c2, and with the Coulomb constant being K = 1/(4mey).

Observe in passing that we are not messing up our figures, which can be quite often
the case in this type of situation, because according to our data, and by truncating instead
of rounding, as busy theoretical physicists usually do, we have:

Eoploc® = 8.854 x 1.256 x 2.997% x 101671276 = .998
Getting back now to theory and math, the Biot-Savart law has as consequence:
THEOREM 12.33. We have the following formula:
<V,B>=0

That is, the divergence of the magnetic field vanishes.
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PRrROOF. We recall that the Biot-Savart law tells us that the magnetic field B of a
steady line current [ is given by the following formula:

. Mo I xx
An )l

By applying the divergence operator to this formula, we obtain:

,LLO IXZ’
B - =0 e
VB> 47r/<v’\\x113>
-2 fleesige) (e o
e TlP Tzl
_ Mo TN
- 4w/<0’||x||3> 0.9

=0

Thus, we are led to the conclusion in the statement. U

Regarding now the curl, we have here a similar result, as follows:

THEOREM 12.34 (Ampere law). We have the following formula,
VxB= IMQJ
computing the curl of the magnetic field.

PROOF. Again, we use the Biot-Savart law, telling us that the magnetic field B of a
steady line current [ is given by the following formula:
wo [I Xz
dr J =P

By applying the curl operator to this formula, we obtain:

B =

VxB = /v fxr
1ed|
= /<v >J <V, J>—
|| [? || [?
Ho
= dmd, - J —
At w0z - 47T 0
= o)
Thus, we are led to the conclusion in the statement. U

As a conclusion to all this, the equations of magnetostatics are as follows:
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THEOREM 12.35. The equations of magnetostatics are
<V,B>=0 , VXB=uJ
with the second equation being the Ampére law.

Proor. This follows indeed from the above discussion, and more specifically from
Theorem 12.33 and Theorem 12.34, which both follow from the Biot-Savart law. U

12d. Maxwell equations

Quite remarkably, and at the origin of all modern theory of electromagnetism, and of
any type of modern electrical engineering too, we have:

Fact 12.36 (Faraday laws). The following happen:

(1) Moving a wire loop ~ through a magnetic field B produces a current through ~y.
(2) Keeping ~ fized, but changing the strength of B, produces too current through ~y.

In order to understand what is going on here, let us start with the simplest electric
loop that we know, namely a battery feeding a light bulb:

O = = = o o N
* O]
O & = = == X

Here the star stands for the fact that we don’t really know what happens inside the
battery, typically a complicated chemical process. Nor we will actually worry about the
bulb, let us simply assume that this bulb does not exist at all. We will be interested in
the force driving the current around the loop, and we have here:

ProPOSITION 12.37. When writing the force driving the current through a loop v as

F=F +F,

with Fy, coming from the source, and F, coming from the loop, the quantity
€:/<F(x),da:>
v

called electromotive force, or emf of the loop, is simply obtained by integrating F.
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PRrROOF. We have indeed the following computation, based on the fact that F, being
an electrostatic force, its integral over the loop vanishes:

E = /<F(x),da:>

v

= /<F*(x),d:c>+/<Fe(l’),d$U>

v Y

= / < Fi(z),dx > +0

v

= / < Fi(z),dx >

il
Thus, we have our result, and with the remark of course that the emf £ € R is not
really a force, but this is the standard terminology, and we will use it. U

In relation now with the Faraday principles from Fact 12.36, these can be fine-tuned,
and reformulated in terms of the emf, in the following way:

Fact 12.38 (Faraday). The emf of a loop v moving through a magnetic field B is
E=—-d
where ® s the flux of the field B through the loop 7, given by:

®:/<B(m),dx>
v

As for the emf of a fixed loop v in a changing magnetic field B, this is

5':—/<B(:v),da7>
g

which by Stokes is equivalent to the Faraday law A X E = —B.

All the above is very useful in electromechanics, for construcing electric motors. Get-
ting back now to theory, the above considerations lead to the following conclusion:

Fact 12.39 (Faraday). In the context of moving chages, the electrostatics law

VXxE=0
must be replaced by the following equation,
VxE=-B

called Faraday law.

Along the same lines, and following now Maxwell, there is a correction as well to be
made to the main law of magnetostatics, namely the Ampere law, as follows:
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FacT 12.40 (Maxwell). In the context of moving chages, the Ampére law
V X B = upJ
must be replaced by the following equation,
V x B = pio(J + g0 F)
called Ampere law with Mazxwell correction term.

Now by putting everything together, and perhaps after doublecheking as well, with
all sorts of experiments, that the remaining electrostatics and magnetostatics laws, that
we have not modified, work indeed fine in the dynamic setting, we obtain:

THEOREM 12.41 (Maxwell). Electrodynamics is governed by the formulae

<V,E>:€ﬁ , <V,B>=0
0

VxE=-B |, VxB=puJ+uwekF

called Mazwell equations.
Proor. This follows indeed from the above, the details being as follows:
(1) The first equation is the Gauss law, that we know well.
(2) The second equation is something anonymous, that we know well too.
(3) The third equation is a previously anonymous law, modified into Faraday’s law.
(4) And the fourth equation is the Ampere law, as modified by Maxwell. O

The Maxwell equations are in fact not the end of everything, because in the context
of the 2-body problem, they must be replaced by quantum mechanics. More later.

12e. Exercises

Exercises:

EXERCISE 12.42.
EXERCISE 12.43.
EXERCISE 12.44.
EXERCISE 12.45.
EXERCISE 12.46.
EXERCISE 12.47.
EXERCISE 12.48.
EXERCISE 12.49.

Bonus exercise.
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Four dimensions



There was Slugger O’Toole who was drunk as a rule
And Fighting Bill Treacy from Dover
And your man Mick MacCann from the banks of the Bann
Was the skipper of the Irish Rover



CHAPTER 13

Linear algebra

13a. Diagonalization

Let us discuss now the diagonalization question for linear maps and matrices. The
basic diagonalization theory, formulated in terms of matrices, is as follows:

THEOREM 13.1. A wector v € CV is called eigenvector of A € My(C), with corre-
sponding eigenvalue A\, when A multiplies by X\ in the direction of v:

Av = v
In the case where CN has a basis vy, ...,vx formed by eigenvectors of A, with correspond-
ing eigenvalues A\, ..., Ay, in this new basis A becomes diagonal, as follows:
A1
A~
AN

Equivalently, if we denote by D = diag(\y,...,A\n) the above diagonal matriz, and by
P = vy ...vN]| the square matriz formed by the eigenvectors of A, we have:

A=prDpP!
In this case we say that the matrixz A is diagonalizable.
Proor. This is something elementary, the idea being as follows:

(1) The first assertion is clear, because the matrix which multiplies each basis element
v; by a number J; is precisely the diagonal matrix D = diag(Ay, ..., An).

(2) The second assertion follows from the first one, by changing the basis. We can
prove this by a direct computation as well, because we have Pe; = v;, and so:

PDP_:[UZ' = PDel = P)\Zel = )\1P€l = )\ivi
Thus, the matrices A and PDP~! coincide, as stated. O

In order to study the diagonalization problem, the idea is that the eigenvectors can
be grouped into linear spaces, called eigenspaces, as follows:

247



248 13. LINEAR ALGEBRA

THEOREM 13.2. Let A € My (C), and for any eigenvalue A € C define the correspond-
ing eigenspace as being the vector space formed by the corresponding eigenvectors:

E, = {UGCN‘AU:/\U}

These eigenspaces Ey are then in a direct sum position, in the sense that given vectors
v1 € Ey,,...,vp € B, corresponding to different eigenvalues Ay, ..., Ny, we have:

Zcivizo = ¢ =0

In particular, we have ), dim(E\) < N, with the sum being over all the eigenvalues, and
our matrix 1s diagonalizable precisely when we have equality.

PrRoOF. We prove the first assertion by recurrence on k € N. Assume by contradiction
that we have a formula as follows, with the scalars ¢y, ..., ¢, being not all zero:

i+ ... +cup =0
By dividing by one of these scalars, we can assume that our formula is:
Vp =C1V1 + ...+ Ch_1Vk_1
Now let us apply A to this vector. On the left we obtain:
Avp = Aup = A1 + .o+ ApCr_1Uk—1
On the right we obtain something different, as follows:
Alcivr + ..o+ p1vp1) = cAvp+ ..+ 1 Avg
= AU+ .. F 1 A—1Vk—1
We conclude from this that the following equality must hold:
ALCIUL + oo+ ApCrh_1Vk—1 = CIAVL + .« .. + Cl1 Ap—1Vk—1

On the other hand, we know by recurrence that the vectors wvy,...,vx_1 must be
linearly independent. Thus, the coefficients must be equal, at right and at left:

A€l = C1 A

NiCh—1 = Ch—1A\k—1

Now since at least one of the numbers ¢; must be nonzero, from A\.c; = ¢;\; we obtain
A = A, which is a contradiction. Thus our proof by recurrence of the first assertion is
complete. As for the second assertion, this follows from the first one. O

In order to reach now to more advanced results, we can use the following key fact:
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THEOREM 13.3. Given a matrizc A € My(C), consider its characteristic polynomial:
P(z) = det(A — zly)
The eigenvalues of A are then the roots of P. Also, we have the inequality
dim(E)) < my
where my s the multiplicity of A, as root of P.

PRrOOF. The first assertion follows from the following computation, using the fact that
a linear map is bijective when the determinant of the associated matrix is nonzero:

v, Av=> v <= Ju,(A-Aly)v=0
< det(A—Aly)=0

Regarding now the second assertion, given an eigenvalue A of our matrix A, consider
the dimension d) = dim(F)) of the corresponding eigenspace. By changing the basis of
CY, as for the eigenspace E) to be spanned by the first d) basis elements, our matrix
becomes as follows, with B being a certain smaller matrix:

Mg, 0
a~ (N b)
We conclude that the characteristic polynomial of A is of the following form:
PA :Pkld)\PB = ()\—x)d*PB

Thus the multiplicity m, of our eigenvalue A, viewed as a root of P, is subject to the
estimate m, > d,, and this leads to the conclusion in the statement. O

Now recall that we are over C, where any polynomial equation of degree N € N has
exactly IV solutions, counted with multiplicities. By using this, we are led to:

THEOREM 13.4. Given a matriz A € My(C), consider its characteristic polynomial
P(X) =det(A— X1n)
then factorize this polynomial, by computing the complex roots, with multiplicities,
P(X) = (—DN(X = A)™ . (X = \p)™
and finally compute the corresponding eigenspaces, for each eigenvalue found:

Ei:{UE(CN

Av = )\iv}
The dimensions of these eigenspaces satisfy then the following inequalities,

and A is diagonalizable precisely when we have equality for any i.
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Proor. This follows by combining the above results. By summing the inequalities
dim(E)) < m, from Theorem 13.3, we obtain an inequality as follows:

A A

On the other hand, we know from Theorem 13.2 that our matrix is diagonalizable
when we have global equality. Thus, we are led to the conclusion in the statement.  [J

This was for the main result of linear algebra. There are countless applications of this,
and generally speaking, advanced linear algebra consists in building on Theorem 13.4.
Let us record as well a useful algorithmic version of the above result:

THEOREM 13.5. The square matrices A € Mn(C) can be diagonalized as follows:

(1) Compute the characteristic polynomial.

(2) Factorize the characteristic polynomial.

(3) Compute the eigenvectors, for each eigenvalue found.
(4) If there are no N eigenvectors, A is not diagonalizable.
(5) Otherwise, A is diagonalizable, A= PDP™L.

PRrROOF. This is an informal reformulation of Theorem 13.4, with (4) referring to the
total number of linearly independent eigenvectors found in (3), and with A = PDP~! in
(5) being the usual diagonalization formula, with P, D being as before. O

As a remark here, in step (3) it is always better to start with the eigenvalues having
big multiplicity. Indeed, a multiplicity 1 eigenvalue, for instance, can never lead to the
end of the computation, via (4), simply because the eigenvectors always exist.

13b. Spectral theorems

Let us go back to the diagonalization question, discussed in the previous section. We
have in fact diagonalization results which are far more powerful. We first have:

THEOREM 13.6. Any matriz A € My(C) which is self-adjoint, A = A*, is diagonaliz-
able, with the diagonalization being of the following type,

A=UDU*
with U € Uy, and with D € My(R) diagonal. The converse holds too.

PROOF. As a first remark, the converse trivially holds, because if we take a matrix of
the form A = UDU*, with U unitary and D diagonal and real, then we have:

A* = (UDU*)* = UD*U* = UDU* = A
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In the other sense now, assume that A is self-adjoint, A = A*. Our first claim is that
the eigenvalues are real. Indeed, assuming Av = Av, we have:

A<v, 0> = < Av,v>
= < Av,v>
= <v,Av >
= <v,A\v>

5\<U,U>

Thus we obtain A € R, as claimed. Our next claim now is that the eigenspaces
corresponding to different eigenvalues are pairwise orthogonal. Assume indeed that:

Av=X v |, Aw=pw
We have then the following computation, using A, u € R:

A<v,w> = < Av,w >
= < Av,w >
= <v,Aw >
= <v,pw >
= p<v,w>
Thus A # p implies v L w, as claimed. In order now to finish the proof, it remains to

prove that the eigenspaces of A span the whole space CV. For this purpose, we will use
a recurrence method. Let us pick an eigenvector of our matrix:

Av = Xv
Assuming now that we have a vector w orthogonal to it, v 1 w, we have:

<Aw,v> = <w,Av >
= <w,\v >
= A<w,v>
= 0
Thus, if v is an eigenvector, then the vector space v is invariant under A. Moreover,
since a matrix A is self-adjoint precisely when < Av,v >€ R for any vector v € CV, as

one can see by expanding the scalar product, the restriction of A to the subspace v* is
self-adjoint. Thus, we can proceed by recurrence, and we obtain the result. U

Observe that, as a consequence of the above result, that you certainly might have
heard of, any symmetric matrix A € My(R) is diagonalizable. In fact, we have:
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THEOREM 13.7. Any matriz A € My(R) which is symmetric, A = A', is diagonaliz-
able, with the diagonalization being of the following type,
A=UDU'
with U € O, and with D € My(R) diagonal. The converse holds too.

PROOF. As before, the converse trivially holds, because if we take a matrix of the
form A = UDU", with U orthogonal and D diagonal and real, then we have A® = A. In
the other sense now, this follows from Theorem 13.6, and its proof. O

As basic examples of self-adjoint matrices, we have the orthogonal projections:

PROPOSITION 13.8. The matrices P € My(C) which are projections, P? = P* = P,
are precisely those which diagonalize as follows,
P=UDU*
with U € Uy, and with D € My(0,1) being diagonal.
PROOF. Since we have P* = P, by using Theorem 13.6, the eigenvalues must be real.
Then, by using P? = P, assuming that we have Pv = \v, we obtain:
A<v, o> = < Av,v>
= < Pv,v>
= < P,v>
= < Pv,Pv >
= < A\v, v >
= N<ovv>
We therefore have A € {0, 1}, as claimed, and as a final conclusion here, the diagonal-
ization of the self-adjoint matrices is as follows, with e; € {0, 1}:
€1
P~
eN
To be more precise, the number of 1 values is the dimension of the image of P. Il
In the real case, the result regarding the projections is as follows:
PROPOSITION 13.9. The matrices P € My(R) which are projections, P> = Pt = P,
are precisely those which diagonalize as follows,
P=UDU"
with U € Oy, and with D € My(0,1) being diagonal.

Proor. This follows indeed from Proposition 13.8, and its proof. U
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An important class of self-adjoint matrices, which includes for instance all the projec-
tions, are the positive matrices. The theory here is as follows:

THEOREM 13.10. For a matrix A € My(C) the following conditions are equivalent,
and if they are satisfied, we say that A is positive:
(1) A= B?, with B = B*.
(2) A= CC*, for some C € My(C).
(3) < Az, x >> 0, for any vector x € CV.
(4) A = A*, and the eigenvalues are positive, \; > 0.
(5) A=UDU*, with U € Uy and with D € My(R,) diagonal.

PROOF. The idea is that the equivalences in the statement basically follow from some
elementary computations, with only Theorem 13.6 needed, at some point:

(1) = (2) This is clear, because we can take C' = B.
(2) = (3) This follows from the following computation:
<Ar,x> = <CC'zx,x >
= <C'z,C*x >
0
(3) = (4) By using the fact that < Az, x > is real, we have:

v

<Ar,x > = <z, A'c>
= <A'z,z >
Thus we have A = A*, and the remaining assertion, regarding the eigenvalues, follows
from the following computation, assuming Az = \x:
<Ax,x> = <Ar,r>
= A<x,x>
0
(4) = (5) This follows indeed by using Theorem 13.6.

(5) = (1) Assuming A = UDU* with U € Uy, and with D € My(R,) diagonal,
we can set B = Uv/DU*. Then B is self-adjoint, and its square is given by:
B* = UVDU*-UVDU"
= UDU”
A

IV

Thus, we are led to the conclusion in the statement. U

Let us record as well the following technical version of the above result:
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THEOREM 13.11. For a matrix A € My(C) the following conditions are equivalent,
and if they are satisfied, we say that A is strictly positive:

(1) A= B?, with B = B*, invertible.
A =CC*, for some C € My(C) invertible.

(2)
(3) < Az, z >> 0, for any nonzero vector v € CV.

(4) A = A*, and the eigenvalues are strictly positive, \; > 0.
(5) A=UDU*, with U € Uy and with D € My(R%) diagonal.

Proor. This follows either from Theorem 13.10, by adding the above various extra
assumptions, or from the proof of Theorem 13.10, by modifying where needed. O

Let us discuss now the case of the unitary matrices. We have here:

THEOREM 13.12. Any matriz U € My(C) which is unitary, U* = U™, is diagonaliz-
able, with the eigenvalues on T. More precisely we have

U=VDV*
with V € Uy, and with D € My(T) diagonal. The converse holds too.

PROOF. As a first remark, the converse trivially holds, because given a matrix of type
U=VDV* with V € Uy, and with D € My(T) being diagonal, we have:
u* = (VDV*)*
= VD'V*
= VD 'v!
— (V*)—ID—lv—l
= (VvDv*)!
= Ut

Let us prove now the first assertion, stating that the eigenvalues of a unitary matrix
U € Uy belong to T. Indeed, assuming Uv = Av, we have:

<v,v> = <UUv,v>
< Uv,Uv >

= <A, v >

= N*<v,v>

Thus we obtain A € T, as claimed. Our next claim now is that the eigenspaces
corresponding to different eigenvalues are pairwise orthogonal. Assume indeed that:

Uv=M , Uw=pw
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We have then the following computation, using U* = U~ and \, u € T:
A<v,w> = < Av,w >
= <Uv,w>
= <v,Uw >
= <ov,U'w>
= <, /flw >
= p<vw>
Thus A\ # p implies v L w, as claimed. In order now to finish the proof, it remains to

prove that the eigenspaces of U span the whole space CV. For this purpose, we will use
a recurrence method. Let us pick an eigenvector of our matrix:

Uv =M
Assuming that we have a vector w orthogonal to it, v L w, we have:
<Uw,v> = <w,U'v>
= <w,U'w>
= <w X o>
= A<w,v>
=0

Thus, if v is an eigenvector, then the vector space v+ is invariant under U. Now since

U is an isometry, so is its restriction to this space v*. Thus this restriction is a unitary,
and so we can proceed by recurrence, and we obtain the result. Il

Let us record as well the real version of the above result, in a weak form:

PROPOSITION 13.13. Any matriz U € My(R) which is orthogonal, U' = U™, is
diagonalizable, with the eigenvalues on T. More precisely we have

U=VDV*
with V € Uy, and with D € My(T) being diagonal.
ProOOF. This follows indeed from Theorem 13.12. U

Observe that the above result does not provide us with a complete characterization
of the matrices U € My (R) which are orthogonal. To be more precise, the question left
is that of understanding when the matrices of type U = VDV*, with V € Uy, and with
D € My(T) being diagonal, are real, and this is something non-trivial.

