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The multipolar formalism is commonly used as the starting point in chemical physics and quan-
tum optics for discussion of the interaction of radiation with atoms and molecules. The relationship
of the multipolar to the minimal-coupling formalism is examined when both the electron and the ra-
diation are second-quantized fields. Both the Lagrangian and Hamiltonian formulations are con-
sidered: in the former the transformation between the two is a point transformation on the electron
field coordinates, while in the latter it is a canonical transformation. The resulting equations of
motion are Maxwell’s equations, in terms of the basic and auxiliary fields, for the electromagnetic
field and Schrodinger equations for charges in an electromagnetic field with the coupling given
through the multipole moments. That the Schrodinger equation is different from that which arises
in the minimal-coupling formalism is a natural consequence of the use of new field coordinates. The
theory is extended to a system of molecules anticipating the discussion of intermolecular energies in

paper III (the second succeeding paper).

I. INTRODUCTION

Modern quantum optics and many applications in
chemical physics that involve the interaction of radiation
with atoms and molecules require, for their theoretical
development, the framework of quantum electrodynam-
ics.] The essential feature of the theory is that the radia-
tion field is quantized and forms part of the dynamical
system. The minimal-coupling form of the theory, al-
though a direct consequence of relativistic quantum elec-
trodynamics, is not well suited for these studies where
bound systems are usually the sources of the electromag-
netic field. Where atoms and molecules are the current
sources, it is most convenient to express the interaction be-
tween them and the radiation in terms of electric and
magnetic multipole moments. For this purpose, the mul-
tipolar form of the theory is the natural starting point. In
this series of papers, we develop the multipolar theory
from both Lagrangian and Hamiltonian points of view,
and discuss several applications using this formalism in
the Heisenberg picture. The time development of the field
operators is used in a direct manner in these applications:
This gives additional physical insight into these processes.

In this paper (paper I of the series), we first develop the
multipolar theory from minimal-coupling electrodynam-
ics. There have been several investigations>~® concerning
the relationship between these theories, and in most stud-
ies the charges were treated within the framework of first
quantization. However, in the present work, the electron
field, in addition to the radiation field, is second quan-
tized. The theoretical development begins with the La-
grangian formulation. In contrast to the charged-
particle—electromagnetic-field Lagrangian where the
equations of motion for the charges are given by the
Lorentz force in Newton’s equations, now the electron
fields have Schrédinger’s equations in the presence of the
electromagnetic field for their equations of motion. The
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electromagnetic fields themselves obey Maxwell’s equa-
tions in both cases, the only difference being that the lo-
calized current densities in the particle case are replaced
by nonlocalized Schrddinger current densities in the
present treatment.

In the charged-particle—electromagnetic-field theory
the transformation from the minimal to the multipolar
form may be effected by the addition of a total time
derivative and does not involve any change in the electron
coordinates and the vector potential. The transformation
to be described in Sec. II is not effected by adding a total
time derivative but by a change in the generalized coordi-
nates which are the electron fields. Because of this, the
Schrédinger equations for the electron fields are different
in the two formulations. In Sec. III the minimal and mul-
tipolar Hamiltonians are obtained and their significant
differences are discussed. The two Hamiltonians are relat-
ed in the quantum theory by a canonical transformation
which is described in Sec. IV. This transformation is in
fact a generalization of the previous approaches and this
allows a direct comparison between the new and old
Schrodinger-type equations. In Sec. V we extend the mul-
tipolar theory to molecular assemblies. This extension is
essential for studies of intermolecular interactions and the
interaction of radiation with such assemblies. A striking
feature of this formalism is that the intermolecular elec-
trostatic terms in the Hamiltonian are eliminated in favor
of couplings via the exchange of transverse photons.>”*

The multipolar formalism developed in this paper is
used in papers II and III to study one-center radiation
problems and intermolecular forces, respectively. The role
that the time-dependent electromagnetic fields takes in
these applications is examined in detail. An interesting
finding is that it is important to go beyond the quantum
analogs of the classical fields that are linearly dependent
on the multipolar sources. These applications in fact
demonstrate the necessity of including the electromagnetic
fields that are nonlinear in the source strengths.
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II. MINIMAL-COUPLING LAGRANGIAN
AND TRANSFORMATION TO
THE MULTIPOLAR FORM

