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It is well known that the Hamiltonian of an n-dimensional isotropic oscillator admits of an SU(n)
symmetry, making the system maximally superintegrable. However, the dynamical symmetries of
the anisotropic oscillator are much more subtle. We introduce a novel set of canonical transfor-
mations that map an n-dimensional anisotropic oscillator to the corresponding isotropic problem.
Interestingly, the anisotropic oscillator is shown to possess the same number of conserved quantities
as the isotropic oscillator, making it maximally superintegrable too. The first integrals are explicitly
calculated in the case of a two-dimensional anisotropic oscillator and remarkably, they admit closed
form expressions.

I. INTRODUCTION

The harmonic oscillator plays a pivotal role in our understanding of various physical phenomena, starting from
classical dynamical systems to those in quantum field theories. It admits of a Hamiltonian description as given by
the equations of motion

q̇j =
∂H

∂pj
, ṗj = −∂H

∂qj
, j ∈ {1, 2, · · · , n}, (1)

where H is quadratic in n pairs of (qj , pj), in the phase space defined for n degrees of freedom. For the simplest case
of the isotropic oscillator, the Hamiltonian reads

H =
1

2

n
∑

j=1

(

p2j + ω2q2j
)

, (2)

which is a linear sum H =
∑n

j=1
Hj , with Hj being the component Hamiltonian of the jth oscillator having coordinate

qj , momentum pj and frequency (independent of j) ω. Thus, the system executes simple harmonic motion on each
qj−pj plane on the phase space with the same frequency ω. As is well known, the system is superintegrable [1], meaning
that it possess more functionally independent constants of motion than required for Liouville-Arnold integrability [2]1.
The symmetry group of the Hamiltonian is SU(n) [4, 5], and the conserved quantities follow the su(n) Lie algebra,
with respect to the Poisson bracket. It means that all the conserved quantities are not in involution, i.e. they do
not admit mutually commuting Poisson brackets. This is certainly expected of any superintegrable system. As a
matter of fact, the isotropic oscillator is maximally superintegrable, meaning that it possesses the maximum number
of independent integrals of motion that a system with a 2n-dimensional phase space can admit. Thus, all the conserved
quantities coming from the SU(n) group are not independent of each other.

For concreteness, we focus on the two-dimensional (n = 2) case which corresponds to a four-dimensional phase
space. Then, the Hamiltonian is

H =
p21 + p22

2
+

ω2(q21 + q22)

2
→ ω

(

p21 + p22
2

+
q21 + q22

2

)

, (3)

where we have performed a (canonical) rescaling qj → qj/
√
ω and pj → √

ωpj for j = 1, 2. The Hamiltonian
admits an SU(2) symmetry and the corresponding conserved quantities are I1 = p1p2 + q1q2, I2 = q2p1 − q1p2 and
I3 = (p21 + q21)− (p22 + q22). The quantities I1 and I2 are respectively the Fradkin tensor, and the angular momentum
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1 For a general classification of classical superintegrable systems with the help of ladder operators, see [3].
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on the q1 − q2 plane (with a negative sign), while if we take into account the fact that the Hamiltonian is conserved
because it Poisson commutes with itself (we denote it by I0), then I3 gives rise to the following two conserved
quantities: Ia3 = p21 + q21 and Ib3 = p22 + q22 which correspond to the conserved energies in each individual degree of
freedom. Notice that since the phase space is four-dimensional, a maximally superintegrable system shall possess
only three conserved quantities that are functionally independent. It is easy to check that the first integrals I1, I2,
Ia3 and Ib3 are not all independent from one another. The same arguments go through for the general case with a
2n-dimensional phase space.