As an illustration for the above, for the simplest unitaries that we know, namely the
rotations in the real plane, we have the following result:
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THEOREM 13.14. The rotation of angle t € R in the real plane, namely
cost —sint
oy = (sint cost )

can be diagonalized over the complex numbers, as follows:

L1 1\ (e 0 (1 —i
Rt:ﬁ(z’ —i)(O eit)<1 z)

Over the real numbers this is impossible, unless t = 0, .

PROOF. The last assertion is something clear, that we already know, coming from the
fact that at ¢ # 0, 7 our rotation is a “true” rotation, having no eigenvectors in the plane.
Regarding the first assertion, the point is that we have the following computation:

1 —si 1 (1
(- (2t () ()
7 sint cost 7 )
We have as well a second eigenvector, as follows:
1 —si 1 1
(1) () (0)-()
—1 sint cost - -

Thus our matrix R; is diagonalizable over C, with the diagonal form being:

e 0
Rt ~ ( 0 6it>

As for the passage matrix, obtained by putting together the eigenvectors, this is:

=i L)

In order to invert now P, we can use the standard inversion formula for the 2 x 2
matrices, which is the same as the one in the real case, and which gives:

1 (=i -1 1 /1 —i
-1 _ _
e ()00

Thus, we are led to the conclusion in the statement. Il

13c. Normal matrices

Back to generalities, the self-adjoint matrices and the unitary matrices are particular
cases of the general notion of a “normal matrix”, and we have here:

THEOREM 13.15. Any matriz A € My(C) which is normal, AA* = A*A, is diagonal-
izable, with the diagonalization being of the following type,

A=UDU"
with U € Uy, and with D € My(C) diagonal. The converse holds too.
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PROOF. As a first remark, the converse trivially holds, because if we take a matrix of
the form A = UDU*, with U unitary and D diagonal, then we have:

AA* = UDU*-UD*U*
= UDDU*
= UD*DU*
= UD'U*-UDU*
= A*A
In the other sense now, this is something more technical. Our first claim is that a
matrix A is normal precisely when the following happens, for any vector v:

|| Av]| = [[A"v]]
Indeed, the above equality can be written as follows:
< AA*v, v >=< A"Av,v >

But this is equivalent to AA* = A*A, by expanding the scalar products. Our claim
now is that A, A* have the same eigenvectors, with conjugate eigenvalues:

Av =\ = A*v =\

Indeed, this follows from the following computation, and from the trivial fact that if
A is normal, then so is any matrix of type A — A\l y:

1(A" = Aly)oll = [I(A = Aly)"|
= [I(A = Aly)v]]
=0
Let us prove now, by using this, that the eigenspaces of A are pairwise orthogonal.
Assume that we have two eigenvectors, corresponding to different eigenvalues, A # u:
Av=X v , Aw=pw
We have the following computation, which shows that A # p implies v L w:
A<v,w> = < Iv,w >
< Av,w >
= <v,A"w >
= <wv,pw >
= p<v,w>

In order to finish, it remains to prove that the eigenspaces of A span the whole C.
This is something that we have already seen for the self-adjoint matrices, and for unitaries,
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and we will use here these results, in order to deal with the general normal case. As a
first observation, given an arbitrary matrix A, the matrix AA* is self-adjoint:

(AA") = AA”
Thus, we can diagonalize this matrix AA*, as follows, with the passage matrix being
a unitary, V' € Uy, and with the diagonal form being real, £ € My(R):
AA* =V EV*

Now observe that, for matrices of type A = UDU*, which are those that we supposed
to deal with, we have the following formulae:

V=U , E=DD

In particular, the matrices A and AA* have the same eigenspaces. So, this will be
our idea, proving that the eigenspaces of AA* are eigenspaces of A. In order to do so, let
us pick two eigenvectors v, w of the matrix AA*, corresponding to different eigenvalues,
A # p. The eigenvalue equations are then as follows:

AAv =X v , AA™w = pw
We have the following computation, using the normality condition AA* = A*A, and

the fact that the eigenvalues of AA*, and in particular p, are real:

A< Av,w > = < NAv,w >
< Alv,w >
= < AAA™v,w >
= <AAAv,w >
< Av, AA*w >
= < Av,pw >
= u<Av,w >

We conclude that we have < Av, w >= 0. But this reformulates as follows:
NAu = A(Ey) L E,
Now since the eigenspaces of AA* are pairwise orthogonal, and span the whole CV,
we deduce from this that these eigenspaces are invariant under A:
A(E)) C E,

But with this result in hand, we can finish the proof of the theorem. Indeed, we
can decompose the problem, and the matrix A itself, following these eigenspaces of AA*,
which in practice amounts in saying that we can assume that we only have 1 eigenspace.
By rescaling, this is the same as assuming that we have AA* = 1, and so we are now into
the unitary case, that we know how to solve, as explained in Theorem 13.12. U

As a first application of our latest spectral theorem, we have the following result:
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THEOREM 13.16. Given a matriv A € My(C), we can construct a matriz |A| as
follows, by using the fact that A*A is diagonalizable, with positive eigenvalues:

|A| = VA A

This matriz | A| is then positive, and its square is |A|> = A. In the case N = 1, we obtain
in this way the usual absolute value of the complexr numbers.

PRrROOF. Consider indeed the matrix A*A, which is normal. According to Theorem
13.15, we can diagonalize this matrix as follows, with U € Uy, and with D diagonal:

A=UDU"

From A*A > 0 we obtain D > 0. But this means that the entries of D are real, and
positive. Thus we can extract the square root v/ D, and then set:

VA*A = UVDU*

Thus, we are basically done. Indeed, if we call this latter matrix |A|, then we are led to
the conclusions in the statement. Finally, the last assertion is clear from definitions. [J

We can now formulate a first polar decomposition result, as follows:
THEOREM 13.17. Any invertible matriv A € My(C) decomposes as
A=TU|A|
with U € Uy, and with |A| = v/ A*A as above.

ProoF. This is routine, and follows by comparing the actions of A, |A| on the vectors
v € CV, and deducing from this the existence of a unitary U € Uy as above. O

Observe that at N = 1 we obtain in this way the usual polar decomposition of the
nonzero complex numbers. More generally now, we have the following result:

THEOREM 13.18. Any square matriz A € My(C) decomposes as
A=TU|A|
with U being a partial isometry, and with |A| = vV A*A as above.

PROOF. Again, this follows by comparing the actions of A, |A| on the vectors v € CV,
and deducing from this the existence of a partial isometry U as above. Alternatively, we
can get this from Theorem 13.17, applied on the complement of the 0-eigenvectors.  [J
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13d. Spectral measures

We would like to discuss now some interesting applications of our various spectral
theorems to probability theory. Let us start with something basic, as follows:

DEFINITION 13.19. Let X be a probability space, that is, a space with a probability
measure, and with the corresponding integration denoted E, and called expectation.

(1) The random variables are the real functions f € L>(X).
(2) The moments of such a variable are the numbers My(f) = E(f*).
(3) The law of such a variable is the measure given by My(f) = [ #%dpus(x).

Here, and in what follows, we use the term “law” for “probability distribution”, which
means exactly the same thing, and is more convenient. Regarding now the fact that the
law gy exists indeed, this is true, but not exactly trivial. By linearity, we would like to
have a probability measure making hold the following formula, for any P € C[X]:

Ewunzépummm

By using a standard continuity argument, it is enough to have this formula for the
characteristic functions y; of the arbitrary measurable sets of real numbers I C R:

mmunzémummm

But this latter formula, which reads P(f € I) = ps(I), can serve as a definition for
ttr, and we are done. Alternatively, assuming some familiarity with measure theory, py is
the push-forward of the probability measure on X, via the function f : X — R.

Let us summarize this discussion in the form of a theorem, as follows:

THEOREM 13.20. The law p1y of a random variable f exists indeed, and we have

qu»=4¢mwwm

for any integrable function ¢ : R — C.

Proor. This follows from the above discussion, and with the precise assumption on
¢ : R — C, which is its integrability, in the abstract mathematical sense, being in fact
something that we will not really need, in what follows. In fact, for most purposes we will
get away with polynomials ¢ € C[X], and by linearity this means that we can get away
with monomials ¢(z) = 2*, which brings us back to Definition 13.19 (3), as stated. [

Getting now to the case of the matrices A € My(C), here it is quite tricky to figure
out what the law of A should mean, based on intuition only. So, in the lack of a bright
idea, let us just reproduce Definition 13.19, with a few modifications, as follows:
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DEFINITION 13.21. Let N € N, and consider the algebra My(C) of complex N x N
matrices, with its normalized trace tr : Mx(C) — C, given by tr(A) = Tr(A)/N.

(1) We call random variables the self-adjoint matrices A € My (C).
(2) The moments of such a variable are the numbers My(A) = tr(AF).
(3) The law of such a variable is the measure gien by My(A) = [o aFdpa(z).

Here we have normalized the trace, as to have tr(1) = 1, in analogy with the formula
E(1) = 1 from usual probability. By the way, as a piece of advice here, many confusions
appear from messing up tr and T'r, and it is better ot forget about T'r, and always use tr.
With the drawback that if you're a physicist, tr might get messed up in quick handwriting
with the reduced Planck constant & = h/27w. However, shall you ever face this problem,
I have an advice here too, namely forgetting about h, and using h instead of h.

Another comment is that we assumed in (1) that our matrix is self-adjoint, A = A*,
with the adjoint matrix being given, as usual, by the formula (A*);; = A;;. Why this,
because for instance at N = 1 we would like our matrix, which in the case N = 1 is
a number, to be real, and so we must assume A = A*. Of course there is still some
discussion here, for instance because you might argue that why not assuming instead that
the entries of A are real. But let us leave this for later, and in the meantime, just trust
me. Or perhaps, let us both trust Heisenberg, who was the first intensive user of complex
matrices, and who declared that such matrices must be self-adjoint. More later.

Back to work now, what we have in Definition 13.21 looks quite reasonable, but as
before with the usual random variables f € L>(X), some discussion is needed, in order
to understand if the law p, exists indeed, and by which mechanism. And, good news
here, in the case of the simplest matrices, the real diagonal ones, we have:

THEOREM 13.22. For any diagonal matrizc A € My(R) we have the formula

1
tr(P(A)) = N(P(Al) +...+P(\y))
where Ay, ..., An € R are the diagonal entries of A. Thus the measure

1
na = N((S/\l +...+(5,\N)
can be regarded as being the law of A, in the sense of Definition 13.21.

PROOF. Assume indeed that we have a real diagonal matrix, as follows, with the
convention that the matrix entries which are missing are by definition 0 entries:
A1
A=
AN
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The powers of A are then diagonal too, given by the following formula:
A
AF =
AN
In fact, given any polynomial P € C[X], we have the following formula:

P(\)
P(A) =
P(An)

Thus, the first formula in the statement holds indeed. In particular, we conclude that
the moments of A are given by the following formula:

1
M(A) = tr(A*) = N Z A
On the other hand, with s = 5 (5, + ...+ d5,) as in the statement, we have:

1
k k
d = — doy,
/Rx pale) = }ij/Rx \ (@)
1 k
=y
Thus that the law of A exists indeed, and is the measure p4, as claimed. U

The point now is that, by using the spectral theorem for self-adjoint matrices, we have
the following generalization of Theorem 13.22, dealing with the general case:
THEOREM 13.23. For a self-adjoint matriz A € My(C) we have the formula
1

where A1, ..., Any € R are the eigenvalues of A. Thus the measure

1
HaA = N((;M +...+(5>\N)
can be regarded as being the law of A, in the sense of Definition 13.21.

ProoF. We already know, from Theorem 13.22, that the result holds indeed for the
diagonal matrices. In the general case now, that of an arbitrary self-adjoint matrix, we
know from before that our matrix is diagonalizable, as follows:

A=UDU"
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Now observe that the moments of A are given by the following formula:

tr(A¥) = tr(UDU*-UDU*...UDU")
= tr(UD*U")
= tr(D")

We conclude from this, by reasoning by linearity, that the matrices A, D have the
same law, u4 = pup, and this gives all the assertions in the statement. U

The above theory is not the end of the story, because we can talk about complex
random variables, f : X — C, and about non-self-adjoint matrices too, A # A*. We will
see that, with a bit of know-how, we can have some law technology going on, for both.

Let us start with the complex variables f € L>(X). The main difference with respect
to the real case comes from the fact that we have now a pair of variables instead of one,
namely f : X — C itself, and its conjugate f : X — C. Thus, we are led to:

DEFINITION 13.24. The moments a complex variable f € L>®(X) are the numbers
Mi(f) = B(f*)
depending on colored integers k = o e @ o ... with the conventions
=1, fr=f ., =75
and multiplicativity, in order to define the colored powers f*.

Observe that, since f, f commute, we can permute terms, and restrict the attention
to exponents of type k= ...ooceeee ... if we want to. However, our various results
below will look better without doing this, so we will use Definition 13.24 as stated.

Regarding now the notion of law, this extends too, the result being as follows:

THEOREM 13.25. Each complex variable f € L*>°(X) has a law, which is by definition
a complex probability measure piy making the following formula hold,

Munzlfwwu>

for any colored integer k. Moreover, we have in fact the formula

E@Gﬂ=4w@@%@

valid for any integrable function ¢ : C — C.
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PRrROOF. The first assertion follows exactly as in the real case, and with z* being

defined exactly as f*, namely by the following formulae, and multiplicativity:
d=1, 2=z, =z

As for the second assertion, this basically follows from this by linearity and continuity,
by using standard measure theory, again as in the real case. O

Moving ahead towards matrices, all this leads to a mixture of easy and complicated
problems. First, Definition 13.24 has the following straightforward analogue:

DEFINITION 13.26. The moments a matrizx A € My(C) are the numbers
M, (A) = tr(A¥)
depending on colored integers k = o e e o ... with the usual conventions
A"=1 | A=A | A=A
and multiplicativity, in order to define the colored powers AF.

As a first observation about this, unless the matrix is normal, AA* = A*A, we cannot
switch to exponents of type k =...cooeeee ... asit was theoretically possible for the
complex variables f € L>°(X). Here is an explicit counterexample for this:

ProOPOSITION 13.27. The following matrix, which is not normal,
0 1
(00
has the property tr(JJ*JJ*) # tr(JJJ*J*).

PRrROOF. We have the following formulae, which show that J is not normal:
« (0 1\ /0 0y (1 0
1= (5 0) (1 8) =0 o)
«7 (0 0y (0 1\ (0 O
r7=(10) (6 0)= (0 1)
Let us compute now the quantities in the statement. We first have:

(T TT) = tr((JJ)2) = tr ((1) 8) :%

On the other hand, we have as well the following formula:

e (N I R

Thus, we are led to the conclusion in the statement. U
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The above counterexample makes it quite clear that things will be complicated, when
attempting to talk about the law of an arbitrary matrix A € My(C). But, there is
solution to everything. By being a bit smart, we can formulate things as follows:

DEFINITION 13.28. The law of a complex matric A € My(C) is the following func-
tional, on the algebra of polynomials in two noncommuting variables X, X*:

pa:C< X, X*>—-C |, P—tr(P(A)

In the case where we have a complex probability measure ps € P(C) such that

tr(P(4)) = / P() dyua(x)

we identify this complex measure with the law of A.

As mentioned above, this is something smart, that will take us some time to under-
stand. As a first observation, knowing the law is the same as knowing the moments,
because if we write our polynomial as P = ), ¢z X k then we have:

tr(P(A)) =tr (Z ckAk) = Z ceMi(A)

Let us try now to compute some matrix laws, and see what we get. We already did
some computations in the real case, and then for the basic 2 x 2 Jordan block J too, and
based on all this, we can formulate the following result, with mixed conclusions:

THEOREM 13.29. The following happen:
(1) If A= A* then pa = (A1 + ...+ Ay), with A\; € R being the eigenvalues.
(2) If A is diagonal, jia = ~ (M + ...+ An), with \; € C being the eigenvalues.

(3) For the basic Jordan block J, the law uy is not a complex measure.
(4) In fact, assuming AA* # A*A, the law py is not a complex measure.

PRroOF. This follows from the above, with only (4) being new. Assuming AA* # A*A,

in order to show that 4 is not a measure, we can use a positivity trick, as follows:
AA* — A*A#£0 (AA* — A*A)? >0

AATAAY — AATAA — ATAAA" + ATAAA >0
tr(AA"AA* — AAA"A — ATAAA" + ATAA™A) > 0
tr(AA*AA* + AAA*A) > tr(AATA*A 4+ AAAA™)
tr(AA*AAY) > tr(AAA™AY)

Thus, we can conclude as in the proof for J, the point being that we cannot obtain
both the above numbers by integrating |z|? with respect to a measure 4 € P(C). U

Ly

Fortunately, by using the spectral theorem for normal matrices, we have:
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THEOREM 13.30. Given a matriz A € My(C) which is normal, AA* = A*A, we have
the following formula, valid for any polynomial P € C < X, X* >,

tr(P(A)) = %(P(Al) 4+ POW)

where \q,...,An € C are the eigenvalues of A. Thus the complex measure
1
pa =70+ + 0y

is the law of A. In the non-normal case, the law pa is not a measure.

PROOF. As before in the diagonal case, since our matrix is normal, AA* = A*A,
knowing its law in the abstract sense of generalized probability is the same as knowing
the restriction of this abstract distribution to the usual polynomials in two variables:

pa:CX, X" —-C |, P—tr(P(A)

In order now to compute this functional, we can write A = UDU*, as in Theorem
13.15, and then change the basis via U, which in practice means that we can simply
assume U = 1. Thus if we denote by Ay, ..., Ay the diagonal entries of D, which are the
eigenvalues of A, the law that we are looking for is the following functional:

1
pa:CIX, X*1—-C , P— N(P()\l) +...+P(\))

But this functional corresponds to integrating P with respect to the following complex

measure, that we agree to still denote by g4, and call distribution of A:

1
HA = N(5>\1 —|——|—(S>\N)

Thus, we are led to the conclusion in the statement. Il

13e. Exercises

Exercises:

EXERCISE 13.31.
EXERCISE 13.32.
EXERCISE 13.33.
EXERCISE 13.34.
EXERCISE 13.35.
EXERCISE 13.36.
EXERCISE 13.37.
EXERCISE 13.38.

Bonus exercise.



CHAPTER 14

Relativity theory

14a. Speed addition

Based on experiments by Fizeau, then Michelson-Morley and others, and some physics
by Maxwell and Lorentz too, Einstein came upon the following principles:

Fact 14.1 (Einstein principles). The following happen:

(1) Light travels in vacuum at a finite speed, ¢ < oo.
(2) This speed c is the same for all inertial observers.
(3) In non-vacuum, the light speed is lower, v < c.
(4) Nothing can travel faster than light, v # c.