A. Minimal-coupling Lagrangian
and equations of motion

It is well known® that the Lagrangian for an electron
field uncoupled from the radiation field is
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as a nucleus, and self-interaction energies have been ig-
nored. The Euler-Lagrange equations for i and ¢ ob-
tained by variation of (2.1) are the Schrodinger equation
(2.2) and its complex conjugate,

2
D)= |~ (VR V() [T 2.2

The minimal-coupling prescription for taking into ac-
count the interaction of the electron field (charge —e)
with the transverse electromagnetic field is to replace
—i#V @ by —i#iV 9+ (e/c)aX(G). Also, for consisten-
cy, when the electron-radiation interaction is included, it
is necessary to have the self-interaction energy in addition
to the external potential energy. Thus the minimal-
coupling Lagrangian for the system is
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From (2.3) the equations of motion for the system are easily derived. The variation with respect to @ '(T) gives
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In terms of the transverse electric field
€4T)= —7 XT)/c and the magnetic field b(7)=curla(F),
Eq. (2.5) is
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Equation (2.6) is the transverse part of the Maxwell equa-
tion for curlb(T). The equation for the electron field
¥(q), the analog of (2.2), is found to be
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B. The multipolar Hamiltonian

The multipolar formalism is related to the above
through a change of the generalized coordinates describing
the system. Although the electromagnetic field coordinate
@ (T, the vector potential, is unchanged, the one describ-

ing the electron field is transformed according to

WG =e"S1T(q) (2.9)
where S(q) is given by
5(q) =—fp(_',?]')'§’1(f')d3r (2.10)

In Eq. (2.10), B(T,q) is the polarization vector field. For
bound electrons in an atom or molecule, the polarization
field is localized and is conveniently expressed as a mul-
tipolar expansion about a fixed point such as the inversion
center for a centrosymmetric molecule. For large mole-
cules with several chromophores, it is physically realistic
to localize the polarization field at the centers of the chro-
mophores. Here the theory is developed for a small mole-
cule or a single chromophore located at a fixed R. The
many-center theory is given in Sec. V. For one center, the
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polarization field is i=—e(G—R), Q=_§(a_§)(a_§)_ (2.12)

B(F,d)=g8(F—R)— e, e . S
P(r.q)=pa(r —-R) Q Var-R)+ 21D The multipolar Lagrangian is obtained from the
where I and 6 are the electric dipole and quadrupole mo- minimal-coupling Lagrangian (2.3) using the coordinate
ments, transformation (2.9),
|
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Before considering the complete Lagrangian (2.14), we examine its form for a bound system in the low multipole order
approximation. First, with the electric dipole contributions alone, the spatial variation of the vector potential over the

molecule is ignored; @ “(q) is assigned the value @ {(R) and it is evident that only the dipole term of the polarization field
(2.11) contributes. Within this approximation,
fal(a)wﬁ <q>s<a>z§ai(ﬁ)—§ @ [(g—R)-a(R)B8(F—R)d*=0. (2.15)

Thus
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When the electric dipole approximation is relaxed, the cancellation that is shown in (2.15) no longer occurs. For exam-

ple, by retaining the electric quadrupole contribution to the polarization field and the first spatial derivative of the vector
potential, we have

—a,(q)+ﬁV(‘”S(q) (a—ﬁ),.v,-a,.l(ﬁ)—iv}q’[(a—ﬁ)k(a_ﬁ),-vka;(ﬁ)]

= (@—R)[V,a/(R)-V,a/(R)]
=—%[(a~§)x5(§)],~ . . .17

If (2.17) is used in the Lagrangian (2.14) together with the quardupole contributions in the F+@ term, the multipolar La-
grangian in this higher approximation becomes
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We remark that the electric quadrupole and magnetic dipole interactions are of the same order and the approximation
(2.18) contains the magnetic dipole interaction in the cross term of the first integral in L .

The above discussion is easily generalized by using the complete multipolar expansion for the electric polarization field
of a bound electron. As shown elsewhere,>*!%!! this expansion can be formally summed into a parametric integral:
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With this form of the electric polarization field, we show in the Appendix (see also Ref. 12) that
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It is clear that using the first term of the expression for (T, q) in (2.20), we obtain the electric-quadrupole—magnetic-
dipole result (2.17). With the use of the identity (2.20) in its full form, the multipolar Lagrangian for the general case be-
comes
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C. Equations of motion in multipolar form