Although the isotropic oscillator does enjoy such an extended set of symmetries and therefore, conserved quantities
[6], the situation gets much more complicated for the anisotropic oscillator. The anisotropic oscillator is one, for which
the Hamiltonian is H =

∑n
j=1

Hj , where Hj is the Hamiltonian of the jth harmonic oscillator with coordinate qj ,

momentum pj and frequency ωj . Moreover, we shall assume that ωj and ωj′ for j, j
′ ∈ {1, 2, · · · , n} have no common

divisor. We want to ask: what are the symmetries and conserved quantities of the anisotropic oscillator? Clearly, the
anisotropic oscillator is not a central force problem, and therefore, does not admit conservation of angular momentum.
However, as we shall later show, the system admits a hidden SU(n) symmetry which is not apparent when we apply
the (qj , pj) variables. It should be remarked here that although such a symmetry is hidden, it leads to the interesting
possibility of accidental degeneracy in the quantum mechanical sense [7] (see also [8, 9] for related developments).

The question of finding the first integrals of the anisotropic oscillator was investigated several years ago in [4],
where it was reported that the anisotropic oscillator possesses the same number of symmetries, but holding on rather
restricted regions in the phase space. In this paper, we report further progress by introducing novel canonical trans-
formations which map the anisotropic oscillator to the corresponding isotropic one. If such a canonical transformation
can be found, then the dynamical symmetries of the transformed anisotropic oscillator could be related to the SU(n)
group. Further, by inverting the transformations, one can determine the conserved quantities of the anisotropic oscil-
lator, from the knowledge of those of its isotropic counterpart. In this way, the anisotropic oscillator can be seen to
possess a hidden SU(n) symmetry that can be uncovered by a sequence of canonical transformations, which we would
systematically describe in the following subsection. Since Poisson bracket relations are preserved under canonical
transformations, the first integrals, even when expressed in the original set of oscillator variables also admit the same
su(n) Lie algebra, putting the anisotropic oscillator on a similar footing as the isotropic oscillator. As a matter of
fact, the isotropic oscillator appears only as a special case of the anisotropic oscillator by fixing ω1 = ω2 = · · · = ωn.

The contents of this paper are as follows2: In Section II, we discuss the dynamical symmetries of the anisotropic
oscillator by considering a sequence of canonical transformations that map it to the isotropic oscillator. The
transformations are derived in the subsection II A, while the associated generating functions are presented in
subsection II B. In Section III, we explicitly compute the first integrals of the anisotropic oscillator, where the first
integrals appear as appropriate generalizations of the ones appearing for the isotropic oscillator. Some concluding
remarks are presented at the end in section IV.

II. DYNAMICAL SYMMETRIES

The basic sequence of steps for finding the aforementioned transformation is as follows. Let us consider an n-
dimensional isotropic oscillator for which the Hamiltonian is given by eqn (2). With respect to the scaling qj → qj/

√
ω

and pj →
√
ωpj , j = 1, 2, · · ·n, the Hamiltonian can be converted to the form

H =
ω

2

n
∑

j=1

(p2j + q2j ). (4)

Defining now a pair of variables that still preserve the canonical structure as

Xj =
qj − ipj√

2
, Pj =

pj − iqj√
2

, (5)

2 We do not use the summation convention for repeated indices. For instance, ajbj = fj is not being summed over all values of j. In
order to denote a sum, we shall write

∑n
j=1

fj =
∑n

j=1
ajbj .
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the Hamiltonian reads

H = iω
n
∑

j=1

PjXj . (6)

Observe that the transformations eqn (5) have a remarkable property, namely, Pj = −iX∗
j where ‘∗’ denotes complex

conjugation. A consequence of this is that the Hamiltonian of eqn (6) is invariant under SU(n) transformations and
therefore, the underlying generators of the infinitesimal transformations correspond to conserved the quantities.