The point now is that, obviously, something is wrong here. Indeed, assuming for
instance that we have a train, running in vacuum at speed v > 0, and someone on board
lights a flashlight * towards the locomotive, then an observer o on the ground will see the
light travelling at speed ¢ + v > ¢, which is a contradiction:

—0— o— —0—-0—-0-0-

O.— - = >
ctv
Equivalently, with the same train running, in vacuum at speed v > 0, if the observer
on the ground lights a flashlight * towards the back of the train, then viewed from the
train, that light will travel at speed ¢ + v > ¢, which is a contradiction again:

< - — — =0 —_—
c+v v

267
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Summarizing, Fact 14.1 implies ¢ + v = ¢, so contradicts classical mechanics, which
therefore needs a fix. By dividing all speeds by ¢, as to have ¢ = 1, and by restricting the
attention to the 1D case, to start with, we are led to the following puzzle:

PuzzLE 14.2. How to define speed addition on the space of 1D speeds, which is
I=1[-1,1]
with our ¢ =1 convention, as to have 1 4+ ¢ =1, as required by physics?

In view of our geometric knowledge so far, a natural idea here would be that of
wrapping [—1, 1] into a circle, and then stereographically projecting on R. Indeed, we can
then “import” to [—, 1, 1] the usual addition on R, via the inverse of this map.

So, let us see where all this leads us. First, the formula of our map is as follows:

PROPOSITION 14.3. The map wrapping [—1,1] into the unit circle, and then stereo-
graphically projecting on R is given by the formula
U
¢(u) = tan (7)

with the convention that our wrapping is the most straightforward one, making correspond
+1 — i, with negatives on the left, and positives on the right.

PROOF. Regarding the wrapping, as indicated, this is given by:
’ T
u—et | t=mu-— 5

Indeed, this correspondence wraps [—1, 1] as above, the basic instances of our corre-
spondence being as follows, and with everything being fine modulo 27:

T 1 T 1 T
-1 - i — _ Z 1 -
—>2 , 2—> ™ , 00— 5 2—>O , —>2

Regarding now the stereographic projection, the picture here is as follows:
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Thus, by Thales, the formula of the stereographic projection is as follows:

cost 1 —sint cost

= rT = ——
T 1 1 —sint
Now if we compose our wrapping operation above with the stereographic projection,
what we get is, via the above Thales formula, and some trigonometry:

cost
YT 1T sint
oS (7ru — %)
- 1—sin(7ru—§)
oS (% — 7ru)
B 1+sin(’21—77u)
sin(mu)
T o1+ cos(mu)
2sin (%) cos (%)
- 2 cos? (”—2“)
U
= tan <7>
Thus, we are led to the conclusion in the statement. U

The above result is very nice, but when it comes to physics, things do not work, for

instance because of the wrong slope of the function ¢(u) = tan (%) at the origin, which

makes our summing on [—1, 1] not compatible with the Galileo addition, at low speeds.

So, what to do? Obviously, trash Proposition 14.3, and start all over again. Getting
back now to Puzzle 14.2, this has in fact a simpler solution, based this time on algebra,
and which in addition is the good, physically correct solution, as follows:

THEOREM 14.4. If we sum the speeds according to the Finstein formula
u—+v
1+wuv
then the Galileo formula still holds, approximately, for low speeds

U+ V=

U+ >2u+v
and if we have u =1 or v =1, the resulting sum is u +.v = 1.

ProoF. All this is self-explanatory, and clear from definitions, and with the Einstein
formula of u 4, v itself being just an obvious solution to Puzzle 14.2, provided that,
importantly, we know 0 geometry, and rely on very basic algebra only. U
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So, very nice, problem solved, at least in 1D. But, shall we give up with geometry,
and the stereographic projection? Certainly not, let us try to recycle that material. In
order to do this, let us recall that the usual trigonometric functions are given by:

eix _ efim eiz + efix eiz _ efix
sing = ———— |, coST=—"7— |, tanr=-———
2i 2 i(e® + e~ir)

The point now is that, and you might know this from calculus, the above functions
have some natural “hyperbolic” or “imaginary” analogues, constructed as follows:

et —e™” et +e’ " et —e™”
sinhr = —— | coshx = ete” , tanhr = ——
2 2 er +e*

But the function on the right, tanh, starts reminding the formula of Einstein addition,

from Theorem 14.4. So, we have our idea, and we are led to the following result:

THEOREM 14.5. The Finstein speed summation in 1D is given by
tanh x +, tanh y = tanh(z + y)
with tanh : [—oo, 00] — [—1, 1] being the hyperbolic tangent function.

Proor. This follows by putting together our various formulae above, but it is perhaps
better, for clarity, to prove this directly. Our claim is that we have:

tanh x 4 tanhy
tanh =
anh(z + ) 1+ tanh z tanhy

But this can be checked via direct computation, from the definitions, as follows:
tanhx + tanhy
1+ tanh z tanhy
(e”” —e T e¥— e‘y) et —e T e¥—eY
B
e’ +e eY+e7Y e’ +e eY+e7Y
(e —e™)(eV +e )+ (e"+e ™)(e! —e)
(e +e®)(ev+e¥)+ (e —e®)(e¥ +eY)
2(eP Y — e=Y)
2(ety + e—+v)
= tanh(z +y)

Thus, we are led to the conclusion in the statement. [l

Very nice all this, hope you agree. As a conclusion, passing from the Riemann stere-
ographic projection sum to the Einstein summation basically amounts in replacing:

tan — tanh

Which sound quite good and conceptual, and we will stop here our 1D study.
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14b. Three dimensions

Let us attempt now to construct u +. v in arbitrary dimensions, just by using our
common sense and intuition. When the vectors u,v € RY are proportional, we are

basically in 1D, and so our addition formula must satisfy:
u—+v

U~V = UtV = """

1+ <u,v >

However, the formula on the right will not work as such in general, for arbitrary speeds
u,v € RV, and this because we have, as main requirement for our operation, in analogy
with the 1 4+, v = 1 formula from 1D, the following condition:

ul| =1 = u+.v=u
Equivalently, in analogy with v 4. 1 =1 from 1D, we would like to have:
]| =1 = u+,v=v

Summarizing, our u ~ v formula above is not bad, as a start, but we must add a
correction term to it, for the above requirements to be satisfied, and of course with the
correction term vanishing when u ~ v. So, we are led to a math puzzle:

PuzziLe 14.6. What vanishes when u ~ v, and then how to correctly define

U+ UV + Yy

UteV =
1+ <u,v>

as for the correction term v, to vanish when u ~ v?

But the solution to the first question is well-known in 3D. Indeed, here we can use the
vector product u X v, that we met before, which notoriously satisfies:

u~v —= uxv=_0

Thus, our correction term 7,, must be something containing w = w X v, which vanishes
when this vector w vanishes, and in addition arranged such that ||u|| = 1 produces a
simplification, with u+.v = u as end result, and with ||v|| = 1 producing a simplification
too, with v +, v = v as end result. Thus, our vector calculus puzzle becomes:

PuzzLe 14.7. How to correctly define the Einstein summation in 3 dimensions,

I R e

U+ V=
1+ <u,v>

with w = u X v, in such a way as for the correction term Yy, to satisfy
w=0 = Yuw =0

and also such that ||[u|| =1 = u+.v=wu, and ||v|]| = u+.v =107
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In order to solve this latter puzzle, the first observation is that 7,,, = w will not do,
and this for several reasons. First, this vector points in the wrong direction, orthogonal
to the plane spanned by wu, v, and we certainly don’t want to leave this plane, with our
correction. Also, as a technical remark to be put on top of this, the choice vy, = w will
not bring any simplifications, as required above, in the cases ||u|| =1 or ||v|| = 1. Thus,
certainly wrong choice, and we must invent something more complicated.

Moving ahead now, as obvious task, we must “transport” the vector w to the plane
spanned by u,v. But this is simplest done by taking the vector product with any vector
in this plane, and so as a reasonable candidate for our correction term, we have:

Yuvw = (Qu + Pv) X w

Here o, € R are some scalars to be determined, but let us take a break, and leave
the computations for later. We did some good work, time to update our puzzle:

PuzzLE 14.8. How to define the Finstein summation in 3 dimensions,

U+ U+ Vuww
UtV = ———
1+ <wu,v >
with the correction term being of the following form, with w = u X v, and o, € R,
Yuvw = (Qu + V) X w
in such a way as to have ||ul| =1 = u+.v=u, and ||v|| = u+.v =07

In order to investigate what happens when ||u|| = 1 or ||v|| = 1, we must compute the
vector products u X w and v X w. So, pausing now our study for consulting the vector
calculus database, and then coming back, here is the formula that we need:

ux (uxv)=<uv>u—<uu>v

As for the formula of v x w, that I forgot to record, we can recover it from the one
above of u x w, by using the basic properties of the vector products, as follows:

vX (uxv) = —vXx(vxu)
= —(<v,u>v—<v,0>u)
= <v,v>u—<u,v>v

With these formulae in hand, we can now compute the correction term, with the result
here, that we will need several times in what comes next, being as follows:

PROPOSITION 14.9. The correction term ~yw, = (au + fv) X w is given by
Yavw = (@ < u,v > +8 < v,0 >)u— (@ <u,u>+8 <u,v>)v

for any values of the scalars o, 5 € R.
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PROOF. According to our vector product formulae above, we have:
Yuow = (au+ pv) X w
= a(<u,v>u— <uu>v)+ B(<v,v>u— <u,v>0)
= (a<u,v>4+0<v,0>u—(a<uu>+5<uv >

Thus, we are led to the conclusion in the statement. Il

Time now to get into the real thing, see what happens when ||u|| = 1 and ||v|| = 1,
if we can get indeed u 4+, v = v and u 4. v = v. It is convenient here to do some reverse
engineering. Regarding the first desired formula, namely u 4. v = u, we have:

UFeV=U <= U+V~+ Yo = (1+ < u,v >)u
= Yuow =< U,V >U—V
— a=1, =0, |jul|=1
Thus, with the parameter choice a = 1, § = 0, we will have, as desired:

ul| =1 = u+.v=u

In what regards now the second desired formula, namely u +, v = v, here the compu-
tation is almost identical, save for a sign switch, which after some thinking comes from
our choice w = u X v instead of w = v X u, clearly favoring u, as follows:

UtV =0 <= U+V+ Ypw = (1+ < u,v >)v
<~ Ywow = —UT+ < UV >V
— a=0, 0=-1, ||v|=1

Thus, with the parameter choice a« = 0, 8 = —1, we will have, as desired:

lv]| =1 = u4.v=w

All this is mixed news, because we managed to solve both our problems, at ||u|| = 1
and at ||v|| = 1, but our solutions are different. So, time to breathe, decide that we did
enough interesting work for the day, and formulate our conclusion as follows:

PrOPOSITION 14.10. When defining the Finstein speed summation in 3D as

u+v+ux(uxo)
1+ <u,v>

U+ V=

in ¢ =1 units, the following happen:
(1) When u ~ v, we recover the previous 1D formula.
(2) When ||u|| = 1, speed of light, we have u +.v = u.
(3) However, ||v|]| =1 does not imply u +.v = v.
(4) Also, the formula u 4. v = v +. u fails.
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PRrOOF. Here (1) and (2) follow from the above discussion, with the following choice
for the correction term, by favoring the ||u|| = 1 problem over the ||v|| = 1 one:

Yuvw = U X W

In fact, with this choice made, the computation is very simple, as follows:

lull =1 = Yuw =<u,v>u—v
= UFTV+ Yppw = UT < UV >U
U‘|‘U+’Yumu_
1+ <u,v >

As for (3) and (4), these are also clear from the above discussion, coming from the
obvious lack of symmetry of our summation formula. O

Looking now at Proposition 14.10 from an abstract, mathematical perspective, there
are still many things missing from there, which can be summarized as follows:

QUESTION 14.11. Can we fine-tune the Einstein speed summation in 3D into

ut+v+A-ux(uxo)
1+ <u,v>

UtV =

with A € R, chosen such that ||u]| =1 = A =1, as to have:

(D) ([l [[oll <1 = {lu+cv]| < 1.
@) [Joll =1 = [lu+c ]| =1,

All this is quite tricky, and deserves some explanations. First, if we add a scalar A € R
into our formula, as above, we will still have, exactly as before:

1+ wv

U~V = Ut eV = —T—""—""—""—
1+ <u,v >

On the other hand, we already know from our previous computations, those preceding
Proposition 14.10, that if we ask for A € R to be a plain constant, not depending on u, v,
then A =1 is the only good choice, making the following formula happen:

ul| =1 = u+.v=u

But, and here comes our point, A = 1 is not an ideal choice either, because it would be
nice to have the properties (1,2) in the statement, and these properties have no reason to
be valid for A = 1, as you can check for instance by yourself by doing some computations.
Thus, the solution to our problem most likely involves a scalar A € R depending on u, v,
and satisfying the following condition, as to still have ||u|| =1 = u+.v =w

Jul| =1 = A=1
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Obviously, as simplest answer, A must be some well-chosen function of ||u||, or rather
of ||u||?, because it is always better to use square norms, when possible. But then, with
this idea in mind, after a few computations we are led to the following solution:

1
A=
14+ /1 —|ul|?

Summarizing, final correction done, and with this being the end of mathematics, we
did a nice job, and we can now formulate our findings as a theorem, as follows:

THEOREM 14.12. When defining the Einstein speed summation in 3D as

N 1 . u X (uxv)
UteV=——""——|u+v
I+ <wu,v > 1+ /1= [ul?

in ¢ =1 units, the following happen:

(1) When u ~ v, we recover the previous 1D formula.
) We have ||ull],||v]] <1 = ||u+.v|| < 1.

) When ||ul| = 1, we have u +. v = u.

) When ||v|| =1, we have ||u+. v|| = 1.

) However, ||v|| =1 does not imply u +. v = v.

) Also, the formula v +.v = v 4. u fails.

ProoOF. This follows from the above discussion, as follows:

(1) This is something that we know from Proposition 14.10.

(2) In order to simplify notation, let us set 6 = /1 — ||u||?, which is the inverse of the
quantity v = 1/4/1 — ||u||?2. With this convention, we have:

1 <u,v > u— ||Jul[*v
U+te? = — (u+v+
1+ <u,v> 1406
(14 0+ <u,v>)u+ (146 —||ul[*)v
(I4+ < u,v >)(1+0)

Taking now the squared norm and computing gives the following formula:
(L4 0)?[Ju+ ol * + (lfull® — 2(1 + ) ([ful *|lv]]*— < u,v >?)
(I4+ < u,v >)%2(146)2

But this formula can be further processed by using § = /1 — ||u||?, and by navigating
through the various quantities which appear, we obtain, as a final product:

lu+e vl|* =

[lu+of? = [ul P[] P+ < u, v >?

2 _
[Ju e vl” = (14 < u,v >)2
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But this type of formula is exactly what we need, for what we want to do. Indeed, by
assuming ||u||, ||v]| < 1, we have the following estimate:
udev|? <1 <= |ju4o|* = ||Ju|P|]v|]*+ < u,v >2< (1+ < u,v >)?
= lu+olP =[PP <1+2<uv>
=l + [lo]? = [l Pllo]? < 1
= (1=l —[o]]*) >0
Thus, we are led to the conclusion in the statement.

(3) This is something that we know from Proposition 14.10.

(4) This comes from the squared norm formula established in the proof of (2) above,

because when assuming ||v|| = 1, we obtain:
[lu+of[* = [Jul P+ < u,v >

(1+ < u,v >)?
[ul? + 1+ 2 <u,v > —||u||*+ < u,v >2

(14 < u,v >)?

1+2<u,v >4 <u,v>2

(1+ < u,v >)?

lu+evl* =

=1
(5) This is clear, from the obvious lack of symmetry of our formula.
(6) This is again clear, from the obvious lack of symmetry of our formula. O
That was nice, all this mathematics, and hope you’re still with me. And good news,
the formula in Theorem 14.12 is the good one, confirmed by experimental physics.
14c. Relativity theory

Time now to draw some concrete conclusions, from the above speed computations.
Since speed v = d/t is distance over time, we must fine-tune distance d, or time ¢, or
both. Let us first discuss, following as usual Einstein, what happens to time ¢. Here the
result, which might seem quite surprising, at a first glance, is as follows:

THEOREM 14.13. Relativistic time is subject to Lorentz dilation
t— i

where the number v > 1, called Lorentz factor, is given by the formula
1

(Vi

with v being the mouving speed, at which time is measured.
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PROOF. Assume indeed that we have a train, moving to the right with speed v,
through vacuum. In order to compute the height h of the train, the passenger onboard
switches on the ceiling light bulb, measures the time ¢ that the light needs to hit the floor,
by travelling at speed ¢, and concludes that the train height is h = ct:

—0 o— —0—0—0—0-—

On the other hand, an observer on the ground will see here something different, namely
a right triangle, with on the vertical the height of the train h, on the horizontal the
distance vT" that the train has travelled, and on the hypotenuse the distance ¢T" that light
has travelled, with T" being the duration of the event, according to his watch:

Now by Pythagoras applied to this triangle, we have:
h* + (vT)? = (cT)?

Thus, the observer on the ground will reach to the following formula for h:
h=ve2—v2-T

But h must be the same for both observers, so we have the following formula:
V2 — 02T =ct

It follows that the two times ¢t and T are indeed not equal, and are related by:

ct t
JE— V1—v2/c?

Thus, we are led to the formula in the statement.

T —

g

Let us discuss now what happens to length. Intuitively, since speed is distance/time,
and since time gets dilated, we can somehow expect distance to get dilated too.

However, and a bit surprisingly, this is wrong, and after due thinking and computa-
tions, what we have is in fact the following result:
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THEOREM 14.14. Relativistic length is subject to Lorentz contraction
L— L/y

where the number v > 1, called Lorentz factor, is given by the usual formula
B 1
i V1—=v2/c?
with v being the moving speed, at which length is measured.

PROOF. As before in the proof of Theorem 14.13, meaning in the same train traveling
at speed v, in vacuum, imagine now that the passenger wants to measure the length L of
the car. For this purpose he switches on the light bulb, now at the rear of the car, and
measures the time ¢ needed for the light to reach the front of the car, and get reflected
back by a mirror installed there, according to the following scheme:

‘ L=ct/2

—0 O | —0—0—0—0-

He concludes that, as marked above, the length L of the car is given by:
r=2
2

Now viewed from the ground, the duration of the event is T' = T} + T5, where T7 > T5
are respectively the time needed for the light to travel forward, among others for beating
v, and the time for the light to travel back, helped this time by v. More precisely, if [
denotes the length of the train car viewed from the ground, the formula of T is:

l [ 2lc

T=T,+T, = —
1L c—v+c+v c? — 2

With this data, the formula 7" = ~t of time dilation established before reads:

2lc . 2vL

— =7
c2 — 2

c
Thus, the two lengths L and [ are indeed not equal, and related by:
L(c? —v? 2 L L
PR Gl RN PR W L
2 2 2y

Thus, we are led to the conclusion in the statement. U
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With this discussed, time now to get to the real thing, see what happens to our usual
R*. Let us start our discussion with a look at the non-relativistic case. Assuming that
the object moves with speed v in the = direction, the frame change is given by:

=z —vt
y =y
Z =z
=t

To be more precise, here the first 3 equations come from the law of motion, and ¢’ =
is the old ¢’ = t. In the relativistic setting now, the result is more tricky, as follows:

THEOREM 14.15. In the context of a relativistic object moving with speed v along the
x axis, the frame change is given by the Lorentz transformation

t' = ~v(z — vt)
A

/
Z =z

t' = ~(t —vz/c?)
with v = 1/y/1 —v%/c? being as usual the Lorentz factor.