It is instructive to derive the equations of motion in the first instance from the electric dipole Lagrangian (2.16). We
have

a a“Ymult all(F) e d T - 2 l,—» = -\ 43
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The Euler-Lagrange equation (2.4) becomes
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that is,
1
curlb( _’)— L ad 9d1r) , (2.27)
ot
where d(T) is the displacement vector in the electric dipole approximation and is given by
d(P)=8(F) —4me [ H@G—RIS(FT-R)$(G)d’q . (2.28)
The equation of motion for the electron field follows from
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Thus we obtain the familiar Schrédinger equation for a particle in a field in the electric dipole approximation:
i#ig(q) = -f-(v‘q’) 24 V(@) +e2f Mrd g'+e(@—R)EUR) |4(q) . (2.32)
q
The coupled equations (2.27) and (2.32) form the starting point for electrodynamics in this approximation.
Returning to the general case, we find from Lagrangian (2.22),
d a~=7mult axl(?) 1d I
g ot ¢ - 24 G)pi (T, G) d3q 2.33
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Thus the equation of motion for the electromagnetic field is
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In terms of auxiliary fields d(¥) and h(T) defined by B(F) = fc_ﬁ(a)ii(i‘,ﬁ)«ﬁ(ﬁ)fq (2.39)
d(T)=8(F)+4rp(T) , 2.37)
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where Eq. (2.53) becomes
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3d X 5 41 As we are dealing with neutral systems, there are no true
ar 2.41) charges and currents, so that D![(¥)=0 and J "™(T)=0.
The equation of motion for the electron field ¢(q) is

Equation (2.41) is the transverse part of the atomic field  found from
equation _8_ a=-Ymult _ —ifi

a 3 2
curlH(T )—l aD(_’) + Ty true(y) | (2.42) ¢
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Equation (2.45), which includes all multipole interactions, is the generalized version of (2.32).
To express the magnetic interactions in more familiar terms, we use expression (2.36) for the magnetization field, and
rewrite (2.45) as

i%(d)= ﬁ—(v“’)%ﬂﬁ)wﬁ%—q—d ~ [FE DR
q
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r
The leading terms of M(T,q) and 1(T,q) are field is most conveniently formulated in canonical terms.
. e . = e B The standard procedure begins with the defining of the
m(r,q)= ~am c(q_R) X (—i#iV 9)8(F—R) (2.47) conjugate fields from the appropriate Lagrangian; these
fields are then used to construct the Hamiltonian. The
and two forms of the Lagrangian discussed in Sec. II lead to
L e _ o= the minimal-coupling and multipolar Hamiltonians. In
n(r,q)= -5 Z(@—R)S(F—R) . (2.48)  this section we derive these two forms and discuss their re-
lationship.
Thus in the magnetic dipole approximation, the linear For the minimal-coupling case, the fields canonically
magnetic interaction in (2.46) is the familiar conjugate to @ (T), ¥(q), and ¥(q) are
¢ _[(G—R)X(—i#V 9)]-b(R) (2.49)
2me . 0Lmin (1) (D)
and the quadratic magnetic interaction mi(T)= 3 {¥) = 4mc? | 4mc @D
2
*[(G-RIXBER) (2.50)
8me — 9.7 min ifis, 2)
the well-known diamagnetic susceptibility energy. M(q)= al?/(a) = 7¢(q) ’ 3.
We conclude this section by emphasizing that the cou-
pled equations (2.41) and (2.46) that follow from the mul-
tipolar Lagrangian in its full form serve as the natural f(q)= a"?mi" :_ﬁ,/,(*) . (3.3)
basis for the electrodynamics of the interaction of radia- 3Y(q) 2

tion with atoms and molecules.

II. CANONICAL FORMALISM AND HAMILTONIANS ~ We note that the momentum conjugate to the vector po-
tential is proportional to the transverse electric field. For

Quantum electrodynamics based upon quantization of  the electron fields, the canonical conjugates are essentially
the Maxwell field and second quantization of the electron  the Hermitian conjugates of the fields themselves. This
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property is a consequence of the fact that their equations
of motion are first order in time. This feature, which is
well known® for the uncoupled electron fields, presents no
difficulties in the development. The electron field depen-
J

Hpn= [ #@(©)-34d + [1(4)
= [3@) |~

1 T(T))? 2()12143
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which may be partitioned in the usual way according to
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and
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2mc