Let us now turn to the anisotropic oscillator in n-dimensions. Performing the canonical rescaling transformation
qj → qj/

√
ωj and pj → √

ωjpj , j = 1, 2, · · ·n, followed by the ones in eqn (5), one easily finds the representation

H = i

n
∑

j=1

ωjPjXj . (7)

However, the Hamiltonian is no longer symmetric under SU(n) transformations because of the appearance of the
coefficient factors {ωj} which are different from each other with no common divisors. Nonetheless, notice that eqn
(7) admits a U(1) symmetry on each Xj − Pj plane, implying the existence of the underlying symmetry group
U(1)⊕ U(1)⊕ · · · ⊕ U(1) (n times) in play. The symmetry group is obviously smaller than U(n) or SU(n), and the
conserved quantities are Ij = ωj(p

2
j + q2j ) for j ∈ {1, 2, · · · , n}, corresponding to the mechanical energies associated

with motion in each individual spatial direction.

A. Canonical transformations between anisotropic and isotropic oscillators

We next proceed to show that there are several hidden conserved quantities that can be uncovered by performing
another set of canonical transformations. To this end, our task would be to map the Hamiltonian of the anisotropic
oscillator given in eqn (7), to the isotropic one given in eqn (6). We therefore look for a new set of variables
Xj = Xj(Pj , Xj) and Pj = Pj(Pj , Xj), such that the following conditions are met:

1. The new variables ought to satisfy ωjPjXj = PjXj .

2. The transformation should be canonical, i.e. {Xj ,Pk} = δjk and {Xj ,Xk} = {Pj ,Pk} = 0, where {·, ·} is the
Poisson bracket evaluated in the Xj , Pj basis.

3. For each j ∈ {1, 2, · · · , n}, one has to have Pj = −iX ∗
j .

In the following discussion, we suppress the index j and focus on two general functions X = X (X,P ) and P =
P(X,P ), where we assume that P 6= 0. Now, the first condition implies

X (X,P ) =
ΩPX

P(X,P )
, (8)

where we have put ωj = Ω. Next, the second condition gives

∂X
∂X

∂P
∂P

− ∂P
∂X

∂X
∂P

= 1, (9)

which, when eqn (8) is used, furnishes the partial differential equation

P
∂P
∂P

−X
∂P
∂X

=
P
Ω
. (10)

This differential equation can be solved through separation of variables. Let us make the ansatz P(X,P ) = α(X)β(P ),
where α(X), β(P ) 6= 0 since P 6= 0. Then, it follows that

Ω

[

P

β

∂β

∂P
− X

α

∂α

∂X

]

= 1. (11)

Introducing a separation constant k yields two ordinary differential equations:

Ω
P

β

dβ

dP
= k +

1

2
, Ω

X

α

dα

dX
= k − 1

2
, (12)
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These can be solved to obtain

β(P ) = β0P
1
Ω (k+

1
2 ), α(X) = α0X

1
Ω(k−

1
2 ). (13)

We thus have the following closed form expression:

P(X,P ) = AX
1
Ω (k−

1
2 )P

1
Ω (k+

1
2 ), (14)

X (X,P ) =
Ω

A
X1− 1

Ω (k−
1
2 )P 1− 1

Ω (k+
1
2 ), (15)

where A is a constant which can be determined from the third condition that is to be accounted for. Some straight-
forward calculations lead to

|A|2 = Ω, k = Ω/2. (16)

Restoring now the index j, we have the results

Xj(Xj , Pj) =
√
ωjX

1
2

(

1+ 1
ωj

)

j P
1
2

(

1− 1
ωj

)

j , (17)

Pj(Xj , Pj) =
√
ωjX

1
2

(

1− 1
ωj

)

j P
1
2

(

1+ 1
ωj

)

j . (18)

The above forms are new and of interest, in that they specify the canonical transformations that map the Hamiltonian
of the anisotropic oscillator to that of the isotropic one. Thus, in these new canonical variables, the anisotropic
oscillator Hamiltonian admits of an SU(n) symmetry.