ProoF. We know that, with respect to the non-relativistic formulae, x is subject to
the Lorentz dilation by ~, and we obtain as desired:

r' = ~y(x — vt)

Regarding vy, z, these are obviously unchanged, so done with these too. Finally, re-
garding time ¢, a naive thought would suggest that this is subject to a Lorentz contraction
by 1/, but this is not true, and more thinking leads to the conclusion that we must use
the reverse Lorentz transformation, given by the following formulae:

x =2 + vt
y=y
z2=2

By using the formula of 2’ we can compute ', and we obtain the following formula:

x — ya!
t =
YU
oz — v (x—wt)
= o

Yot + (1 — %)z
Y
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On the other hand, we have the following computation:

2
c 2 2

= Y- = = (P-1F=+%

Thus we can finish the computation of ¢’ as follows:

Y2t + (1 — %)z

t =
Yv
Yt =z /el
— o
B VT
)
We are therefore led to the conclusion in the statement. O

Now since y, z are irrelevant, we can put them at the end, and put the time ¢ first, as
to be close to z. By multiplying as well the time equation by ¢, our system becomes:

ct' = y(ct — vz /c)

r' = y(x — vt)
y =y
2=z

In linear algebra terms, the result is as follows:

THEOREM 14.16. The Lorentz transformation is given by

v =By 0 0 ct ct’
By ~v 00 v I
0 0 10 yl| |v
0 0 01 z Z

where v = 1/4/1 —v2/c? as usual, and where f = v/c.

PROOF. In terms of § = v/¢, replacing v, the system looks as follows:

ct' = ~(ct — Bx)

x' = ~(x — Bet)
y =y
2=z
But this gives the formula in the statement. U

As an illustration, let us verify that the inverse Lorentz transformation is indeed given
by reversing the speed, v — —v. With notations as in Theorem 14.15, the result is:
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THEOREM 14.17. The inverse of the Lorentz transformation is given by v — —v,

x=y(z" + ot
y=1y
z2=2

t =yt +vr'/c?)
where v = 1/4/1 —v2/c? is as usual the Lorentz factor, identical for v and —v.

PROOF. In terms of the formalism in Theorem 14.16, reversing the speed v — —v
amounts in reversing the § = v/c parameter there:

f——p

What we have to prove, in order to establish the result, is that by doing so, we obtain
the inverse of the matrix appearing there, namely:

v =By 00
_| B o 00
L= 0 0 10
0 0 01
That is, we want to prove that the inverse of this matrix is as follows:
v By 00
L—l — /B,Y Y 00
0 0 10
0 0 01

But here, for the verification of the inversion formula LL~! = 1, we can restrict the
attention to the upper left corner, where the result is clear. U

Let us discuss now what happens to momentum, mass and energy. We would like to
fix the momentum conservation equations for the plastic collisions, namely:
m = mq+ Mo
mu = mqvU1 + MaUs

However, this cannot really be done with bare hands, and by this meaning with math-
ematics only. But with some help from experiments, the conclusion is as follows:

Fact 14.18. When defining the relativistic mass of an object of rest mass m > 0,
moving at speed v, by the formula

1

T Ao ije

this relativistic mass M, and the corresponding relativistic momentum P = Mwv, are both
conserved during collisions.

M =~vym



282 14. RELATIVITY THEORY

In other words, the situation here is a bit similar to that of the Galileo addition vs
Einstein addition for speeds. The collision equations given above are in fact low-speed
approximations of the correct, relativistic equations, which are as follows:

M == Ml +MQ
Mv = Mlvl + MQUQ

It remains now to discuss kinetic energy. You have certainly heard of the formula
E = mc?, which might actually well be on your T-shirt, now as you read this book, and
in this case here is the explanation for it, in relation with the above:

THEOREM 14.19. The relativistic energy of an object of rest mass m > 0,
E=M : M=nvym
which is conserved, as being a multiple of M, can be written as € = E + T, with
E =mdc?
being its v = 0 component, called rest energy of m, and with

va

T:(l—v)mc2:T

being called relativistic kinetic energy of m.

Proor. All this is a bit abstract, coming from Fact 14.18, as follows:

(1) Given an object of rest mass m > 0, consider its relativistic mass M = ym, as
appearing in Fact 14.18, and then consider the following quantity:

E=Mc

We know from Fact 14.18 that the relativistic mass M is conserved, so & = M¢? is
conserved too. In view of this, is makes somehow sense to call £ energy. There is of course
no clear reason for doing that, but let’s just do it, and we’ll understand later.

(2) Let us compute £. This quantity is by definition given by:

ch

V1—v2/c?

Since 1/4/1 — x ~ 1+ x/2 for x small, by calculus, we obtain, for v small:

2 2
9 v oy o mw
E ~mc (1+_202) = mc +—2

And, good news here, we recognize at right the kinetic energy of m.

E=Mc* =ymc* =

(3) But this leads to the conclusions in the statement. Indeed, we are certainly dealing
with some sort of energies here, and so calling the above quantity & relativistic energy



14D. CURVED SPACETIME 283

is legitimate, and calling £ = mc? rest energy is legitimate too. Finally, the difference
between these two energies T' = £ — E follows to be given by:

2
mu
T = (1—7)me* ~ N
Thus, calling T relativistic kinetic energy is legitimate too, and we are done. O

14d. Curved spacetime
In the classical case, to begin with, the general frame change is as follows:

THEOREM 14.20. In the classical case, the general frame change formula is:

=1 — vt

Y =y —ut
7 =z—u.t
—_—
Equivalently, in matriz form, this frame change formula is given by:

x! 1 00 —u, x
v [01 0 —u|ly
Z1 [0 0 1 —o, z
t 000 1 t

As for the reverse frame change, this is obtained via v — —uv.

ProoOF. This is indeed clear from definitions. Observe also that the last assertion is
verified by the following inversion formula, at the level of the associated matrices:

1 0 0 v, 1 00 —v, 1000

01 0 v, 010 —v| 0100
00 1 v, 001 —v,] 0010
000 1 000 1 0001
Thus, we are led to the conclusions in the statement. Il

In the relativistic case, the formulae and computations are more tricky, with some
vector calculus involved, and the result is best stated in the following way:

THEOREM 14.21. In the relativistic case, the general frame change formula is

< >
x’:x+(7—1)L2v—7tv
[[o]]
, <v,r >
o)
¢

where v = 1/+/1 — ||v]||?/¢2, and the reverse frame change is obtained via v — —v.
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PROOF. As already mentioned, this is something quite tricky, with some vector cal-
culus involved, and we will take our time, and try to understand how this works:

(1) To start with, the formula in the statement looks N-dimensional, and our claim is
that, indeed, this formula works in N-dimensional relativity, regardless of N € N.

(2) As a first illustration, let us first see what happens at N = 1. Here both the position
variable x and the speed v are usual real numbers, and our first formula becomes:

vr - v

¥ = x+(y-1) — vytv

02
= o4 (y— 1)z —~tv
yx — ytv
Y(z — tv)

Thus, our first formula is correct. As for the second formula, this is correct too:

v
f:’y(t—c?)

(3) As a second illustration, let us move to arbitrary N € N dimensions, including the
case N = 3 that we are mostly interested in, and test our formula in the case where the
configuration is standard, that is, where the speed vector is of the following form:

In this case, we obtain the correct formula for the position vector, as follows:

|25
2

¥ = v+ (y—1) — ~tv

v
= 95"’(7—1)901';—7“)

T 1 14
) 0 0
= . + (’Y — 1)1’1 . — ’}/t .
N 0 0
YT — 7ty
X2

TN
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As for the resulting time, this is the correct one too, as follows:

o vy
v=(t-73F)
(4) Summarizing, the formula in the statement generalizes well everything that we

know. In order to prove now this formula, the general idea is that of decomposing the
position vectors x, z’ as follows, with respect to v and its complement:

r=M+y , ylo
y=Nv+y , Yy Lo

Indeed, this can only give the result, by using the standard configuration formulae
from before, and various abstract or concrete rotation arguments.

(5) In practice now, there are several ways of doing this. As a first observation, the
above decomposition argument shows that our time formula is indeed the correct one:
. <wv,z>
b= (t B c2 )
But with this in hand, it is possible to trick with an abstract argument, saying on one
hand that 2/ must be linear in z, ¢, and on the other hand that we must have:

Z||? = ct’? = ||z|)* = ct?
|12l

To be more precise, this latter formula must hold indeed, with this being something
quite subtle, that we will explain later, and together with the above-mentioned linearity
requirement, this leads to the formula in the statement for z’. But more on this later.

(6) Going instead on a more pedestrian way, we certainly know that the formula of ¢
is correct, and it remains to justify the formula of 2’. But here, the best is to do first the
computation in N = 2 dimensions, along the lines suggested in (4). This gives:

<v,xr >

=+ (ny—-1)—F——— —tv
|[v]]?
Thus, we have the formula 2’ at N = 2, and the extension to N = 3 and higher is

straightforward, either by using a similar computation, or a rotation argument.

(7) Finally, as a matter of making sure that we didn’t mess up anything with our
reasonings and mathematics, let us verify that the inverse of the general Lorentz transform
that we found is indeed given by v — —v, which in practice means:
<v, 7 >0

[|v]|?

, <v, ' >
t:’}/ t+T

r=1+(y—-1) +~t'v
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(8) For the space variable, the verification goes as follows:

<v,x’ >
x’+(”y—1)$+’yt’v
v
<v,x >0
= v+ (y—1)—rmp— — v
[|v]]
v
+(v — 1)W (<v,2>+(y—1) <v,z > —7t|jv]]*)
) <v,r>
(i,
¢
—1 —1 2
= 22— (vt+v(y =Dt —~+*)v + (T|UH2 + W(ITUHQ ) _ 1—2) <v, x>0

2_1 2
= T+ y—-_r <v, x>0
Jo][2 ¢ ’

= X

(9) As for the time variable, the verification here goes as follows:

, <wvx >

v t—i-T
<v,r > <v,r > <v,r > ||v]|?
A U G R e e e e L

v||? <wv,r >
= 7%(1—” l‘>+7 5 (—y+1+y—-1)
C C

2
11
C

=t

Thus, we are led to the conclusions in the statement.
What we found in Theorem 14.21 can be reformulated as follows:

THEOREM 14.22. In the relativistic case, the general frame change formula is
<v,T >V

30/1:3?1+(7—1)W—7tv1
<u,x >y
, <v,x >
ct :7<ct——>
C

where v = 1/+/1 — ||v||?/c2, and the reverse frame change is obtained via v — —v.
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PRrOOF. This is indeed a reformulation of what we found in Theorem 14.21, and with
the time variable being multiplied, as it is quite standard, by c. Il

In standard matrix form, all this does not look that great, and the result here, that
we will only formulate at N = 3, for simplifying, is as follows:

THEOREM 14.23. In the relativistic case, the general frame change formula is

!
ct Y By =By B3y ct
| | =By 1+avi avivs  awvivs T
Tl —Bay  avivy 1+ avi  auaus To
Th —B3y  avivs  avevs 1+ vl T3

where v = 1/+/1 — ||[v||2/c? as usual, and o = (v — 1)/||[v]|?, and B; = v;/c.

PRroOF. This is indeed a reformulation of what we found in Theorem 14.22, at N = 3,
and with the rescaled time variable being put in the first position. U

As a second task now, let us recover the speed addition formula, established before,
from the Lorentz transform. We can do this now in general, as follows:

THEOREM 14.24. The speed addition formula in N -dimensional relativity is

1 ( <u,v>u—<u,u>v)
Ut V=—"—""—"—"—"||u+v+

I+ <wu,v > 14+ /1 — [[u]]?

i c =1 units.
PRroOF. This is very standard, the idea being as follows:

(1) As before, the idea will be that of differentiating z1,...,xzy and ¢ in the formulae
for the inverse Lorentz transform. With the replacement v — u for the moving speed,
this inverse Lorentz transform is given by the following formula:

<u,r > u;

[|ul
B , <u,x’ >

(2) Now by differentiating, we obtain from this the following formulae:

< u,dx’ > u;
B ,  <u,dr’ >
dt =~ (dt + T)
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(3) By dividing now the first formula by the second one, we obtain:
dr; 1 doi+(y—1) <u,dz’ > u/||u]]® + yudt’
dt :;. dt'+ < u,dx’ > /c?
(4) Next, by dividing everything on the right by dt’, we get from this:
dr; 1 dzl/dt' + (v — 1) < u,dx’/dt’ > u;/||u||* + vu;
dt :ai 1+ < wu,dz’/dt" > /c?
(5) In terms of speeds now, this means that we have, with w = u +. v
L ovi+(y—1) <uv>u/]ul]? +yu
Ty I+ <u,v>/c?

(6) Now in ¢ = 1 units, this formula is as follows, still with w = u +. v

1 v+ (y—=1) <u,v>u/||ul|®> + yu

i:

¥ 1+ <u,v >
(7) In vector notation now, the above formula shows that we have:
1 1 <Uu,v>u
utev = 1—|—<—uv>; (v—l—(v—l)W—kyu)

( 1)<u,v>u)
u+ ~ 1 2
v/) ]
1 <u,v>u
+ v+ - —2—’U
v [Jul]

( 1)<u,v>u—<u,u>v)
u+ v+ —

1+<uv>

IS

(3
=

1+<uv> Y ||ul|?
. +<uv>u <u,u>v
= ——|u+tv
1+<u,v> 14+ /1 —[[u]?

(8) Here we have used at the end the following formula, for the Lorentz factor:

1
1—= =

1
? /1= [l
— 1=Vl

[Jul?

1+ /1 —|ull?

Thus, we are led to the conclusion in the statement.

U

Getting now to spacetime, in non-relativistic physics two events are separated by space
Ax and by time At, with these two separation variables being independent. In relativistic

physics this is no longer true, and the correct analogue of this comes from:
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THEOREM 14.25. The following quantity, called relativistic spacetime separation
As? = A — (Az® + Ay? + Az?)
15 invariant under relativistic frame changes.

PrROOF. We must prove that the quantity K = c*t? — 22 — y? — 2? is invariant under
Lorentz transformations. For this purpose, observe that we have:

1 0 0 0 ct ct

0 -1 0 0 T T
K_< 0O 0 -1 0 1y >

0 0 0 -1 z 2

Now recall that the Lorentz transformation is given by the following formula, where

v=1/y/1—v2/c? as usual, and where = v/c:

<

v =By 0 0 ct ct’
By ~v 00 v I
0 0 10 yl| |v

0 0 01 z !

I\

Thus, if we denote by L the matrix of the Lorentz transformation, and by F the matrix
found before, we must prove that for any vector £ we have:

< B¢ E>=< FLE, LE >
Since L is symmetric we have < FL{, LE >=< LELE, € >, so we must prove:
E=LFEL

But this is the same as proving L™'E = EL, and by using the fact that L — L' is
given by 8 — —f, what we eventually want to prove is that:

L_sE =ELy

So, let us prove this. As usual we can restrict the attention to the upper left corner,
call that NW corner, and here we have the following computations:

(L_gE)nw = (g,y 677) ((1) _01) - (577 ——6“7)

10 v =By v =By
EL = =
(BLa)ww (0 —1) (—67 Y ) <57 —7
The matrices on the right being equal, this gives the result. U

Finally, let us discuss gravity. This can be incorporated too, as follows:

THEOREM 14.26 (Einstein). The theory of gravity can be suitably modified, and merged
with relativity, into a theory called general relativity.
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Proor. All this is a bit complicated, involving some geometry, as follows:

(1) Before anything, we have seen that in the relativistic context, mass m must be
replaced by relativistic mass M = ~vym, and momentum p = mwv must be replaced by
relativistic momentum P = Mw. Thus, as with Galileo and many other things, such as
the conservation of mass and of momentum, seen above, there is a bug with the Newton
formula F = p, which must be replaced by something of type F = P.

(2) In practice now, as a starting point, let us go back to the formula F' = —AV', that
we know well. Geometrically, this suggests looking at the gravitational field of k bodies
M, ..., M, as being represented by R3 having k holes in it, and with the heavier the M;,
the bigger the hole, and with poor m =~ 0 having to roll on all this.

(3) Of course we are here in 4D, for the full picture, that of the potential V', or rather
of its graph, and in order to better understand this, it is of help to first consider the
question where our bodies M, ..., M, lie in a plane R2.

(4) Still staying inside classical mechanics, it is possible to further build on the above
picture in (2), which was something rather intuitive, now with some precise math formulae,
relating the geometry of V' to the motion of m under its influence.

(5) The point now is that, with (4) done, the passage to relativity can be understood
as well, by modifying a bit the geometry there, as to fit with relativistic spacetime, and
by having the F' = P idea from (1) in mind too. That is the main idea behind general
relativity, and in practice, all this needs a bit of technical geometry and formulae. U

This was for the basics of Einstein’s relativity theory. For more, we refer to his book
[28], which is a must-read, for any mathematician, physicist, scientist, or non-scientist.

14e. Exercises

Exercises:

EXERCISE 14.27.
EXERCISE 14.28.
EXERCISE 14.29.
EXERCISE 14.30.
EXERCISE 14.31.
EXERCISE 14.32.
EXERCISE 14.33.
EXERCISE 14.34.

Bonus exercise.



CHAPTER 15

Infinite matrices

15a. Linear operators

We would like to discuss now the theory of linear operators 7' : H — H over a complex
Hilbert space H, usually taken separable. Let us start with a basic result, as follows:

THEOREM 15.1. Given a Hilbert space H, consider the linear operators T : H — H,
and for each such operator define its norm by the following formula:

Tl = sup ||Tz|

[l][=1

The operators which are bounded, ||T|| < oo, form then a complex algebra B(H), which
is complete with respect to ||.||. When H comes with a basis {e;}icr, we have

B(H) ¢ L(H) ¢ M;(C)

where L(H) is the algebra of all linear operators T : H — H, and L(H) C M;(C) is the
correspondence T — M obtained via the usual linear algebra formulae, namely:

T(l’) =Mz s Mij =< T@j, e; >
In infinite dimensions, none of the above two inclusions is an equality.
PRroOF. This is something straightforward, the idea being as follows:

(1) The fact that we have indeed an algebra, satisfying the product condition in the
statement, follows from the following estimates, which are all elementary:

IS+ TN <SI+ T AT = AT ST < (S]] - [1T]

(2) Regarding now the completness assertion, if {7,,} C B(H) is Cauchy then {T,,x}
is Cauchy for any z € H, so we can define the limit T" = lim,,_,o T}, by setting:

Tx= lim T,z

n—o0

291
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Let us first check that the application x — Tz is linear. We have:
Tx+y) = Tim T.(z +y)
— lim (@) + Tu(y)
= e e )
= T()+T(y)
Similarly, we have T'(Az) = A\T'(z), and we conclude that T" € L(H).