We now turn our attention to the multipolar develop-
ment. The analogs of (3.1)—(3.3) are

mul!—f"r r) a

= [3@ |-
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2
d3q] +[curla ()] ]d3r
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dence in the Hamiltonian is best expressed in terms of 1
and ¢ using (3.2) and (3.3). The minimal-coupling Hamil-
tonian is

q)d3q_Lmin
2
+V(q)+ j‘g}_q_ﬁg_) d3q' |¢(4)d’q
|
(3.4)
-
ajmult al(?) - 1
{(T)= = - 4)pH(T,9)e(q)d>
(T %! - quS(qp r,q4)6(q)d"q
—— L aim (3.10)
T 4mc ! ’ ’
a‘*fmult lﬁ—
I(q) —=—a¢(q), (3.11)
q 26 > #(q
and
_ 0L ;
()= gy, (3.12)
3¢ 2

The momentum conjugate to the vector potential is now
proportional to the transverse component of the displace-
ment vector field d {(F) of Eq. (2.37), in contrast to the
minimal-coupling case where the conjugate momentum is
proportional to the transverse component of the electric
field. This distinction is already known”'>!* in the treat-
ments involving point particles interacting with radiation.
The momenta conjugate to the electron fields are also dif-
ferent in the two cases; they are related through (2.9). For
the conjugate momenta the same symbols are used in both
cases, the context being sufficient to distinguish them.
The Hamiltonian is now

(3.13)

We partition (3.13) into three terms: The first, H;, is independent of the electromagnetic field, the second, H 4, is
independent of the electron field, and the third, H;,, couples the two fields. Thus

mult mu]t mult
H g =Hnpo +Hpag +Hp" ,

where

HM = [3(d)

2 yorivig+S IM—M—( (G g3
2m F=d

(3.14)

— 2
s@aiq+2m [ | [B@F T D@ | dr,

(3.15)
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HOY =L [ ([4me ()P + [curld(D))d (3.16)
87
R S e S R P
=30 J1d¥®+6xD)]dr, (3.17)
Hi"= — [$(@)B(F,§)-d (P)¢(q)d’r d’g
— - _ - 2
~ JE@mED B a5 5@ | [EDx B | 6@ (3.18)
mc

An approximate H™" can be obtained by taking the first few terms in the multipolar expansions for the polarization

fields. With the electric polarization current to the quadrupole order, and the magnetization correct to the dipole order,
H™" takes the familiar form

H'~ — [§(@)5-d Rg(@)dg— [$(@)3-Vd R)g(dd’g— [F(@m-bR)p(q)d’

2 — - —
- [HDIEA-BX BRI’ . (3.19)
mc

-+

Both Hamiltonians can be considered as the sum of electron and electromagnetic field energies, each of which consists
of kinetic and potential energy contributions. For the electromagnetic field energy, we have

1 4T N
Emdzgf 4_77-(: +[curla(r)]2 d3r
= [@2ibnay, (3.20)

T 87
where the electric contribution is conventionally considered as the kinetic energy and the magnetic contribution as the po-
tential energy. The difference between the minimal and multipolar forms depends on the relationship between @ ‘(r) and

the canonical momentum #7(T). In the minimal coupling case, & '(r) is 4mc2#7(T), whereas for the multipolar case @ X(7)
is 4mrc [ 7(F)+ P H(T)]. For the electron field energy, we have

_ . 2 T = =
Eno=[3@) |+mG 24 v(q)+ < [YANWEG) , q'J¢<a>d3q

2 7 = =gy
= [3@ [Am@2+ v+ S [ LG 4ogr lggrarg (321)
ld—q’|
where the kinetic energy contribution depends on ?j, the IV. QUANTUM CANONICAL TRANSFORMATION

operator representative of which depends on the relation-
ship between q and the canonical momentum of the parti-
cle, already known in the particle—electromagnetic-field
theory. For the minimal-coupling case, this relationship is

The quantization of the dynamical system described by
the Hamiltonians H;, and H,,,, follows the well-known
procedure of promoting the canonical variables to quan-
tum operators. The canonically conjugate pairs obey the
equal-time commutation (or anticommunication) relations

[a/(D),m)(F)]_ =ifiS(T—T") , 4.1

(W@, ()], =[6(d),8(G)],=8(G—G") . 4.2

mq=p+<a4q) (3.22)

[P

and for the multipolar case it is

L Doy T 13
mq=p+f i(r,q)Xb(r)d"r . (3:23) All other pairs of operators commute (or anticommute).
Thus we see that both Hamiltonians can be written in the ~The minimal and multipolar Hamiltonians quantized in
form of (3.24) this way are related by a quantum canonical transforma-
tion which is a generalization of the classical coordinate
H =(T + Petectron+ (T + Vraq » (324)  transformation of the Lagrangian discussed in Sec. IL.