B. Generating functions

Our aim now would be to obtain the generating functions corresponding to the canonical transformations (Xj , Pj) →
(Xj ,Pj). Since the transformation is canonical, we have [10, 11]

n
∑

j=1

PjẊj −H =

n
∑

j=1

PjẊj −K +
dF

dt
, (19)

where H is the Hamiltonian given by eqn (7), K is the Hamiltonian of the transformed system, i.e. the isotropic
oscillator, and F is the generating function. Explicitly, one has K = i

∑n
j=1

PjXj . Notice that the left-hand side

of eqn (19) is just θH/dt, where θH =
∑n

j=1
PjdXj − Hdt is the Poincare-Cartan one-form on the extended phase

space M× R, with M being the original phase space, which is a symplectic manifold. On M, the local coordinates
(namely, the Darboux coordinates) are (Xj , Pj), while t ∈ R is a global coordinate. Now, the right-hand side leads to
the transformed Poincare-Cartan form [2], say θ′K , such that

∫

θH =
∫

θ′K between two fixed end-points, where the
total differential dF from the right-hand side integrates to zero.

Taking F to be a function of the original coordinates and transformed coordinates, i.e. F = F (Xj ,Xj), it follows
from eqn (19) that

Pj =
∂F (Xj,Xj)

∂Xj
, Pj = −∂F (Xj,Xj)

∂Xj
. (20)

It is trivial to verify that the following choice:

F (Xj ,Xj) =
1

2

n
∑

j=1

(1 − ωj)ω

ωj

1−ωj

j X
2

1−ωj

j X
−

2ωj

1−ωj

j , (21)

is consistent with eqn (20) and is therefore a generator of the canonical transformation. It is of course, possible to
define other forms of generating functions that involve the momentum variables. From eqn (19), it is clear that they
would be related by Legendre transforms because the symplectic potential3 θs (whose exterior derivative gives the

3 For a mechanical system such as an oscillator, we may consider the phase space to be a cotangent bundle M = T ∗Q where Q is the
configuration space. In that case, the phase space is an exact symplectic manifold, i.e. the symplectic form ωs = dθs, where θs is the
tautological one-form on the vector bundle T ∗Q. In a general case however, a symplectic manifold need not be exact, i.e. the symplectic
form may not be exact, although it is always closed by definition.
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TABLE I: Generating functions.

Generating function Explicit expression Total differential Relation with F1(Xj ,Xj)

F1(Xj ,Xj)
1

2

∑n

j=1
(1− ωj)ω

ωj

1−ωj

j X

2
1−ωj

j X

−
2ωj

1−ωj

j dF1 =
∑n

j=1
(PjdXj − PjdXj) −

F2(Xj ,Pj)
1

2

∑n

j=1
(1 + ωj)ω

−
ωj

1+ωj

j X

2
1+ωj

j P

2ωj

1+ωj

j dF2 =
∑n

j=1
(PjdXj + XjdPj) F2 = F1 +

∑n

j=1
XjPj

F3(Pj ,Xj) −
1

2

∑n

j=1
(1 + ωj)ω

−
ωj

1+ωj

j P

2
1+ωj

j X

2ωj
1+ωj

j dF3 =
∑n

j=1
(−XjdPj − PjdXj) F3 = F1 −

∑n

j=1
XjPj

F4(Pj ,Pj) −
1

2

∑n

j=1
(1− ωj)ω

ωj

1−ωj

j P

2
1−ωj

j P

−
2ωj

1−ωj

j dF4 =
∑n

j=1
(−XjdPj + XjdPj) F4 = F1 +

∑n

j=1
(XjPj −XjPj)

symplectic form on M, i.e. ωs = dθs) gives rise to the same ωs up to Legendre transforms, which are merely a subclass
of canonical transformations (symplectomorphisms) preserving ωs. For completeness, we have listed in Table I four
classes of generating functions and the Legendre transforms connecting them, in which we denote the one appearing
in eqn (21) as F1.