(3) With this done, it remains to prove now that we have T € B(H), and that T,, — T
in norm. For this purpose, observe that we have:

T, —Th||<e,Vnm>N = ||[T,a—Ty||<e,Vz|]|=1,Vn,m>N
= ||Thwx—Tz||<e,V|z|]|=1,Vn>N
= ||Tnz—Tz||<e, V|z||=1
= ||[Tn—-T|| <e

But this gives both 7' € B(H), and Ty — T in norm, and we are done.

(4) Regarding the embeddings, the correspondence 7" — M in the statement is indeed
linear, and its kernel is {0}, so we have indeed an embedding as follows, as claimed:

L(H) c M(C)

In finite dimensions we have an isomorphism, because any M € My(C) determines
an operator T': CV — C¥, given by < Te;,e; >= M,;. However, in infinite dimensions,
we have matrices not producing operators, as for instance the all-one matrix.

(5) As for the examples of linear operators which are not bounded, these are more
complicated, coming from logic, and we will not really need them in what follows. U

As a second basic result regarding the operators, we will need:
THEOREM 15.2. Each operator T € B(H) has an adjoint T* € B(H), given by:
<Tx,y>=<uz,T"Yy >
The operation T — T s antilinear, antimultiplicative, involutive, and satisfies:
Tl =T, NTT*|| =TI
When H comes with a basis {e;}icr, the operation T — T* corresponds to
(M*)i; = Mj;

at the level of the associated matrices M € M;(C).
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Proor. This is standard too, and can be proved in 3 steps, as follows:

(1) The existence of the adjoint operator T*, given by the formula in the statement,
comes from the fact that the function ¢(x) =< Tz,y > being a linear map H — C, we
must have a formula as follows, for a certain vector T*y € H:

olx) =< a,T"y >
Moreover, since this vector is unique, 7™ is unique too, and we have as well:
(S+T)y =8"+T , (NI)'=XT* , (ST)"=T*S* , (T*)"=T
Observe also that we have indeed T* € B(H ), because:

|T|| = sup sup <Tx,y>
[lzl|=1 llyl|=1
= sup sup <z, Ty >
llyl|=1[|=[|=1
= |IT7]]
(2) Regarding now ||TT*|| = ||T'||?, which is a key formula, observe that we have:

|77 < ITI| - 1|77 = |71
On the other hand, we have as well the following estimate:

IT||*> = sup | <Tx,Tx > |
ll]|=1

= sup | <z, T'Tx > |
[][=1

< [T
By replacing T — T* we obtain from this ||T||* < ||T'T*||, as desired.

(3) Finally, when H comes with a basis, the formula < Tx,y >=< z,T*y > applied
with © = e;, y = e; translates into the formula (M*);; = M ;, as desired. O

Let us discuss now the diagonalization problem for the operators T € B(H), in anal-
ogy with the diagonalization problem for the usual matrices A € My(C). As a first
observation, we can talk about eigenvalues and eigenvectors, as follows:

DEFINITION 15.3. Given an operator T' € B(H), assuming that we have
Tx =Mz
we say that x € H is an eigenvector of T', with eigenvalue \ € C.

We know many things about eigenvalues and eigenvectors, in the finite dimensional
case. However, most of these will not extend to the infinite dimensional case, or at least
not extend in a straightforward way, due to a number of reasons:
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(1) Most of basic linear algebra is based on the fact that Tz = Az is equivalent to
(T'— Nx = 0, so that A is an eigenvalue when 7" — X is not invertible. In the
infinite dimensional setting 7" — A might be injective and not surjective, or vice
versa, or invertible with (7" — A)~! not bounded, and so on.

(2) Also, in linear algebra T"— X is not invertible when det(7"— \) = 0, and with this
leading to most of the advanced results about eigenvalues and eigenvectors. In
infinite dimensions, however, it is impossible to construct a determinant function
det : B(H) — C, and this even for the diagonal operators on [*(N).

Summarizing, we are in trouble. Forgetting about (2), which obviously leads nowhere,
let us focus on the difficulties in (1). In order to cut short the discussion there, regarding
the various properties of T'— A, we can just say that T'— \ is either invertible with bounded
inverse, the “good case”, or not. We are led in this way to the following definition:

DEFINITION 15.4. The spectrum of an operator T' € B(H) is the set
o(T) = {NeC|T - ¢ B}
where B(H)™' C B(H) is the set of invertible operators.

As a basic example, in the finite dimensional case, H = C¥, the spectrum of a usual
matrix A € My(C) is the collection of its eigenvalues, taken without multiplicities. We
will see many other examples. In general, the spectrum has the following properties:

PROPOSITION 15.5. The spectrum of T € B(H) contains the eigenvalue set

(T) = {)\ e C|ker(T — \) # {0}}

and e(T') C o(T) is an equality in finite dimensions, but not in infinite dimensions.

PRrROOF. We have several assertions here, the idea being as follows:

(1) First of all, the eigenvalue set is indeed the one in the statement, because Tx = Az
tells us precisely that 7' — A must be not injective. The fact that we have e(T') C o(T) is
clear as well, because if T'— A is not injective, it is not bijective.

(2) In finite dimensions we have e(T') = o(T"), because T — X is injective if and only if
it is bijective, with the boundedness of the inverse being automatic.

(3) In infinite dimensions we can assume H = [*(N), and the shift operator S(e;) = ;41
is injective but not surjective. Thus 0 € o(T") — &(T). O

Philosophically, the best way of thinking at this is as follows: the numbers A ¢ o(7T)
are good, because we can invert 7' — A, the numbers A € o(T") — &(T") are bad, because so
they are, and the eigenvalues \ € £(7T") are evil. Welcome to operator theory.

Let us develop now some general theory. As a first goal, we would like to prove that
the spectra are non-empty. This is something quite tricky, the result being as follows:
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THEOREM 15.6. The spectrum of a bounded operator T' € B(H) is:

(1) Compact.
(2) Contained in the disc Do(||T]).
(3) Non-empty.

Proor. This can be proved by using some complex analysis, as follows:

(1) In view of (2) below, it is enough to prove that o(T') is closed. But this follows
from the following computation, with |¢| being small:

N¢o(T) = T—XeB(H)"
= T-\A—c€BH)"
= A+eédo(l)

(2) This follows indeed from the following computation:

T
A>T = HXH <1
T

— 1—XEB(H)*1
= A-Te€B(H)
= A¢o(T)

(3) Assume by contradiction o(T") = ). Given a linear form f € B(H)*, consider the
following map, which is well-defined, due to our assumption o (7)) = (:

p:C—=C , A= f(T-\NY

By using the fact that T — T~ is differentiable, which is something elementary, we
conclude that this map is differentiable, and so holomorphic. Also, we have:

A0 — T—-A—>
= (T-)N)"'=0
= f(T-XN)"'=0

Thus by the Liouville theorem we obtain ¢ = 0. But, in view of the definition of ¢,
this gives (T — \)~! = 0, which is a contradiction, as desired. O

Here is now a second basic result regarding the spectra, inspired from what happens
in finite dimensions, for the usual complex matrices, and which shows that things do not
necessarily extend without troubles to the infinite dimensional setting:

THEOREM 15.7. We have the following formula, valid for any operators S,T':
o(ST)U{0} =o(TS)U {0}

In finite dimensions we have o(ST) = o(T'S), but this fails in infinite dimensions.
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PROOF. There are several assertions here, the idea being as follows:

(1) This is something that we know in finite dimensions, coming from the fact that
the characteristic polynomials of the associated matrices A, B coincide:

Pip = Ppa

Thus we obtain ¢(ST) = o(7T'S) in this case, as claimed. Observe that this improves
twice the general formula in the statement, first because we have no issues at 0, and
second because what we obtain is actually an equality of sets with mutiplicities.

(2) In general now, let us first prove the main assertion, stating that ¢(ST'),o(7T'S)
coincide outside 0. We first prove that we have the following implication:

1¢0(ST) = 1¢o(TS)
Assume indeed that 1 — ST is invertible, with inverse denoted R:
R=(1-ST)"
We have then the following formulae, relating our variables R, .S, T":
RST=STR=R-1
By using RST = R — 1, we have the following computation:
(1+TRS)(1-TS) = 1+TRS—-TS—-TRSTS

= 14+TRS-TS—-TRS+TS
=1

A similar computation, using ST R = R — 1, shows that we have:

(1-TS)(1+TRS)=1

Thus 1 — T'S is invertible, with inverse 1 4+ T'R.S, which proves our claim. Now by
multiplying by scalars, we deduce from this that for any A € C — {0} we have:

ANgo(ST) = A¢o(TS)
But this leads to the conclusion in the statement.

(3) Regarding now the counterexample to the formula o(ST) = o(T'S), in general, let
us take S to be the shift on H = L*(N), given by the following formula:

S(ei) = eiv1
As for T, we can take it to be the adjoint of S, and we have:
S*S=1= 0¢ o(SS")
SS* = Proj(ey) = 0 € o(55%)

Thus, the spectra do not match on 0, and so we have our counterexample. U
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15b. Spectral radius

Let us develop now some systematic theory for the computation of the spectra, based
on what we know about the eigenvalues of the usual complex matrices. As a first result,
which is well-known for the usual matrices, and extends well, we have:

THEOREM 15.8. We have the “polynomial functional calculus” formula
o(P(T)) = P(o(T))
valid for any polynomial P € C[X], and any operator T € B(H).
Proor. We pick a scalar A € C, and we decompose the polynomial P — A:
PX)—A=cX—=r))...(X —1,)

We have then the following equivalences:

AN o(P(T) <= P(T)-\cB(H)™!
<~ T —r)...(T—r,) €BH)"
<~ T—r,....,T—7r,€BH)"
= ry,...,tpn ¢ 0o(T)
— ¢ P(o(T))
Thus, we are led to the formula in the statement. Il

The above result is something very useful, and generalizing it will be our next task.
As a first ingredient here, assuming that A € My(C) is invertible, we have:

oA =a(A)7!

It is possible to extend this formula to the arbitrary operators, and we will do this
in a moment. Before starting, however, we have to find a class of functions generalizing
both the polynomials P € C[X] and the inverse function x — z~!. The answer to this

question is provided by the rational functions, which are as follows:

DEFINITION 15.9. A rational function f € C(X) is a quotient of polynomials:

P
Q
Assuming that P,(Q are prime to each other, we can regard f as a usual function,
f:C-—X—>C

with X being the set of zeros of Q), also called poles of f.

Now that we have our class of functions, the next step consists in applying them to
operators. Here we cannot expect f(7') to make sense for any f and any 7', for instance
because T~! is defined only when T is invertible. We are led in this way to:



298 15. INFINITE MATRICES

DEFINITION 15.10. Given an operator T € B(H), and a rational function f = P/Q
having poles outside o(T), we can construct the following operator,
f(T)=P(T)Q(T)™
that we can denote as a usual fraction, as follows,
P(T)
(1) ==
= om)
due to the fact that P(T),Q(T) commute, so that the order is irrelevant.
To be more precise, f(7) is indeed well-defined, and the fraction notation is justified

too. In more formal terms, we can say that we have a morphism of complex algebras as
follows, with C(X)T standing for the rational functions having poles outside o(T):

C(X)" = B(H) , f— f(T)
Summarizing, we have now a good class of functions, generalizing both the polynomials

and the inverse map x — z~!. We can now extend Theorem 15.8, as follows:

THEOREM 15.11. We have the “rational functional calculus” formula
o(f(T)) = f(a(T))
valid for any rational function f € C(X) having poles outside o(T).
PROOF. We pick a scalar A € C, we write f = P/Q, and we set:
F=P-)\Q
By using now Theorem 15.8, for this polynomial, we obtain:
Neo(f(T) <= F(T)¢B(H)™
<~ 0eo(F(T))
<~ 0€F(a(1))
<~ dueoT),F(u)=0
= e f(o(T))
Thus, we are led to the formula in the statement. Il

As an application of the above methods, we can investigate certain special classes of
operators, such as the self-adjoint ones, and the unitary ones. Let us start with:

PrRoPOSITION 15.12. The following happen:

(1) We have o(T*) = o(T), for any T € B(H).

(2) If T =T* then X = o(T) satisfies X = X.
(3) If U* = U~! then X = o(U) satisfies X! = X.
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PRrROOF. We have several assertions here, the idea being as follows:
(1) The spectrum of the adjoint operator 7 can be computed as follows:

o(T*) = {)\ eC|T* — )¢ B(H)-l}

- {A € (C‘T ¢ B(H)*l}
= o(T)
(2) This is clear indeed from (1).

(3) For a unitary operator, U* = U~!, Theorem 1.11 and (1) give:
o(U) ' =o(U™) =0(U*) =0o(U)
Thus, we are led to the conclusion in the statement. U

In analogy with what happens for the usual matrices, we would like to improve now
(2,3) above, with results stating that the spectrum X = o(T) satisfies X C R for self-
adjoints, and X C T for unitaries. This will be tricky. Let us start with:

THEOREM 15.13. The spectrum of a unitary operator
Ur=u"!
is on the unit circle, o(U) C T.
PROOF. Assuming U* = U~!, we have the following norm computation:
U] = VIUT = VI =1
Now if we denote by D the unit disk, we obtain from this:
oU)c D
On the other hand, once again by using U* = U~!, we have as well:
o= = o)) = ol = 1
Thus, as before with D being the unit disk in the complex plane, we have:
o(U™HcD
Now by using Theorem 15.11, we obtain o(U) C D N D~! =T, as desired. O
We have as well a similar result for the self-adjoints, as follows:
THEOREM 15.14. The spectrum of a self-adjoint operator
T=T"

consists of real numbers, o(T) C R.
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PROOF. The idea is that we can deduce the result from Theorem 15.13, by using the
following remarkable rational function, depending on a parameter r € R:

f(z) =
Indeed, for r >> 0 the operator f(T') is well-defined, and we have:
T+ir\" T—ir (TH+ir\""
T—ir) T+ir \T—ir

Thus f(T') is unitary, and by using Theorem 15.13 we obtain:

o(T) C fH{f(e(T))
= fHo(f(1)))

Z+ar

Z—ar

c Fm
= R
Thus, we are led to the conclusion in the statement. [l

One key thing that we know about matrices, which is clear for the diagonalizable
matrices, and then in general follows by density, is the following formula:

o(e?) = e
We would like to have such formulae for the general operators 7' € B(H), but this
is something quite technical. Consider the rational calculus morphism from Definition
15.10, which is as follows, with the exponent standing for “having poles outside o(T")”:
CX)" = B(H) , f— f(D)

As mentioned before, the rational functions are holomorphic outside their poles, and
this raises the question of extending this morphism, as follows:

Hol(o(T)) = B(H) , f— f(T)

But for this, we can use the Cauchy formula. Indeed, given a function f € C(X)7,
the operator f(7T') € B(H) from Definition 15.10 can be recaptured as follows:

1 (2)
T)=— | —=d
(T) 2mi ),z =T -
Now given an arbitrary function f € Hol(o(T')), we can define f(T') € B(H) by the
exactly same formula, and we obtain in this way the desired correspondence:
Hol(o(T)) = B(H) , [ — f(T)

This was for the plan. In practice now, all this needs a bit of care, with many verifi-
cations needed, and with the technical remark that a winding number must be added to
the above Cauchy formulae, for things to be correct. The result is as follows:
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THEOREM 15.15. Given T € B(H), we have a morphism of algebras as follows, where
Hol(o(T)) is the algebra of functions which are holomorphic around o(T),
Hol(o(T)) = B(H) , f— f(T)
which extends the previous rational functional calculus f — f(T). We have:
a(f(T)) = f(o(T))

Moreover, if o(T) is contained in an open set U and f,, f : U — C are holomorphic
functions such that f, — f uniformly on compact subsets of U then f,(T) — f(T).

Proor. This follows indeed by reasoning along the above lines, by making a heavy
use of the Cauchy formula, and for full details here, we refer to any specialized operator
theory book. In what follows, we will not really need this result. O

In order to formulate now our next result, we will need the following notion:
DEFINITION 15.16. Given an operator T € B(H), its spectral radius
p(T) € [0.]17]]
is the radius of the smallest disk centered at 0 containing o(T).

Now with this notion in hand, we have the following key result, improving our key
theoretical result so far about spectra, namely o (7)) # (), from Theorem 15.6:

THEOREM 15.17. The spectral radius of an operator T € B(H) is given by
p(T) = lim ||T"[]'/"
and in this formula, we can replace the limit by an inf.
PRrROOF. We have several things to be proved, the idea being as follows:
(1) Our first claim is that the numbers u, = ||T7||*/™ satisfy:
(n 4+ m)tprm < Ny + My,

Indeed, we have the following estimate, using the Young inequality ab < a?/p + b7/q,
with exponents p = (n+m)/n and ¢ = (n +m)/m:

Uppm = || T/ 4m)
< || M 1 )
< [T T 2
n—+m n+m

NUy, + MUy,
n-+m
(2) Our second claim is that the second assertion holds, namely:

lim ||7"][Y™ = inf ||T"]|V/"
n—oo n
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For this purpose, we just need the inequality found in (1). Indeed, fix m > 1, let
n > 1, and write n = Im + r with 0 < r < m — 1. By using twice uq < up, we get:

U, < —(Ilmug, + ru,)
n

IN

H(lmum + ruy)

’
< Uyt —wg
n

It follows that we have lim sup,, u,, < u,,, which proves our claim.

(3) Summarizing, we are left with proving the main formula, which is as follows, and
with the remark that we already know that the sequence on the right converges:

S E n||1l/n
(1) = ln |[17]

In one sense, we can use the polynomial calculus formula o(T") = o(T)". Indeed, this
gives the following estimate, valid for any n, as desired:

p(T) = sup [Al
Aeo(T)
= sup [p|'/"
pEa(T)n
= sup |[p|"/"
pEa(T™)
= p(T)"
< ||

(4) For the reverse inequality, we fix a number p > p(7T'), and we want to prove that

we have p > lim,_,o ||77||*/". By using the Cauchy formula, we have:
1 2" 1 -
N d - ’n—k—lde
271 |z|:pz_T : 211 lepzz §
k=0
= 1
- Yo ([ )
= 2™ \Jjel=
k=0
= Z(Sn,k:-l-lTk
k=0
— Tnfl
By applying the norm we obtain from this formula:
1 " 1
||T"_1||S—/ ° ‘dZSp”-Sup H
27 Ja=p |12 = el=p |12 =T
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Since the sup does not depend on n, by taking n-th roots, we obtain in the limit:
p > Tim |||
n—oo

Now recall that p was by definition an arbitrary number satisfying p > p(7T). Thus,

we have obtained the following estimate, valid for any 7' € B(H):
p(T) > lim [|T"]|""
n—oo

Thus, we are led to the conclusion in the statement. Il

In the case of the normal elements, we have the following finer result:

THEOREM 15.18. The spectral radius of a normal element,

TTr* =TT

1s equal to its norm.

PROOF. We can proceed in two steps, as follows:

Step 1. In the case T' = T* we have ||T"|| = ||T||" for any exponent of the form
n = 2% by using the formula ||TT*|| = ||T||?, and by taking n-th roots we get:
p(T) = |IT]

Thus, we are done with the self-adjoint case, with the result p(T") = ||T||.