Under this canonical transformation, the conjugate pairs

where the systems are apparently uncoupled. Despite this transform according to

superficial partitioning, they are in fact coupled, and the
interaction terms in the Hamiltonians can be explicitly Bhn(D=e" gL (P’ | 4.3)
recovered when the velocities are expressed in terms of the v -

canonical momenta. Tmin(T)=e "7 Tpu(Te™”, 4.4)
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1ll(?1')=e"'f #(4)e’”, (4.5) Clearly, the commutation and anticommunication rela-
i it ) tions (4.1) and (4.2) remain unaltered under this transfor-
Mnin(4)= 71/:(?]’)=e"y —2—¢(?i)e'y mation. To obtain the transformed Hamiltonian we sub-
) ) stitute (4.3)—(4.6) in H;,. Thus
=e " Mpuldle’” . 4.6)
]

Hopin(3 5in( P), T ain D 0@, UG =H i (e B L De™ e = (D)™ ;e 717 9(q)e™” e 7 §(G)e’™)

=™ H nin(@ e ), T 7;6(4), 6(4))e"” . 4.7
The resultant expression is the multipolar Hamiltonian, i.e.,

H e (F e 0, Fonatd 080, (G)) =€ =" H pyin (& e Ty T T58(G), ()™ (4.8)

Thus the transformation can also be viewed as a unitary rotation on the operator H;,. This was the point of view
adopted in our earlier work.>” The choice of the generator . corresponding to the previous canonical transformation is,
in terms of S(q) defined by (2.10),

= [3(@)S(@)1p(q)d’g= —f¢ (@B TG g d’r 4.9)

with P(T,q) given by (2.19). For this .#, it is easily seen that the vector potential remains unaltered and we can therefore
omit the suffix on @ {(¥). However, the momentum conjugate to the vector potential does change. From (4.4) we have

ﬁmin( )= i:mult( r)—i [‘y qult( r) ] -+

= ) — — [ 3 @p(F D@ lal (), 7] d*r (4.10)
= Tl D)+ BT @1y

where P(T) is the polarization field. The series (4.10) terminates at the second term. We emphasize that although 7, is
proportional to the transverse electric field, the presence of P *(T) in (4.11) results in 7, being proportional to the
transverse displacement field.

For the operator electron field, we have from (4.5)

WD =@ —i[7,8D]_— 5 [ A LS D]+
= ¢(?]')—if[$(?]’ S(q")e(q"),é(q)]_d g’
—%f[c}(?i')S(ﬁ')d)(ﬁ’),[$(21'”)S(?i”)4)(2]’"),¢(?]’)]_]_d3q’d3q"— s (4.12)
=¢(@)+i [ S(G6(@)8(4—G")d’g’
—%fS(?]”)S(?]’")8(?1’—?1")5(?1'—?]’”)¢('ci)d3q’d3q"—— s =eS@g(g) . (4.13)
In contrast to (4.10), all terms in the series (4.12) contribute to (4.13). Similarly, Eq. (4.6) leads to the Hermitian conju-
gate equation P(q)=¢(q)e ~S'9). We note that the second-quantized operator transformation (4.5) leading to (4.13) is

the quantum analog of (2.9) for the first-quantized fields. The fact that the electron fields change in this way under the
transformation requires concomitant changes in the equations of motion. In the minimal-coupling case, we have

i#p(q)=[¥(q),Hmin ]

2 _
= 2;1 —iAT O+ L34 | +V(@+el [ |(_‘)_E'|)d3q' HG) . (4.14)
G-

On the other hand, for the multipolar coupling case,

iﬁ&(a)z[¢(a))Hmult]—
1

2m

+V(q +ezf-¢—q—)ml—-d3q'+41rcfp £,G) 7 man(D)dF

+ 47 [ (@B T4 9(q Nd’ B T, Dd’r |¢(Q) 4.15)