III. CONSERVED QUANTITIES

We now determine the conserved quantities, or first integrals associated with the anisotropic oscillator. For
simplicity, we pick n = 2 and the symmetry group is SU(2). We write the conserved quantities in the form
Iµ = i(σµ)jkPjXk, with µ = 0, 1, 2, 3. Here, σ0 = I2 (identity) and σ1, σ2, σ3 are the Pauli matrices4. A
straightforward generalization can be done for a higher number of canonical variables.

We first consider the quantity I0 = i(σ0)jkPjXk. It takes the form

I0 = i(P1X1 + P2X2)

= i(ω1P1X1 + ω2P2X2), (22)

which is just the total energy of the system. The quantity I3 can be obtained similarly, and is analogous to I3
discussed for the isotropic case. The analogues of angular momentum and Fradkin tensor, correspond respectively to
I2 = P1X2 − P2X1 and I1 = i(P1X2 + P2X1). Specifically for I2, we find

I2 = (ω1P1X1ω2P2X2)
1
2 (23)

×
[

(P1/X1)
1

2ω1 (X2/P2)
1

2ω2 − (X1/P1)
1

2ω1 (P2/X2)
1

2ω2

]

,

which clearly goes to I2 = P1X2 − P2X1 if ω1 = ω2 = 1 (isotropic limit). We consider two possibilities below and
obtain the first integrals in each case.

A. Nearly equal frequencies: ω1 ≈ ω2

One can consider a special case where the two frequencies slightly differ from each other. To enforce that, we put
ω1 = 1+ǫ and ω2 = 1−ǫ, for 0 < ǫ << 1. This means ω1−ω2 = 2ǫ is an infinitesimally small number. In other words,
the system departs infinitesimally from its isotropic counterpart and therefore, we expect the conserved quantities to
be the same as those of the isotropic case up to perturbative corrections in powers of ǫ (the deformation parameter).
It turns out that this is indeed the case.

4 The conserved quantities arising from SU(2) (three generators) correspond to the indices µ = 1, 2, 3 whereas the quantity I0 can be
understood to originate from the extended symmetry group U(2) = SU(2) ⊗ U(1). We are slightly abusive with our notation by
indicating that the symmetry group is SU(n) in general. Actually the system has a U(n) symmetry such that the non-trivial conserved
quantities originating from SU(n), together with the Hamiltonian of the oscillator, i.e. I0 form the set of conserved quantities. This is
discussed in the following section.
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The conserved quantities in terms of the original oscillator variables (q1, q2, p1, p2) for small ǫ read

Iǫ
0 =

1 + ǫ

2
(p21 + q21) +

1− ǫ

2
(p22 + q22), (24)

Iǫ
1 = (p1p2 + q1q2)− ǫ(q2p1 − q1p2)

[

(θ1 + θ2)−
π

2

]

+O(ǫ2), (25)

Iǫ
2 = (q2p1 − q1p2) + ǫ(p1p2 + q1q2)

[

(θ1 + θ2)−
π

2

]

+O(ǫ2), (26)

Iǫ
3 =

1 + ǫ

2
(p21 + q21)−

1− ǫ

2
(p22 + q22), (27)

where θj = − arctan
(

pj

qj

)

, and we have used the fact that Xj = rj exp (iθj), Pj = −iX∗
j to write

Xj

Pj
= i exp (2iθj) = exp

[

i
(π

2
+ 2θj

)]

. (28)

We have put the superscript ‘ǫ’ in labelling the conserved quantities to remind the reader that they are obtained in
the limit ω1 ≈ ω2. It is clear that Iǫ

µ ≈ Iµ + · · ·, where Iµ are the corresponding quantities of the isotropic oscillator,
and ‘· · ·’ denotes corrections in powers of ǫ marking the departure from genuine isotropic behavior.