Step 2. In the general normal case TT* = T*T we have T"(T")* = (TT*)", and by
using this, along with the result from Step 1, applied to TT™, we obtain:

p(T) = lim [TV
n—00
— ; n(7Tn)*||1/n
T Ty
— ; «\n||1/n
NNGaE
= Vp(ITT%)

= VIITIP

1Tl

Thus, we are led to the conclusion in the statement. Il

15c. Normal operators

By using Theorem 15.18 we can say a number of non-trivial things about the normal
operators, commonly known as “spectral theorem for normal operators”. As a first result
here, we can improve the polynomial functional calculus formula, as follows:
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THEOREM 15.19. Given T' € B(H) normal, we have a morphism of algebras
CX]— B(H) , P— P(D)
having the properties ||P(T)|| = ||Pocr ||, and o(P(T)) = P(o(T)).

Proor. This is an improvement of Theorem 15.8 in the normal case, with the extra
assertion being the norm estimate. But the element P(7T") being normal, we can apply to
it the spectral radius formula for normal elements, and we obtain:

12D = p(P(T))

= sup ||
Ao (P(T))

= sup |)|
AEP(o(T))

= ([Pl

Thus, we are led to the conclusions in the statement. U

We can improve as well the rational calculus formula, and the holomorphic calculus
formula, in the same way. Importantly now, at a more advanced level, we have:

THEOREM 15.20. Given T' € B(H) normal, we have a morphism of algebras
Clo(T)) = B(H) , [f—=f(T)
which is isometric, || f(T)|| = || f]l, and has the property o(f(T)) = f(o(T)).
PROOF. The idea here is to “complete” the morphism in Theorem 15.19, namely:
C[X]— B(H) , P— P(T)

Indeed, we know from Theorem 1.19 that this morphism is continuous, and is in fact
isometric, when regarding the polynomials P € C[X] as functions on o(T):

1P| = [ Boll
Thus, by Stone-Weierstrass, we have a unique isometric extension, as follows:
Cle(T)) —» B(H) . [— f(T)
It remains to prove o(f(T)) = f(o(T)), and we can do this by double inclusion:
“C” Given a continuous function f € C(o(T)), we must prove that we have:
Mg flo(T) = A¢o(f(T))
For this purpose, consider the following function, which is well-defined:

1
T € C(o(T))
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We can therefore apply this function to 7', and we obtain:

1 1
B I o
(f - A) J(T) = A
In particular f(7T) — X is invertible, so A ¢ o(f(T)), as desired.
“D” Given a continuous function f € C(o(T")), we must prove that we have:
Ae f(o(T) = Aea(f(T))
But this is the same as proving that we have:
peo(l) = f(u) €a(f(T))

For this purpose, we approximate our function by polynomials, P, — f, and we
examine the following convergence, which follows from P, — f:

Po(T) = Po(p) = f(T) = f(1)
We know from polynomial functional calculus that we have:
Po(p) € Po(o(T)) = o(Pu(T))

Thus, the operators P,(T) — P,(p) are not invertible. On the other hand, we know
that the set formed by the invertible operators is open, so its complement is closed. Thus
the limit f(7') — f(u) is not invertible either, and so f(u) € o(f(T)), as desired. O

As an important comment, Theorem 15.20 is not exactly in final form, because it
misses an important point, namely that our correspondence maps:

z—=T"
However, this is something non-trivial, and we will be back to this later. Observe

however that Theorem 15.20 is fully powerful for the self-adjoint operators, T = T™,
where the spectrum is real, so where z = Z on the spectrum. We will be back to this.

As a second result now, along the same lines, we can further extend Theorem 15.20
into a measurable functional calculus theorem, as follows:

THEOREM 15.21. Given T € B(H) normal, we have a morphism of algebras as follows,
with L>° standing for abstract measurable functions, or Borel functions,

L=(o(T)) = B(H) , [—[(T)
which is isometric, || f(T)|| = || f]l, and has the property o(f(T)) = f(o(T)).

PROOF. As before, the idea will be that of “completing” what we have. To be more
precise, we can use the Riesz theorem and a polarization trick, as follows:

(1) Given a vector x € H, consider the following functional:
Cle(T)—=C , g—o<g(lz,z>
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By the Riesz theorem, this functional must be the integration with respect to a certain
measure 4 on the space o(T'). Thus, we have a formula as follows:

<¢mam>=/@g@wmw

Now given an arbitrary Borel function f € L*(o(T)), as in the statement, we can
define a number < f(T)x,z >€ C, by using exactly the same formula, namely:

<f@ﬂw>=/?ﬁ@MM@

Thus, we have managed to define numbers < f(T)z,x >€ C, for all vectors z € H,
and in addition we can recover these numbers as follows, with g, € C(o(T)):

< f(M)z,z >= lim < g,(T)z,z >
gn—f

(2) In order to define now numbers < f(7)z,y >€ C, for all vectors z,y € H, we can
use a polarization trick. Indeed, for any operator S € B(H) we have:

<Sx+y,r+y> = <Sr,x >+ < Sy,y>
+ < Sz,y >+ < Sy, >
By replacing y — iy, we have as well the following formula:
< S(z+iy),x+iy> = <Szr,z>+ < Sy,y >
—i < Sz,y>+i < Sy,x >
By multiplying this latter formula by i, we obtain the following formula:
i< Sx+iy),x+iy> = i< Sxr,x>+i < Sy,y >
+ < Sz,y>—< Sy, >
Now by summing this latter formula with the first one, we obtain:
<Sx+vy),z+y>+i<Sx+iy),z+iy> = (1+i)[< Sz, x>+ < Sy,y >|
+2 < Sz, y >

(3) But with this, we can now finish. Indeed, by combining (1,2), given a Borel
function f € L>*(o(T')), we can define numbers < f(7T)z,y >€ C for any z,y € H, and it
is routine to check, by using approximation by continuous functions g, — f asin (1), that
we obtain in this way an operator f(7') € B(H), having all the desired properties. O

As a comment here, the above result and its proof provide us with more than a Borel
functional calculus, because what we got is a certain measure on the spectrum o(7'), along
with a functional calculus for the L*° functions with respect to this measure. We will be
back to this later, and for the moment we will only need Theorem 15.21 as formulated,
with L*(o(T)) standing, a bit abusively, for the Borel functions on (7).
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15d. Diagonalization

Let us discuss now some useful decomposition results for the bounded linear operators
T € B(H), that we can now establish, by using the above measurable calculus technology.
We know that any z € C can be written as follows, with a,b € R:

z=a-+1b

Also, we know that both the real and imaginary parts a,b € R, and more generally
any real number ¢ € R, can be written as follows, with r,s > 0:

C=T7T—S

In order to discuss now the operator theoretic generalizations of these results, which
by the way covers the usual matrix case too, let us start with the following basic fact:

THEOREM 15.22. Any operator T € B(H) can be written as
T = Re(T) +iIm(T)
with Re(T), Im(T) € B(H) being self-adjoint, and this decomposition is unique.
ProOF. This is something elementary, the idea being as follows:

(1) As a first observation, in the case H = C our operators are usual complex numbers,
and the formula in the statement corresponds to the following basic fact:

z = Re(z) +iIm(z)

(2) In general now, we can use the same formulae for the real and imaginary part as
in the complex number case, the decomposition formula being as follows:
T+T T-T*
T = +i- :
2 21
To be more precise, both the operators on the right are self-adjoint, and the summing
formula holds indeed, and so we have our decomposition result, as desired.

(3) Regarding now the uniqueness, by linearity it is enough to show that R +iS =0
with R, S both self-adjoint implies R = S = 0. But this follows by applying the adjoint
to R+ 1S = 0, which gives R — 15 =0, and so R = 5 = 0, as desired. O

More generally now, as a continuation of this, and as an answer to some of the questions
raised above, in relation with the complex numbers, we have the following result:

THEOREM 15.23. Given an operator T' € B(H), the following happen:
(1) We can write T = A+1iB, with A, B € B(H) being self-adjoint.
(2) When T'=T*, we can write T = R — S, with R, S € B(H) being positive.
(3) Thus, we can write any T' as a linear combination of 4 positive elements.
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Proor. All this follows from basic spectral theory, as follows:

(1) This is something that we already know, from Theorem 15.22, with the decompo-
sition formula there being something straightforward, as follows:
T+ T T-T*
=170 I
2 21
(2) This follows from the measurable functional calculus. Indeed, assuming T' = T*
we have o(T") C R, so we can use the following decomposition formula on R:

1 = X[o,00) T X(~o0,0)
To be more precise, let us multiply by z, and rewrite this formula as follows:
2= X[0,00)% — X(—00,0)(—2)

Now by applying these measurable functions to 7', we obtain as formula as follows,
with both the operators Ty, T € B(H) being positive, as desired:

T=T,-T.
(3) This follows indeed by combining the results in (1) and (2) above. O

Going ahead with our decomposition results, another basic thing that we know about
complex numbers is that any z € C appears as a real multiple of a unitary:

z =re’

Finding the correct operator theoretic analogue of this is quite tricky, and this even
for the usual matrices A € My (C). As a basic result here, we have:

THEOREM 15.24. Given an operator T' € B(H), the following happen:

(1) When T'=T* and ||T|| < 1, we can write T as an average of 2 unitaries:

T U+V
2
(2) In the general T = T* case, we can write T as a rescaled sum of unitaries:
T=XNU+YV)

(3) Thus, in general, we can write T' as a rescaled sum of 4 unitaries.
PROOF. This follows from the results that we have, as follows:

(1) Assuming 7= T* and ||T'|| < 1 we have 1 — T? > 0, and the decomposition that
we are looking for is as follows, with both the components being unitaries:
- T+iy1-17 +T—z‘\/l—T2
B 2 2

T




15D. DIAGONALIZATION 309

To be more precise, the square root can be extracted by using the continuous functional
calculus, and the check of the unitarity of the components goes as follows:

(T +ivV1 =T (T —ivV1-T2) = T?+(1 -T2
=1

(2) This simply follows by applying (1) to the operator T'/||T].

(3) Assuming first that we have ||T|| < 1, we know from Theorem 15.23 (1) that we
can write T' = A 4 iB, with A, B being self-adjoint, and satisfying ||A||, ||B|| < 1. Now
by applying (1) to both A and B, we obtain a decomposition of T" as follows:

U+V+W+X
2
In general, we can apply this to the operator T'/||T||, and we obtain the result. [

T =

Good news, we can now diagonalize the normal operators. We will do this in 3
steps, first for the self-adjoint operators, then for the families of commuting self-adjoint
operators, and finally for the general normal operators, by using the following trick:

T = Re(T) +iIm(T)

However, and coming somehow as bad news, all this will be quite technical. Indeed,
the diagonalization in infinite dimensions is more tricky than in finite dimensions, and
instead of writing a formula of type T' = UDU*, with U, D € B(H) being respectively
unitary and diagonal, we will express our operator as T'= U*MU, with U : H — K being
a certain unitary, and M € B(K) being a certain diagonal operator. The point indeed is
that this is how the spectral theorem is used in practice, for concrete applications.

But probably too much talking, let us get to work. We first have:
THEOREM 15.25. Any self-adjoint operator T € B(H) can be diagonalized,
T = U*MU

with U : H — L*(X) being a unitary operator from H to a certain L* space associated to
T, with f: X — R being a certain function, once again associated to T, and with

My(g) = fg
being the usual multiplication operator by f, on the Hilbert space L*(X).
PROOF. The construction of U, f can be done in several steps, as follows:

(1) We first prove the result in the special case where our operator T has a cyclic
vector x € H, with this meaning that the following holds:

span <T’“x‘n € N) =H
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For this purpose, let us go back to the proof of Theorem 15.21. We will use the
following formula from there, with p being the measure on X = o(T) associated to x:

< g(T),x >= / L 9C)C)

Our claim is that we can define a unitary U : H — L*(X), first on the dense part
spanned by the vectors T%z, by the following formula, and then by continuity:

Ulg(T)z] = g
Indeed, the following computation shows that U is well-defined, and isometric:
lg(D)z[]* = < g(T)z,9(T)z >
= <g(T)yyg(T)z,z >
= <|g’(D)z,z >

= [ ls@Pdutz)
o(T)

= llgll3

We can then extend U by continuity into a unitary U : H — L*(X), as claimed. Now
observe that we have the following formula:

UTU*g = U[Tg(T)x]

Thus our result is proved in the present case, with U as above, and with f(z) = z.

(2) We discuss now the general case. Our first claim is that H has a decomposition
as follows, with each H; being invariant under 7', and admitting a cyclic vector x;:

H=H,

Indeed, this is something elementary, the construction being by recurrence in finite
dimensions, in the obvious way, and by using the Zorn lemma in general. Now with this
decomposition in hand, we can make a direct sum of the diagonalizations obtained in (1),
for each of the restrictions Tjpy,, and we obtain the formula in the statement. 0

The above result is very nice, closing more or less the discussion regarding the self-
adjoint operators. At the theoretical level, however, there are still a number of comments
that can be made, about this, and we will be back to this, at the end of this chapter.

We have the following technical generalization of the above result:
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THEOREM 15.26. Any family of commuting self-adjoint operators T; € B(H) can be
jointly diagonalized,
T, =U"MyU
with U : H — L*(X) being a unitary operator from H to a certain L* space associated to
{T;}, with f; : X — R being certain functions, once again associated to T;, and with

Mfi (g) = fig
being the usual multiplication operator by f;, on the Hilbert space L?(X).

PRroOOF. This is similar to the proof of Theorem 15.25, by suitably modifying the
measurable calculus formula, and p itself, as to have this working for all operators T;. [J

We can now discuss the case of the arbitrary normal operators, as follows:
THEOREM 15.27. Any normal operator T € B(H) can be diagonalized,
T =U"M;U

with U : H — L*(X) being a unitary operator from H to a certain L* space associated to
T, with f: X — C being a certain function, once again associated to T, and with

My(g) = fg
being the usual multiplication operator by f, on the Hilbert space L*(X).
Proor. This is our main diagonalization theorem, the idea being as follows:

(1) Consider the decomposition of 7" into its real and imaginary parts, namely:
r+T* T -1
T = 5 +- %
We know that the real and imaginary parts are self-adjoint operators. Now since T
was assumed to be normal, TT* =TT, these real and imaginary parts commute:
T+T1T T-T*
2 2
Thus Theorem 15.26 applies to these real and imaginary parts, and gives the result. [J

=0

This was for our series of diagonalization theorems. There is of course one more result
here, regarding the families of commuting normal operators, as follows:

THEOREM 15.28. Any family of commuting normal operators T; € B(H) can be jointly
diagonalized,
T, =U"MyU
with U : H — L*(X) being a unitary operator from H to a certain L* space associated to
{T;}, with f; : X — C being certain functions, once again associated to T;, and with

Mfi (9) = fig
being the usual multiplication operator by f;, on the Hilbert space L*(X).
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PRrOOF. This is similar to the proof of Theorem 15.26 and Theorem 15.27, by com-
bining the arguments there. To be more precise, this follows as Theorem 15.26, by using
the decomposition trick from the proof of Theorem 15.27. U

With the above diagonalization results in hand, we can now “fix” the continuous and
measurable functional calculus theorems, with a key complement, as follows:

THEOREM 15.29. Given a normal operator T'€ B(H), the following hold, for both the
functional calculus and the measurable calculus morphisms:

(1) These morphisms are *-morphisms.

(2) The function z gets mapped to T*.

(3) The functions Re(z), Im(z) get mapped to Re(T), Im(T).
(4) The function |z|* gets mapped to TT* = T*T.

(5) If f is real, then f(T) is self-adjoint.

PROOF. These assertions are more or less equivalent, with (1) being the main one,
which obviously implies everything else. But this assertion (1) follows from the diagonal-
ization result for normal operators, from Theorem 15.27. U

15e. Exercises

Exercises:

EXERCISE 15.30.
EXERCISE 15.31.
EXERCISE 15.32.
EXERCISE 15.33.
EXERCISE 15.34.
EXERCISE 15.35.
EXERCISE 15.36.
EXERCISE 15.37.

Bonus exercise.



CHAPTER 16

Quantum mechanics

16a. Atomic theory

Welcome to quantum mechanics. As a starting point, we have the following funda-
mental, grand result, due to Rydberg in 1888, based on the Balmer series, and with later
contributions by Ritz in 1908, using the Lyman series as well:

Fact 16.1 (Rydberg, Ritz). The spectral lines of the hydrogen atom are given by the
Rydberg formula, depending on integer parameters nqy < no,

1 1 1
=R({—5——
/\mm ny n

with R being the Rydberg constant for hydrogen, which is as follows:
R ~1.096 775 83 x 107

These spectral lines combine according to the Ritz-Rydberg principle, as follows:

1 1 1
+ =

)\nln2 )\n2n3 )\nln3
Similar formulae hold for other atoms, with suitable fine-tunings of R.

Here the first part, the Rydberg formula, generalizes the results of Lyman, Balmer,
Paschen, which appear at ny = 1,2,3, at least retrospectively. The Rydberg formula
predicts further spectral lines, appearing at n; = 4,5,6,..., and these were discovered
later, by Brackett in 1922, Pfund in 1924, Humphreys in 1953, and others afterwards,
with all these extra lines being in far IR. The simplified complete table is as follows:

nq o Series name Wavelength ny = oo Color ny = 0o

Lyman 91.13 nm uv

1 2—

2 3— Balmer 364.51 nm [OAY
3 44— Paschen 820.14 nm IR
4 5H—o0 Brackett 1458.03 nm far IR
5 6—00 Pfund 2278.17 nm far IR

6 7—oo Humphreys 3280.56 nm far IR

313
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Regarding the last assertion, concerning other elements, this was something conjec-
tured and partly verified by Ritz, and fully verified and clarified later, via many experi-
ments, the fine-tuning of R being basically R — RZ?, where Z is the atomic number.

From a theoretical physics viewpoint, the main result remains the middle assertion,
called Ritz-Rydberg combination principle. This is something at the same time extremely
simple, and completely puzzling, the informal conclusion being as follows:

THOUGHT 16.2. The simplest observables of the hydrogen atom, combining via
1 1 1

>\n1n2 )\ﬂg’n:; )\nlng

look like quite weird quantities. Why wouldn’t they just sum normally.

Fortunately, mathematics comes to the rescue. Indeed, the Ritz-Rydberg combination
principle reminds the formula €,,p,€nyn; = €nin, for the usual matrix units e;; : e; — e;.
In short, we are in familiar territory here, and we can start dreaming of:

PRrRINCIPLE 16.3. Observables in quantum mechanics should be some sort of infinite
matrices, generalizing the Lyman, Balmer, Paschen lines of the hydrogen atom, and mul-
tiplying between them as the matrices do, as to produce further observables.

In practice now, all this leads to the following grand conclusion:

CLAM 16.4 (Bohr and others). The atoms are formed by a core of protons and neu-
trons, surrounded by a cloud of electrons, basically obeying to a modified version of elec-
tromagnetism. And with a fine mechanism involved, as follows:

(1) The electrons are free to move only on certain specified elliptic orbits, labeled
1,2,3,..., situated at certain specific heights.

(2) The electrons can jump or fall between orbits ny < ngy, absorbing or emitting light
and heat, that is, electromagnetic waves, as accelerating charges.

(3) The energy of such a wave, coming from ny — ng or ny — ny, is given, via the
Planck viewpoint, by the Rydberg formula, applied with nqa < no.