—imv 9+ L [aEqxbma
c
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which, with the use of the relationship connecting the electrlc field € 4(T) and the field 7(T), conjugate to & (), gives

if$(q)=

i —iﬁV“”-{-%fﬁ(f’,q’)xg(f’)d:‘r +V(@)+el [ I(” $(g I Ladg — [ 370D |9(@) .
q—dq
(4.16)
The operator equations (4.14) and (4.16) are the second-quantized equivalents of the first-quantized equations (2.8) and
(2.45), respectively. That the two Schrodinger-type equations are different in form is not surprising since they are equa-
tions of motion for different fields.!* An alternative route to (4.16) is to begin with the equation of motion for ¥(g) and
to use the transformation (4.13). We have

mé%ql =iﬁ%[e —iﬂﬁ)wa)]:e—isﬁ’)mﬁ'ﬁ +#S6(q)

—es@ | L 5w, 25 +V(q>+e2fﬁ‘?ﬁ—‘u—( DG 340 |o-is@Dg(g)
2m c |d—q"|
+%f§(f’,€1’)~§’l(?’)d3r¢(6) @17
1 2
= |5 [~ O+ £34G)+ T [5(5,9) *H?)d%]
+V(q)+e2fM)ﬁ"—q—at3 '~ [P EUDEr |$(3) . (4.18)

With the aid of the identity (2.20), this equation is seen to be the same as (4.16), the equation in multipolar form.

V. EXTENSION TO A MOLECULAR ASSEMBLY

In the application of radiation theory to the study of intermolecular interactions, the multipolar formalism has distinct
advantages over the minimal-coupling method. In this section, we extend the one-center theory developed in the earlier
sections to a molecular assembly and draw attention to some of the salient features. To make this extension, it is con-
venient to introduce several electron fields, one associated with each molecule, and to assume kinematic independence of
these fields. For molecules with weakly coupled chromophores, it is better to assume that the electron fields of the dif-
ferent chromophores are distinct. In the many-body theory, this corresponds to the imposition of the Pauli principle for
the electrons associated with each molecule or chromophore and to the neglect of electron exchange between different
centers. Let the electron wave field associated with center a be denoted by ¢,(q). Then the multipolar Lagrangian for
the complete system, obtained by generalizing (2.22) and ignoring nuclear kinetic energy contributions, is

2
mu]t— —'Zfd’a

_ 1 -
. (q) 1 - = -\ 73
——2 — iRV 94 [H.(FDxb(Ddr

¢a( ¢a(q
A=

+ Vo (q)+ d’q’ |¢,(§)d>

- . —Z,e? (d")s(q’)
- 3 %@ —;—’L—+7f¢"‘i—¢”—d3q' ¢a(@)d’q
ab |d—Ry | ld—q’|

Z Zb€2

ab |R— R, |

(as=

ﬁ - - N
+ 503 [ 18 @608~ b0 (D)@

3 4(r)
c

2
) —[curlé’(f')]zld’r . (5.1)

1 3.(9)%.(F.5)3NF
— o3 [ DBF D T (@ dr + 5
a

In (5.1) it is assumed that the total nuclear charge for inter-Coulombic terms can be expressed in terms of the
assembly a is Z,e and ﬁ,, is a conveniently chosen center.  longitudinal components of the total polarization field.
V(q) is the Coulombic potential energy between the nuclei ~ We first note that these Coulombic terms are
of assembly a and between the electron field ¢, and these
nuclei. The second and third terms of (5.1) are the inter- 1 f [ l(F) |23 (5.2)
molecular Coulombic contributions. Both the intra- and T ’
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where €!l(T) is the electrostatic field of all the charges. == e 1 1
With the assumption that there are no net free charges,' Pm(f,q)=z;v' o = (5.5)
i.e., no ions or charged chromophores, | T—q| |IT—R, |
dive (¥)= —4m divp (7), and the Coulomb terms (5.2) @ ~
are given by e(qg— f q—R,))dA
2 [ |3 %% (5.3) (5.6)
where which is the longitudinal component of (2.19). Substitut-
ing (5.4) and (5.5) in (5.3) together with the normalization
pllm= ZﬁL’(F) (5.7,
) $a(@),(q)d’g=2Z (5.7
—2f¢,,<q (7, d)6a(q s d @0 ‘
a consequence of neutrality, we obtain the intra- and
with pll(T,q) given by inter-Coulombic terms of (5.1):
]
mtra_2772fﬁ (1) Ll d>r
- 2 1 B, (G gl
=3 [3.@ Vi@ +% [ L 2 ¢j, 39" | dal (5.8)
a ld—q"|
and
V=27 3, [BUDBUEr
(aa;fb)
3 (@) _=Zye* 6(4")s(q") . 1 Z,Z,e?
=3 [e@ +&f bl* 0D g |gydilg L 3 B (59)

|§—R, | 2

_.,l

a,b
(a#b)