B. General ω1 and ω2

We now find the expressions for the first integrals for general values of ω1 and ω2. We note that P1X1P2X2 =
{−(p21 + q21)(p

2
2 + q22)/4}1/2, and this enables us to obtain the following expressions for I0, I1, I2, I3 in terms of the

original oscillator variables (q1, q2, p1, p2):

I0 =
ω1

2
(p21 + q21) +

ω2

2
(p22 + q22), (29)

I1 =
√

ω1ω2(p21 + q21)(p
2
2 + q22) cos

[

π

4

(

1

ω2

− 1

ω1

)

−
(

θ2
ω2

− θ1
ω1

)]

, (30)

I2 =
√

ω1ω2(p21 + q21)(p
2
2 + q22) sin

[

π

4

(

1

ω2

− 1

ω1

)

−
(

θ2
ω2

− θ1
ω1

)]

, (31)

I3 =
ω1

2
(p21 + q21)−

ω2

2
(p22 + q22), (32)

with θj = − arctan
(

pj

qj

)

.

One can indeed verify that the conserved quantities listed above Poisson-commute with the Hamiltonian of the
two-dimensional anisotropic oscillator, which is just I0. Furthermore, the first integrals {Ik} for k ∈ {1, 2, 3}, follow
the su(2) algebra:

{Jj ,Jk} = ǫjklJl, (33)

where {·, ·} is a Poisson bracket evaluated in the (q1, q2, p1, p2) basis, while Jk = Ik/2. The Casimir of this algebra is
J = I0, i.e. {Jk,J } = 0 for k ∈ {1, 2, 3}, and J can in principle be written as a function of {Jk}.
The individual mechanical energies in the two spatial directions are obtained as E1 = (I0 + I3)/2 and E2 =

(I0 − I3)/2. The quantities I1 and I2 can be viewed as the generalized Fradkin tensor and generalized angular
momentum respectively, although they bear very little resemblance to I1 and I2 of the isotropic oscillator. Nevertheless,
one finds that the anisotropic oscillator has the same number of conserved quantities as the isotropic one, as was also
discussed in [4] (see further [7–9]), and therefore it is a maximally superintegrable system. A generalization to a
higher number of dimensions can be performed straightforwardly, and we do not discuss the issue here.

IV. CONCLUDING REMARKS

In this paper, we introduced a set of canonical transformations which map the Hamiltonian of the anisotropic
oscillator to that of the isotropic oscillator. Since the isotropic oscillator possesses an SU(n) symmetry, this allowed
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us to compute the conserved quantities of the anisotropic oscillator. The conserved quantities include the mechanical
energies in each individual direction. In addition, the anisotropic oscillator admits as conserved quantities, generalized
versions of the Fradkin tensor and the angular momentum. In two dimensions, it is shown that in the case where
the two frequencies ω1 and ω2 are arbitrarily close, then all the conserved quantities reduce to those of the isotropic
oscillator together with small corrections originating from the small difference between the frequencies.

One should further remark that although we have argued that the symmetry group associated with the n-
dimensional oscillator (both isotropic or anisotropic) is SU(n), the system admits of a slightly larger symmetry
group, which is U(n) = SU(n) ⊗ U(1). This is easy to see from our two-dimensional example wherein, the SU(2)
generators obeying the su(2) algebra were just three in number, i.e. {I1, I2, I3}, but we have an additional
constant of motion which is I0. This fourth first integral can be intuitively associated with the extended symmetry
group U(2) of which SU(2) is a subgroup. However, since on a four-dimensional phase space, only up to three
constants of motion can be functionally independent, we may just consider {I1, I2, I3} as the independent first
integrals, while I0, which can in principle be expressed in terms of the others is just the Casimir of the su(2) Lie
algebra given in eqn (33). Thus, it suffices to say that the symmetry group is SU(n) with the conserved quantities
obeying an su(n) Lie algebra. Finally, we remark that for larger values of n, say for n = 3, there are more con-
served quantities than can be functionally independent coming from the group SU(n), but nevertheless, the quantity
I0 (just the Hamiltonian) comes from the extended group U(n) = SU(n)⊗U(1) and Poisson-commutes with all others.
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