(4) The simplest such jumps are those observed by Lyman, Balmer, Paschen. And
multiple jumps explain the Ritz-Rydberg formula.

And the story is not over here. Following now Heisenberg, the next claim is that
the underlying mathematics in all the above can lead to a beautiful axiomatization of
quantum mechanics, as a “matrix mechanics”, along the lines of Principle 16.3.

All this is quite deep, and needs a number of comments, as follows:

(1) First of all, our matrices must be indeed infinite, because so are the series observed
by Lyman, Balmer, Paschen, corresponding to n; = 1,2, 3 in the Rydberg formula, and
making it clear that the range of the second parameter ny > n is up to oc.
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(2) Although this was not known to Ritz-Rydberg and Heisenberg, let us mention too
that some later results of Brackett, Pfund, Humphreys and others, at ny = 4,5,6, ...,
confirmed the fact that the range of the first parameter n; is up to oo too.

(3) As a more tricky comment now, going beyond what Principle 16.3 says, our infinite
matrices must be in fact complex. This was something known to Heisenberg, and later
Schrodinger came with proof that quantum mechanics naturally lives over C.

(4) But all this leads us into some tricky mathematics, because the infinite matrices
A € M, (C) do not act on the vectors v € C*> just like that. For instance the all-one
matrix A;; = 1 does not act on the all-one vector v; = 1, for obvious reasons.

16b. Schrodinger equation

Time now to get into the real thing, namely quantum mechanics. However, before
getting back to what Heisenberg was saying, based on Lyman, Balmer, Paschen, namely
developing some sort of “matrix mechanics”, let us hear as well the point of view of
Schrodinger, which came a few years later. His idea was to forget about exact things, and
try to investigate the hydrogen atom statistically. Let us start with:

QUESTION 16.5. In the context of the hydrogen atom, assuming that the proton is
fized, what is the probability density ¢i(x) of the position of the electron e, at time t,

Pee V)= / oi(x)dx
14
as function of an intial probability density po(x)? Moreover, can the corresponding equa-
tion be solved, and will this prove the Bohr claims for hydrogen, statistically?

In order to get familiar with this question, let us first look at examples coming from
classical mechanics. In the context of a particle whose position at time ¢ is given by
xo + (t), the evolution of the probability density will be given by:

pi(2) = po(r) + (1)

However, such examples are somewhat trivial, of course not in relation with the com-
putation of v, usually a difficult question, but in relation with our questions, and do not
apply to the electron. The point indeed is that, in what regards the electron, we have:

FAcCT 16.6. In respect with various simple interference experiments:

(1) The electron is definitely not a particle in the usual sense.
(2) But in most situations it behaves ezxactly like a wave.
(3) But in other situations it behaves like a particle.
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Getting back now to the Schrodinger question, all this suggests to use, as for the
waves, an amplitude function ¢4 (z) € C, related to the density ¢;(x) > 0 by the formula
oi(x) = [¢¢(x)]?>. Not that a big deal, you would say, because the two are related by
simple formulae as follows, with 6,(z) being an arbitrary phase function:

pi(x) = [G(@)]* , dule) = O/ ()
However, such manipulations can be crucial, raising for instance the possibility that

the amplitude function satisfies some simple equation, while the density itself, maybe not.
And this is what happens indeed. Schrodinger was led in this way to:

CLAIM 16.7 (Schrodinger). In the context of the hydrogen atom, the amplitude function
of the electron v = 1y (x) is subject to the Schrédinger equation
2

ihe) = — o A+ Vi

m being the mass, h = ho/27 the reduced Planck constant, and V' the Coulomb potential
of the proton. The same holds for movements of the electron under any potential V.

Observe the similarity with the wave equation ¢ = v2A¢p, and with the heat equation
¢ = aAyp too. Many things can be said here. Following now Heisenberg and Schrédinger,
and then especially Dirac, who did the axiomatization work, we have:

DEFINITION 16.8. In quantum mechanics the states of the system are vectors of a
Hilbert space H, and the observables of the system are linear operators

T:H—H

which can be densely defined, and are taken self-adjoint, T = T*. The average value of
such an observable T, evaluated on a state & € H, is given by:

<T>=<TEE >

In the context of the Schrodinger mechanics of the hydrogen atom, the Hilbert space is the
space H = L*(R3) where the wave function ¢ lives, and we have

<T>:/RST(w)-@Z)d9;

which 1s called “sandwiching” formula, with the operators
10 h2A h2A
x Py , —thV |, ——  ——

m

2m

+V

2m
representing the position, speed, momentum, kinetic energy, and total energy.

In other words, we are doing here two things. First, we are declaring by axiom that
various “sandwiching” formulae found before by Heisenberg, involving the operators at
the end, that we will not get into in detail here, hold true. And second, we are raising
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the possibility for other quantum mechanical systems, more complicated, to be described
as well by the mathematics of the operators on a certain Hilbert space H, as above.

So, this was the story of early quantum mechanics, over-simplified as to fit here in
a few pages. For more, you can check Feynman [35] for foundations, and everything,
including for some nice pictures and explanations regarding Fact 16.6. You have as well
Griffiths [45] or Weinberg [91], for further explanations on Definition 16.8, not to forget
Dirac’s original text [25], and all this is discussed as well in my book [12].

16c. Spherical coordinates

In order to solve now the hydrogen atom, the idea will be that of reformulating the
Schrodinger equation in spherical coordinates. And for this purpose, we will need:

THEOREM 16.9. The Laplace operator in spherical coordinates is

2 dr dr r2sins ds ds r2sin?s dt?

with our standard conventions for these coordinates, in 3D.
PROOF. There are several proofs here, a short, elementary one being as follows:

(1) Let us first see how A behaves under a change of coordinates {z;} — {y;}, in
arbitrary N dimensions. Our starting point is the chain rule for derivatives:
d d dy

d(Ei n ; dyj dl’z

By using this rule, then Leibnitz for products, then again this rule, we obtain:

2f d(d dy
D D (@dm)

i j

= N (A s Ay

J

(o) ()
— dyy  dz; dy; ) dx; dy; dx?

j (2

cf  dyp dy; Z df  d?y;
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(2) Now by summing over i, we obtain the following formula, with A being the deriv-
ative of x — y, that is to say, the matrix of partial derivatives dy;/dx;:

d f dy; df dy;
Af — COYk 45, aYi
/ - dyrdy; alycZ dx; Z dy; da:
dy; df
= Ak"L z —L .
Uzk J kdy dz?  dy,
d’f df
= AAY); —-—

(3) So, this will be the formula that we will need. Observe that this formula can be
further compacted as follows, with all the notations being self-explanatory:

Af =Tr(AAH,(f)+ < Ay), Vy(f) >

(4) Getting now to spherical coordinates, (z,y,z) — (r,s,t), the derivative of the
inverse, obtained by differentiating x, vy, 2 with respect to r, s, t, is given by:

COoSs S —rsin s 0
A7l = | sinscost rcosscost —rsinssint
sinssint rcosssint rsinscost

The product (A™1)*A~! of the transpose of this matrix with itself is then:

COS S sin s cost sinssint COS S —rsin s 0
—rsins rcosscost rcosssint sinscost rcosscost —rsinssint
0 —rsinssint rsinscost sinssint rcosssint rsinscost

But everything simplifies here, and we have the following remarkable formula, which
by the way is something very useful, worth to be memorized:

1 0 0
Ahyat=(o 2 0
0 0 r2sin’s

Now by inverting, we obtain the following formula, in relation with the above:

0 0
1/r? 0
0 1/(r?sin®s)

AAT =

O O =
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(5) Let us compute now the Laplacian of r, s,t. We first have the following formula,
that we will use many times in what follows, and is worth to be memorized:

d
_T ‘/$2+y2+22
dx

2z

a2+ y? + 22

3|8 N
! =

Of course the same computation works for y, z too, and we therefore have:

(6) By using the above formulae, twice, we can compute the Laplacian of r:

ar
dx

A(r)

(7) In what regards now s,

A(s)

A <arccos (

) @ -

= i

x dr y dr =z
r r r

- A(VE@EP )

© dx \r dy \r dz \r
P2 g? g2 g2 g2 2
+

r3 r3 r3
2
r

the computation here goes as follows:

2))

r2 — g2

d(_vri—z®
dx T

2= |

I R SV G
2 dy \rviz—a2) " dz \r2Vit— a2

r?(2% — 2y%) + 22%y%  r?(y? — 22%) + 22222

rd

2P

W o W o

x(22% —r?)

ré

T
r2y/r2 — 12
COS §

r2sin s

ri/r2 — 2
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(8) Finally, in what regards ¢, the computation here goes as follows:

Alt) = A(arctan (g))

d d z d Y
ot —_— 0 J— R - v
daz()+dy( y2+22)+dz (y2—|—22)

2yz n 2yz
(2 + 22)2 ' (12 + 22)?

=0
(9) We can now plug the data from (4) and (6,7,8) in the general formula that we
found in (2) above, and we obtain in this way:

d’f 1'd2f+ 1 _dzf 2 df | coss df

Af = —<=+ — —- :
/ dr2  r2 ds?  r2gin®s dt?  r dr  r?sins ds
2 df d*f coss df 1 df n 1 d*f
r odr  dr?  r?sins ds r? ds?  r2sin®s  dt?
1 od [, df 1 d [ . df 1 d*f
o2 dr (r dr) i r?sins ds (sm ° ds) * r2sin®s  dt?
Thus, we are led to the formula in the statement. Il

Still with me, I hope, and do not worry, one day you will have such computations
for breakfast. We can now reformulate the Schrodinger equation in spherical coordinates,
and separate the variables, which leads to a radial and angular equation, as follows:

THEOREM 16.10. The time-independent Schrodinger equation in spherical coordinates
separates, for solutions of type ¢ = p(r)a(s,t), into two equations, as follows,

d [, dp 2mr? B
$<T '%)— 7 (V= E)p=Kp

. d . dOé 1 d2()é K .92
sins- — [ sins- — — = —Ksin“s-«
ds ds dt?

with K being a constant, called radial equation, and angular equation.

PrROOF. By using the formula in Theorem 16.9, the time-independent Schrodinger
equation reformulates in spherical coordinates as follows:

21 d do 1 d do 1 d*¢
V_Ep=—|—. . — (2. 2= .— | sins - —= Lz
( )9 2m [7"2 dr <r dr) i r2sins ds (sms ds * r2sin’s  di?
Let us look now for separable solutions for this latter equation, consisting of a radial
part and an angular part, as in the statement, namely:

¢(T, 8, t) = IO<T)O‘(57 t)
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By plugging this function into our equation, we obtain:
h? [a d dp p d do p d*a
V-—-F - | = .= (2. E) — . —(sins-— | + g
( Jpa 2m [7“2 dr <T dr) rZsins ds \ . ds r2sin’s  di?
In order to solve this equation, we will do two manipulations. First, by multiplying
everything by 2mr?/(h?p«), this equation takes the following more convenient form:

2mr? 1 d dp 1 d da 1 d*a
- (V—E)=Z2.—_|r2. 2 .— [sins - — - - .-
h? v ) p dr (T dr) * asins ds (sms ds) * asin?s  dt?

Now observe that by moving the radial terms to the left, and the angular terms to the
right, this latter equation can be written as follows:

2mr? 1 d dp 1 d da d*a
V_E)y—Z.—_ (2.2 = ins- — (sins- — -
h? ( ) p dr (T dr) asin? s [sms ds (Sms ds) - dtQ}
Since this latter equation is now separated between radial and angular variables, both
sides must be equal to a certain constant — K, as follows:

2
2mr (V—E)—l-i<r2 @>:—K

h2 dr

1 2
5 {Sins-di(sins-d—a> +d(x} = -K

asin” s S ds dt?
But this leads to the conclusion in the statement. O

Let us first study the angular equation. We first have the following result:

PROPOSITION 16.11. The angular equation that we found before, namely

d d d?
sins - — <sin3-—&) + e _ —Ksin’s-«

ds ds a2
separates, for solutions of type o = o (s)0(t), into two equations, as follows,
1 d?0 5
g ae - "
SIES . % (sins . Z—Z) + K sin? s = m?

with m being a constant, called azimuthal equation, and polar equation.

Proor. This is something elementary, the idea being as follows:

(1) Let us first recall that r € [0,00) is the radius, s € [0, 7] is the polar angle, and
t € [0,2n] is the azimuthal angle. Be said in passing, there are several conventions and
notations here, and the above ones, that we use here, come from the general ones in N
dimensions, because further coordinates can be easily added, in the obvious way.
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(2) Getting back now to our question, by plugging @ = o(s)0(t) into the angular
equation, we obtain:

d d d*0
sins-9-£(sins-d—i:)—l—a-ﬁ:—Ksian-aH

By dividing everything by o6, this equation can be written as follows:
1 d*¢ sins d (. do o
3 IE T o -d—s<sms-d—s)—|—Ksms

Since the variables are separated, we must have, for a certain constant m:

1 d*0 B 9
0 dtz
i d d
s @ sins'—g + K sin?s = m?
o ds ds
Thus, we are led to the conclusion in the statement. Il

Regarding the azimuthal equation, things here are quickly settled, as follows:

PROPOSITION 16.12. The solutions of the azimuthal equation, namely
1 d?%0 9
5=
are the functions as follows, with a,b € C being parameters,
0(t) = ae™ + be~"™
and with only the case m € 7Z being acceptable, on physical grounds.

ProOF. The first assertion is clear, because we have a second order equation, and
two obvious solutions for it, e*™, and then their linear combinations, and that’s all.
Regarding the last assertion, the point here is that by using 6(¢) = 6(t 4+ 27), which is a
natural physical assumption on the wave function, we are led to m € Z, as stated. Il

We are now about to solve the angular equation, with only the polar equation remain-
ing to be studied. However, in practice, this polar equation is 10 times more difficult that
everything what we did so far, so be patient. We first have:

PROPOSITION 16.13. The polar equation that we found before, namely

i d d
T2 (sins- 2 + Ksin?s = m?
o ds ds

with m € Z, translates via o(s) = f(cos s) into the following equation,

(=) = 207') = (12 - K) 10

1 — 22

where x = cos s, called Legendre equation.
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PROOF. Let us first do a number of manipulations on our equation, before making

the change of variables. By multiplying by o, our equation becomes:

s ds

By differentiating at left, this equation becomes:

sins-di (sins-d—a) = (m2 —Ksin25)0

sins (coss- o' +sins-o”) = (m® — Ksin’s) o

Finally, by dividing everything by sin® s, our equation becomes:

2
oS § m
a”—i——~0/—< 5 —K)a

sin s sin” s
Now let us set o(s) = f(coss). With this change of variables, we have:
o= f(coss)

o' = —sins- f'(coss)

0" = —coss- f'(coss) +sin?s - f’(cos s)

By plugging this data, our radial equation becomes:
2
m

oK) fleoss)

sin” s

sin®s - f"(coss) — 2coss - f/(coss) = (

Now with x = cos s, which is our new variable, this equation reads:
2

(L= 2)f"e) - 20 ) = ({2 - K) f10)

But this is the Legendre equation, as stated. Il

Here comes now the difficult point. We have the following non-trivial result:

THEOREM 16.14. The solutions of the Legendre equation, namely
2

(L= )f"0) - 20 0) = ({2 = K ) S0

1— 22
can be explicitely computed, via complicated math, and only the case
K=Ill+1) : leN

15 acceptable, on physical grounds.

PRrOOF. The first part is something quite complicated, involving the hypergeometric
functions 5 F7, that you don’t want to hear about, believe me. As for the second part,
analysis and physics, this is something not trivial either. See Griffiths [45]. U

In order to construct the solutions, we will need:
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THEOREM 16.15. The orthonormal basis of L*[—1,1] obtained by starting with the
Weierstrass basis {x'}, and doing Gram-Schmidt, is the family of polynomials { P}, with
each P, being of degree 1, and with positive leading coefficient, subject to:

[ Awn@w=a,

1

These polynomauals, called Legendre polynomaials, satisfy the equation
(1= %) P/(2) — 20P(2) + (1 + 1)R(x) = 0

which is the Legendre equation at m = 0, and with K = 1(l +1). Moreover,

Rix) = 51 (%) (2 — 1)

which is called the Rodrigues formula for Legendre polynomials.

PROOF. As a first observation, we are not lost somewhere in abstract math, because
of the occurrence of the Legendre equation. As for the proof, this goes as follows:

(1) The first assertion is clear, because the Gram-Schmidt procedure applied to the
Weierstrass basis {z'} can only lead to a certain family of polynomials { P}, with each P,
being of degree [, and also unique, if we assume that it has positive leading coefficient,
with this 4 choice being needed, as usual, at each step of Gram-Schmidt.

(2) In order to have now an idea about these beasts, here are the first few of them,
which can be obtained say via a straightforward application of Gram-Schmidt:

P =1
P1 = T
P, = (32°—1)/2

(
(52° — 3x)/2

P, = (352" — 302 +3)/8
(632° — 702° + 15z)/8

(3) Now thinking about what Gram-Schmidt does, this is certainly something by
recurrence. And examining the recurrence leads to the Legendre equation, as stated.

(4) As for the Rodrigues formula, by uniqueness no need to try to understand where
this formula comes from, and we have two choices here, either by verifying that {P} is
orthonormal, or by verifying the Legendre equation. And both methods work. O

Going ahead now, we can solve in fact the Legendre equation at any m, as follows:
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PROPOSITION 16.16. The general Legendre equation, with parameters m € N and
K =1(l+1) with | € N, namely
2

(1= 2)f(0) - 20 (0) = ({7 = 10+ 1)) F0

is solved by the following functions, called Legendre functions,

) = - () A

x
where P, are as before the Legendre polynomials. Also, we have
m o m (1 B $2>m/2 d Hem 2 l
P(e) = (=1)" —— 4 (2" = 1)
called Rodrigues formula for Legendre functions.

PROOF. The first assertion is something elementary, coming by differentiating m times
the Legendre equation, which leads to the general Legendre equation. As for the second
assertion, this follows from the Rodrigues formula for Legendre polynomials. U

And this is the end of our study. Eventually. By putting together all the above results,
we are led to the following conclusion:

THEOREM 16.17. The separated solutions a = o(s)0(t) of the angular equation,
d d d?
sins-£ <sin3- d—j) +d_t(; = —Ksin’s-a
are given by the following formulae, where | € N is such that K = [(l + 1),
o(s) = P™(coss) , O(t)=e™
and where m € Z is a constant, and with P/" being the Legendre function,

) = (- () A

X

where P, are the Legendre polynomials, given by the following formula:

Pr) = 7 (%)l (2 — 1)

These solutions o = o (s)0(t) are called spherical harmonics.

Proor. This follows indeed from all the above, and with the comment that everything
is taken up to linear combinations. We will normalize the wave function later. U
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16d. The hydrogen atom

Hydrogen, eventually. In order now to finish our study, and eventually get to conclu-
sions about hydrogen, it remains to solve the radial equation, for the Coulomb potential
V' of the proton. Let us begin with some generalities, valid for any time-independent
potential V. As a first manipulation on the radial equation, we have:

PROPOSITION 16.18. The radial equation, written with K = 1(l + 1),

2mir?

(r*p) — 7 (V= E)p=1(+1)p

takes with p = wu/r the following form, called modified radial equation,

h? h2l(L+ 1
Euz——%/’—l—(V—i—ﬂ)u

2m 2mr?

which is a time-independent 1D Schréodinger equation.