Using (5.8) and (5.9) and completing the square in the last two terms of (5.1), we obtain the expression (5.10) for the mul-

tipolar Lagrangian. Thus

Lou=—23 [3.(@)

1 e 1 o (.9
E‘—zhv(")+:fna r,q)X

Vlntra_27r 2 P H(r
(a;éb)

. 2
a1

_4r3 4T
p 7P (T)

1
+8_1'r—f

As for the longitudinal term (5.3), we can also partition 27 f | P

X b(T)dr
B0~ 23 [1F.@.(@)

—[curld(D)]? ]d3r—217f [P UT) |4

2
$a(@)d’q

—a(9)a(T)1d’g

(5.10)

47| %d>7 into intra- and intermolecular contributions.

The intermolecular parts of both integrals are then combined according to”

21rf|b’l(f')|2d3r+21r f"”
(a:#b)

(r)d3r-27r2f|

DO +2r 3 [0 B (5.11)

(a;eb)

The fields P,(T) in the last term of (5.11) are the total polarization fields and are localized at their respective centers.
Thus for nonoverlapping systems this intermolecular term is zero. The field-independent one-center contribution of
(5.11) can be added to the other one-center term of (5.8) to give an effective intramolecular potential energy

Vo=27 [ |B4(D)|%dr
f¢a(q 94(q")
—-q’|

Thus the multipolar Lagrangian can be written as

+ [3a(@ |Va(@)+ %

d’q’ |¢a(q)d’q .

(5.12)
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2
—ifﬁ“”+%fﬁa(F,G)XE(F)d3r’ $a(@d’q+V,

L= —zlf?m) —
2
(5.13)

1=
(r)—411'f)'l

ifi TN oy T o 1
+72f[¢,,<q)¢a(q)—¢,,(q)¢,,(q)]d3q+gf —[curld@(D)]? ‘d3
a
An important feature of this Lagrangian is that there are no explicit contributions depending on pairs of molecules. All
intermolecular interactions are mediated by the transverse electromagnetic field. This is in contrast to the minimal-
coupling case where the electrostatic interaction terms between molecules explicitly appear in the Lagrangian and need to

be considered in addition to the electromagnetic couplings.

The Hamiltonian is obtained in a straightforward manner following essentially the same lines as those described in Sec.

III; the many-center analog of (3.14) is
H oy = ZH mal (@) -+ H g +2H:2:'"(a) .

(5.14)

In the minimal-coupling case, the Hamiltonian as well as the Lagrangian cannot be expressed in this simple additive
form. H ., has interactions which are nonlocal involving pairs of molecules. The many-center analog of (3.5) is

Hmin 2H$ol(a)+ $ldn+2H$:n(a)+ 2 Vinter(aib)’
a

a,b
(asb)

(5.15)

where Viy, is given by the expression (5.9) with the ¢’s replaced by the corresponding ¥’s. In the electric dipole approxi-

mation, the interaction terms of (5.15) become

Zge
H™"(q) ——filz,,(q)[—tﬁV“” TR, I (q)d g +

e(8; —3R, R )
V,-me,(a,b)— —
R3

where ﬁ=ﬁb—ﬁa. In contrast, the corresponding in-
teraction energy in the multipolar Hamiltonian (5.14)
takes the simpler form,

H(@)=e [ $,(@)(G—R,)-d “R,)p,(q)d% .

Applications illustrating the use of the two formalisms
with their differing interaction terms are given in papers
IT and III.

(5.18)

V1. DISCUSSION

In this paper we have made the transformation from the
minimal-coupling formalism to the multipolar formalism
by changing the generalized coordinates describing the
electron fields. This contrasts with the procedure used in
the particle—radiation-field theory where a total time
derivative is added to the minimal-coupling Lagrangian,
the generalized coordinates § and @' remaining un-
changed. In the latter case, the equation of motion for the
particle is the Lorentz force law which is invariant to the
transformation. However with the electron field as coor-
dinates, the equations of motion are different because the
fields themselves have changed under the transformation.
In the electric dipole approximation, these Schrodinger-
type equations are

if(g)= W)