PrROOF. With p = u/r as in the statement, we have:

_u ,_U/T_u 2 N1
pP= r ) p = r2 ) (T p) =ur
By plugging this data into the radial equation, this becomes:
2mr I(1+1)
u'r — 2 (V—-E)ju= :
By multiplying everything by h%/(2mr), this latter equation becomes:
h* RA(1+1)
= = (V—-—Euy=—"".
om ( Ju omr2

But this gives the formula in the statement. As for the interpretation, as time-
independent 1D Schrédinger equation, this is clear as well, and with the comment here
that the term added to the potential V' is some sort of centrifugal term. U

Getting back now to the Coulomb potential of the proton, we have here:

Fact 16.19. The Coulomb potential of the hydrogen atom proton, acting on the elec-
tron by attraction, is given according to the Coulomb law by

Kep
r

where p is the charge of the proton, and K 1is the Coulomb constant. In practice however

we have p ~ e up to order 1077, and so our formula can be written as
Ke?
Ve~ -——
,
and we will use this latter formula, and with = sign, for simplifying.

V= —
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Getting back now to math, it remains to solve the modified radial equation, for the
above potential V. And we have here the following result, which does not exactly solve
this radial equation, but provides us instead with something far better, namely the proof
of the original claim by Bohr, which was at the origin of everything:

THEOREM 16.20 (Schrodinger). In the case of the hydrogen atom, where V is the
Coulomb potential of the proton, the modified radial equation, which reads

h? Ke2  RhA(l+1
Bu=——— '+ (- + (+1) u
r 2mr?

2m

leads to the Bohr formula for allowed energies,

g m(KeY L
2 h n?

with n € N, the binding energy being
By~ —2177 x 107'®
with means B, ~ —13.591 eV.

ProoF. This is again something non-trivial, and we will be following Griffiths [45],
with some details missing. The idea is as follows:

(1) By dividing our modified radial equation by E, this becomes:

LR U GRS (R )
omE " T Er  omEr?

In terms of o = v/—2mE /h, this equation takes the following form:
u_”: (1+K62+l(l+1))u
a? Er (ar)?
In terms of the new variable p = ar, this latter equation reads:
akKe? l(l+1
u' = <1+ o + (p2 ))u
Now let us introduce a new constant S for our problem, as follows:
aKe?
E

In terms of this new constant, our equation reads:
S l(l+1
oo (15,100,
p p
(2) The idea will be that of looking for a solution written as a power series, but before
that, we must “peel oft” the asymptotic behavior. Which is something that can be done,

S =-—
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of course, heuristically. With p — oo we are led to u” = w, and ignoring the solution
u = eP which blows up, our approximate asymptotic solution is:

ur~e?
Similarly, with p — 0 we are led to u” = [(I+1)u/p?, and ignoring the solution v = p~
which blows up, our approximate asymptotic solution is:
u~ Pt
(3) The above heuristic considerations suggest writing our function u as follows:
w=ptle Py
So, let us do this. In terms of v, we have the following formula:
u' = ple P [(I+1—p)v+p]
Differentiating a second time gives the following formula:

I(l+1
u" = ple? [( ( ;_ )—2l—2+p)U+2(l+1—p)v'+pv”

Thus the radial equation, as modified in (1) above, reads:
p" +2(l+1—p)W' +(S—=2(I4+1)v=0

(4) We will be looking for a solution v appearing as a power series:

v = Z ijj
5=0
But our equation leads to the following recurrence formula for the coefficients:
S 20 +14+1)—S e
TG+ +2a+2)
(5) We are in principle done, but we still must check that, with this choice for the

coefficients c;, our solution v, or rather our solution u, does not blow up. And the whole
point is here. Indeed, at 7 >> 0 our recurrence formula reads, approximately:

QC]'
Cjt1 =~ —
J

But, surprisingly, this leads to v ~ cye??, and so to u ~ cop'*'eP, which blows up.

(6) As a conclusion, the only possibility for u not to blow up is that where the series
defining v terminates at some point. Thus, we must have for a certain index j:

20+14+1)=S5
In other words, we must have, for a certain integer n > [:

S =2n



16D. THE HYDROGEN ATOM 329

(7) We are almost there. Recall from (1) above that S was defined as follows:

g aKe? —2mkE
=— o= ——
E h
Thus, we have the following formula for the square of S:
g2 _ o?K?*  2mE K%' 2mKZ?e
- E* R E*  hE
Now by using the formula S = 2n from (6), the energy F must be of the form:
o 2mK2et B mK?et
RS 2RPm?

Calling this energy FE,,, depending on n € N, we have, as claimed:

g _m(EeY L
2 h n?

(8) Thus, we proved the Bohr formula. Regarding numerics, the data is as follows:

K =898 x10° , e=1.602x10""

h=1.055%x10"%" | m=9.109 x 1073}
But this gives the formula of E; in the statement. O

As a first remark, all this agrees with the Rydberg formula, due to:

THEOREM 16.21. The Rydberg constant for hydrogen is given by
E,
hQC

where E1 is the Bohr binding energy, and the Rydberg formula itself, namely

1 1 1
—R(=—-=
vl )

simply reads, via the energy formula in Theorem 16.20,
1 E,,—Ey
>‘n1n2 - hoC

which is in agreement with the Planck formula E = hoc/\.

PROOF. Here the first assertion is something numeric, coming from the fact that the
formula in the statement gives, when evaluated, the Rydberg constant:

K 2.1 10718
o 1 77 x 10

= = 1.096 x 107
hot  6.626 x 10-3 x 2.998 x 10° %
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As a consequence, and passed now what the experiments exactly say, we can define
the Rydberg constant of hydrogen abstractly, by the following formula:

g m (K
Qhoc h

Regarding now the second assertion, by dividing R = —F1/(hoc) by any number of
type n? we obtain, according to the energy convention in Theorem 16.20:

R E,

n? hoc

But these are exactly the numbers which are subject to substraction in the Rydberg
formula, and so we are led to the conclusion in the statement. U

Let us go back now to our study of the Schrédinger equation. Our conclusions are:

THEOREM 16.22. The wave functions of the hydrogen atom are the following functions,
labelled by three quantum numbers, n,l,m,

¢nlm(r7 S, t) = pnl(r>a;n(su t)

e Pu(p)/r with p = ar as before, with the coefficients of v subject to
S 2 +14+1—n) .
TG+ F2A+2)

and o] (s,t) being the spherical harmonics found before.

where pu(r) = p*!

Proor. This follows indeed by putting together all the results obtained so far, and
with the remark that everything is up to the normalization of the wave function. U

In what regards the main wave function, that of the ground state, we have:

THEOREM 16.23. With the hydrogen atom in its ground state, the wave function is
1
¢100 r, Sat = T e—’r/a
(r,s,t) —
where a = 1/« is the inverse of the parameter appearing in our computations above,
—2mE
h

called Bohr radius of the hydrogen atom. This Bohr radius is the mean distance between
the electron and the proton, in the ground state, and is given by the formula

h2
mK e?

which numerically means a ~ 5.291 x 10711,

o =

a =
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PROOF. There are several things going on here, as follows:

(1) According to the various formulae in the proof of Theorem 16.20, taken at n = 1,
the parameter o appearing in the computations there is given by:

v—2mE 1 Ke? mKe?
_— = —m— = —
h h h h?
Thus, the inverse a = 1/a is indeed given by the formula in the statement.

o =

(2) Regarding the wave function, according to Theorem 16.22 this consists of:
2e7"/a 0 1
pio(r) = N ag(s,t) = 2/r

By making the product, we obtain the formula of ¢ in the statement.

(3) But this formula of ¢9p shows in particular that the Bohr radius a is indeed the
mean distance between the electron and the proton, in the ground state.

(4) Finally, in what regards the numerics, these are as follows:
1.0552 x 107%®

7 9.109 x 1031 x 8.988 x 10% x 1.6022 x 10-33

Thus, we are led to the conclusions in the statement. U

a = 5.297 x 1071

Getting back now to the general setting of Theorem 16.20, the point is that the
polynomials v(p) appearing there are well-known objects in mathematics, as follows:

PROPOSITION 16.24. The polynomials v(p) are given by the formula
v(p) = L5 (p)

where the polynomials on the right, called associated Laguerre polynomials, are given by

L) = (17 () Lywalo

with Lyy, being the Laguerre polynomials, given by the following formula:
e (d\, _,
Lo =5 () o

PRrROOF. The story here is very similar to that of the Legendre polynomials. Consider
the Hilbert space H = L?[0, 00), with the following scalar product on it:

< f.g>= /Ooo f(x)g(z)e ™ dx

(1) The orthogonal basis obtained by applying Gram-Schmidt to the Weierstrass basis
{2} is then the basis formed by the Laguerre polynomials {L,}.
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(2) We have the explicit formula for L, in the statement, which is analogous to the
Rodrigues formula for the Legendre polynomials.

(3) The first assertion follows from the fact that the coefficients of the associated
Laguerre polynomials satisfy the equation for the coefficients of v(p).

(4) Alternatively, the first assertion follows as well by using an equation for the La-
guerre polynomials, which is very similar to the Legendre equation. O

With the above result in hand, we can now improve Theorem 16.20, as follows:

THEOREM 16.25. The wave functions of the hydrogen atom are given by

2\ (n—1—1)! 2\’ 2
i 1) = s —r/na [ 2 L2l+1 = m ¢
Dnim (7 5,1) \/(na) 2n(n +1)! © (na) n=l=1\ g | (5:%)

with o (s,t) being the spherical harmonics found before.

Proor. This follows indeed by putting together what we have, namely Theorem 16.20
and Proposition 16.24, and then doing some remaining work, concerning the normalization
of the wave function, which leads to the normalization factor appearing above. O

And good news, that is all. The above formula is all you need, in everyday life.
16e. Exercises

Congratulations for having read this book, and no exercises for this final chapter.
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angular momentum, 196
angular speed, 196
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area, 63
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argument of complex number, 132
asymptotic behavior, 112
attracting mass, 41
average of function, 63
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binomial coefficient, 11
binomial formula, 13, 61
Biot-Savart law, 162
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calculus, 41
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cartesian coordinates, 148
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centrifugal dorce, 197
centripetal acceleration, 197
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change of basis, 99, 100
change of variable, 69
chaos, 78, 83

charge, 153

charge density function, 153
charge enclosed, 158, 230
circular motion, 108
collision, 33

colors, 171

common roots, 141
complete space, 25

complex conjugate, 133
complex coordinates, 148
complex function, 135
complex number, 129, 130
complex numbers, 113
complex roots, 140
composition of functions, 51
composition of linear maps, 95, 97
concave, 55

confined motion, 108
conjugation, 134
conservation of energy, 107, 126
continuity equation, 162
continuous function, 135
convergent sequence, 22
convergent series, 25
convex, 55

cooking pot model, 77, 78
Coriolis acceleration, 197
Coriolis force, 197

cos, 21, 49, 61
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coulomb, 161, 163 equilibrium position, 108
cubic, 149 exp, 49, 61

current attraction, 160 expectation, 64

current repulsion, 160 exponential, 50, 136

cusp, 149, 150
factorials, 11

decimal writing, 18 Feynman, 158, 230
decreasing sequence, 23 fictious force, 197

Dedekind cut, 16 field lines, 153

degenerate curve, 148 flat matrix, 98, 104

degree 2 equation, 17, 130 flux, 156, 158, 228, 230
density of field lines, 155 flux through sphere, 156, 228
derivative, 47, 48 flux through surface, 158, 230
derivative of arctan, 53 force, 161

derivative of composition, 51 Foucault pendulum, 198
derivative of derivative, 55 Fourier transform, 173
derivative of fraction, 52 fraction, 52

derivative of inverse, 52 fractions, 11

derivative of tan, 53 free fall, 41, 116, 124, 127
diagonal form, 100 free space, 162

diagonal matrix, 98 fundamental theorem of calculus, 65
diagonalizable matrix, 99

diagonalization, 100 Galois theory, 150
differentiable function, 47 gamma ray, 71

differential equation, 41 gas constant, 75
dimensionality of gas, 76 Gauss law, 158, 230
discriminant, 142 general relativity, 289
disjoint union, 148 generalized binomial formula, 61
distance preservation, 104 geometric series, 26, 137

dot notation, 41 gravity, 41

double root, 142 growth of slope, 55

e, 29 harmonic oscillator, 77, 83, 112
eigenvalue, 99 heart, 151

eigenvector, 99 heat equation, 83, 174
eigenvector basis, 99 higher derivative, 69

ejection speed, 40 higher derivatives, 59

elastic collision, 34 Hooke law, 71, 83

elasticity, 72, 83

electric current, 160, 161 i, 129

electric field, 153 identity matrix, 97

electric permittivity, 163 increasing sequence, 23
electromagnetic wave, 71 indefinite integral, 67
enclosed charge, 156, 228 inertial frame, 197

energy, 34, 124 inertial observer, 196

energy dissipation, 35 integral, 63

equation of state, 75 integration by parts, 68
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IR, 71 multiplication of complex numbers, 139
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Newton, 41
Jacobian, 156, 228 Newton law, 71
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kinetic energy, 107, 124, 126 number of blocks, 220
L’Hopital’s rule, 57, 59 orthogonal matrix, 104
lattice model, 71, 83, 174 orthogonal projection, 98, 102
laws of motion, 41 oscillation, 108
Leibnitz formula, 51 oscillator, 112
lemniscate, 150 oscillator model, 77, 83
length of vector, 103
lim inf, 25 parabola, 116
lim sup, 25 parallel electric currents, 160
limit of sequence, 22 parallelogram identity, 104
limit of series, 25 parallelogram rule, 131
linear elasticity, 72 parametric coordinates, 148
linear map, 87, 90, 91, 97 Pascal triangle, 14
linear motion, 33, 107 passage matrix, 100
local extremum, 58 pendulum, 107
local maximum, 54, 58 pi, 20
local minimum, 54, 58 plane curve, 147
locally affine, 48 plastic collision, 33, 35
log, 49, 61 point charge, 156, 228
long time behavior, 112 polar coordinates, 132, 139, 148
Lorentz force law, 161, 237 polar writing, 138
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magnetic field, 160, 161, 237 position, 41
magnetic force, 161, 237 potential energy, 107, 124, 126
magnetic permeability, 162 power function, 48
magnetostatics, 162, 165 pressure, 75
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matrix, 91 prism’ 173
matrix multiplication, 91, 95, 96 probability 0, 19
maximum, 54 product of functions, 51
mean value, 54 product of matrices, 96
mean value property, 54, 64 product of polynomials, 148
mechanical wave, 71 projection, 88, 92, 94, 100
microwave, 71 projections, 103
minimum, 54 pulse, 72
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modulus of complex number, 132 Pythagoras’ theorem, 21
molecular speeds, 75
momentum, 33, 196 quartic, 150

momentum conservation, 196 quintic, 150
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random number, 64

random variable, 64

rank 1 projection, 103

real number, 16

rectangular matrix, 96
reflection, 133

remainder, 69

resultant, 141

Riemann integration, 63
Riemann series, 26

Riemann sum, 63
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rocket, 37

roots of polynomial, 140
roots of unity, 145-147
rotating body, 196

rotation, 87, 92, 93, 101, 105
rotation axis, 196

scalar product, 98, 102
second derivative, 55, 57
seismic wave, 71
self-intersection, 149
sequence, 22

series, 25

sextic, 151

short time behavior, 112
simple harmonic oscillator, 112
simple oscillator, 112
simple pendulum, 107
sin, 21, 49, 61

single roots, 142
singularity, 148
sinusoidal, 113

solvable group, 150
sound wave, 71
spectroscopy, 173

speed, 41

speed of light, 163
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spring model, 76, 83
square root, 16, 17, 130
standard units, 163
steady current, 162
steady line current, 162
stress, 72

subsequence, 23, 25

sum of vectors, 131

symmetry, 87, 91, 93, 101, 105
system of charges, 153

tan, 53

Taylor formula, 57, 5961, 69
thermal diffusivity, 83
thermometer, 75

time derivative, 41

total energy, 34, 107, 124, 126
total kinetic energy, 76
translation, 88

transpose matrix, 102

trefoil, 151

Tschirnhausen curve, 149
twice differentiable, 55

union of curves, 148
uv, 71

vector, 130

vector product, 195

visible light, 71

volume current density, 162
volume of gas, 75

water wave, 71
wave, 71

wave equation, 71
work, 161

X ray, 71

Young modulus, 72



	Preface
	Part I. One dimension
	Chapter 1. Real numbers
	1a. Numbers
	1b. Real numbers
	1c. Convergence
	1d. Sums, series
	1e. Exercises

	Chapter 2. Motion basics
	2a. Collisions
	2b. Rockets
	2c. Free falls
	2d. N bodies
	2e. Exercises

	Chapter 3. Functions, calculus
	3a. Derivatives
	3b. Second derivatives
	3c. Taylor formula
	3d. Integrals
	3e. Exercises

	Chapter 4. Waves and heat
	4a. Elasticity, waves
	4b. D'Alembert formula
	4c. Gases, pressure
	4d. Heat diffusion
	4e. Exercises


	Part II. Two dimensions
	Chapter 5. Vector calculus
	5a. The plane
	5b. Linear maps
	5c. Higher dimensions
	5d. Scalar products
	5e. Exercises

	Chapter 6. Basic mechanics
	6a. The pendulum
	6b. Harmonic oscillators
	6c. Kepler and Newton
	6d. Conservative forces
	6e. Exercises

	Chapter 7. Complex numbers
	7a. Complex numbers
	7b. Exponential writing
	7c. Equations, roots
	7d. Plane curves
	7e. Exercises

	Chapter 8. Light and heat
	8a. Electrostatics
	8b. Magnetic fields
	8c. Light, optics
	8d. Heat, revised
	8e. Exercises


	Part III. Three dimensions
	Chapter 9. Space geometry
	9a. Space geometry
	9b. Curves, surfaces
	9c. Regular polyhedra
	9d. Solid angles
	9e. Exercises

	Chapter 10. Rotating bodies
	10a. Vector products
	10b. Angular momentum
	10c. Rotating bodies
	10d. Further results
	10e. Exercises

	Chapter 11. Advanced calculus
	11a. Partial derivatives
	11b. Multiple integrals
	11c. Spherical coordinates
	11d. Normal variables
	11e. Exercises

	Chapter 12. Charges, matter
	12a. Electrons, charges
	12b. The Gauss law
	12c. Magnetic fields
	12d. Maxwell equations
	12e. Exercises


	Part IV. Four dimensions
	Chapter 13. Linear algebra
	13a. Diagonalization
	13b. Spectral theorems
	13c. Normal matrices
	13d. Spectral measures
	13e. Exercises

	Chapter 14. Relativity theory
	14a. Speed addition
	14b. Three dimensions
	14c. Relativity theory
	14d. Curved spacetime
	14e. Exercises

	Chapter 15. Infinite matrices
	15a. Linear operators
	15b. Spectral radius
	15c. Normal operators
	15d. Diagonalization
	15e. Exercises

	Chapter 16. Quantum mechanics
	16a. Atomic theory
	16b. Schrödinger equation
	16c. Spherical coordinates
	16d. The hydrogen atom
	16e. Exercises

	Bibliography
	Index