2
—‘—l inY 94 3R ]+V(q
2m c

(6.1

and

S Pa@Ps(GNG—R)i(G ' —R,)4a ()0 (d

2

~E14R,), (5.16)
"Yd3qd’q (5.17)
I
ifig(q)= — iV 92 +e(G—R)ELR)
+ V(a)|¢(a) , (6.2)

where self-interactions have been omitted. As in the

particle—radiation-field theory, the field canonically con-

jugate to the vector potential changes under the transfor-
mation:

XD
41c
i)

4mc
dim)

=— e (6.4)

, (6.3)

"min( r)=—

Tmun(T)=— —BHUD)

Thus in the development of the Hamiltonian formalism, it
is essential to recognize the changes in both the general-
ized coordinates and their conjugate fields. A conse-
quence of this is that, within the canonical formalism, the
electron field appearing in the equation of motion (6.2)
must be expressed in terms of the displacement vector us-
ing (6.4). The equations of motion for the electromagnetic
field are the Maxwell equations. When expressed in terms
of the canonical variables appropriate to the two theories,
they take different forms as given by Egs. (2.6) and (2.41).

A significant feature of the multipolar formalism aris-
ing from the changes in the canonical variables is, as
developed in Sec. V, that the electrostatic interactions be-
tween neutral molecules are not explicitly present in the
Hamiltonian. All intermolecular interactions are mediat-
ed through the transverse radiation field.
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APPENDIX: DERIVATION OF IDENTITY (2.20)
We begin by showing that e ! f R(F’,F) X b(F')d’r" is a vector potential for the magnetic field b(F):
cuﬂ[ — [H(E,FIXB(E )d3’]—e‘1fVX[nr b(F))d3r
=—e~! [B(F)divii(F",F)d’r +e ! [[b(F") VIH(T,P)dr (A1)

using (2.21) for (T, T), the ith component of (A1), i
[ b [aiv [(?_R)foAa(f'-ﬁ_x(?_ﬁ))dx]dSr']_f[b,(f'>v,-](?_ﬁ),.folxa( _R-AF—R)dAY

=3fb,-(F')fole)(?'~R’—x(?_§))dxd3r'_fb,-(r*')(r*—“ flxzvcs(*'—”—x(?—” Ydrdr’

—fbj(?’)ﬁijfolkﬁ(?'—ﬁ—k(f’—ﬁ))dld’r’Jrfbj(f”)(? R); f AV;8(F'—R—AMF—R))dAd’r’

1 1 - -
=2 [b,(¥) [ A8(F' —R—MT—R)dAd’r + [bi(F’ foAZ(;LAS(?’—R—A(?—R))dAd3r’

_ "I _@ r28(7r (7
= [ b7 odk[xa(r —R—MT—R)JdAd> =b;(T) . (A2)

We note, however, that this vector potential, in contrast to a4T), is not entirely transverse. The difference between the
two potentials is the gradient of a scalar field. We have

e~ [[H(T,F)Xb(T));d* —ai(T)
— 1 — —
= —é€€m | (F—R);[Vian () ]f (‘”——R—k(f’——R))dld3r’—a,-l(?)

= — [(F—R)[Viaj(") ]f AS(T'—R—AMT—R)dAd’r’
+ [(T—R);[V}a l*']f AS(T' —R—A(F—R)dAd’r —al(T)
= [(F—R);aj(")V; fowr —R—A( r—l_i))dld3r’

— 1
— [(F=R);ai(¥)V; [ A8(F'—~R—AMF—R)dAd’r' —a} (D)
=— [(F=R);a/(T"V; f 8(F'—R—AT—R)dAd’r
+ [ai® f x—a( —R—Mr—R)dAd* —ai(T)

=—vif(r*_§>ja,-l(?')fo 8(7'—R—MT—R))dAd’r
1
+ fatd [

— 1 — -
=e”V, [—e(f—R)jfa}(?')fO 8(F'—R—A(F—R))dAd’r

1+7V:7-16(?'_ﬁ-x(?—ﬁ))dxd%'—a#(ﬂ

1= ‘*l 1
+ [af@) foﬁ[m —R—MF—R)]dAd3 —al(D)

e\, [B(F, DA T, (A3)

where we have used (2.19) for the polarization field p(r’,T). Thus the scalar field whose gradient is the difference be-
tween two vector potentials is

—lfp(—n — —»L(f::)d r: .
For ¥={, Eq. (A3) leads to the required identity

fal(aufif‘q’fﬁ(?', Fd’r = [, G X B(F)d . (A4)
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